


'® THE SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC PARTY.
Offices :
21a, Maiden Lane, Charing Cross, London, W.C,

Telephone No. 13877 Central,

OF THE

TWENTY-EIGHTH ANNUAL CONFERENCE,
ON
April 17th, 18th, and i19th, 1908.

The Twenty-Eighth Annual Conference of the Social-Demo-
cratic Party was held at the Coal Exchange, Manchester, on Good
Friday, Saturday, and Easter Sunday, April 17th, 18th, and 19th,
1908.

Chairman’s Address.
JonN Moore, the provisional Chairman, gave the opening
v address. He said that on the occasion of the 28th Annual Con-
ference of the Social-Democratic Party he had great pleasure in
heartily welcoming, on behalf of the Lancashire comrades in general
and the Manchester comrades in particular, the delegates
assembled for the Annual Conference of the Party. We could
congratulate ourselves that the past year has been one of
phenomenal success, so far as we are concerned. Great as has
been our growth in previous years, this year has eclipsed all
previous records.  During last year fifty-seven new branches had
been brought into existence, and with vigour and energy in our
work of propaganda and organisation that number might be
doubled or trebled in 1908-9. We could congratulate ourselves,
not only on the number of new branches formed, but that we had
been brought into greater prominence during the past twelve
months than ever before, as evidenced by the interest which the
capitalist press had taken in all our doings. The capitalist parties
were recognising that the Social-Democratic Party was a factor in
our national politics, and was going to be so even more in the
future than it had been in the past. The fight of the future lav
between the party represented by us on the one hand, and the
capitalist party represented by Liberals and Tories on the other.
- In spite of what the late Member—he hoped the very late Member
ﬂ —for North-West Manchester had stated about the ‘‘farce’*
J which was heing witnessed in that constituency, he was convinced
that the sham fight between Liberal and Tory was showing the
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ng of the end. Instead of a sham fight between candidates
lilke Mr. Joynson-Hicks and Mr. Winston Churchill, we hoped that .
such sham fights will soon be things of the past, and that we
should be brought face to face with our enemies, and that the
battle would then be between the proletariat and the master-class, .
and end in the victory of the proletariat. X
Speaking of our work as pioneers of the movement during the
last twenty-eight years, the chairman referred to the time when it
was said that there was only enough of us to fill a one-horse "bus ;
it would now require a very much larger conveyance to hold even
those who lived in the City of Manchester alone.

Reviewing the record of the strongest Government of modern
times, there was Puritanism in the Licensing Bill, the Puritanism
which loved to circumscribe and limit all pleasure among the
working classes in order to drive them into the chapels and little
Bethels. On the education question, our point of view was alto-
gether different from those of the other parties. We realised
undoubtedly that the fight of the so-called Education Bills was a
struggle of the Nonconformists, the Anglicans, and the Catholics
to dominate the children : our concern was for the physical welfare
of the children, and the moral welfare could then look after itself.
Our concern was that the children attending the elementary schools
should first be fed before any kind of learning or education was
given to them. We alone, when other parties were silent, had
upheld the banner of looking after the little ones first.  The
organisation that had done so much on behalf of the children was Q
the Party with which they had the privilege to be associated,
and he was sure there was not a single man in the room who was
not proud to stand upon the platform of the Social-Democratic

>arty.

It was our business to fight the Liberal and Tory alike. Why,
within ten minutes’ walk of the hall where the Conference was
meeting the ns, such as Angel Meadow and those in
Ancoats, wl ‘ate was so t sle as to warrant them
in describi ‘der of the people from genera-
tion to genc . found justification for the fight
we were waging. y on this fight with greater vigour
in order to rouse the prole to a sense of the things around
gm:fM—:Q:VZ,Z:.A.::.,

and to make them feel

f being engaged in a sham
battle, they were taking in a real fight on behalf of themselves
and their fellow-workers in other lands. The only victory worth
fighting for was the victory of Social-Democracy in all countries.

Election of Chairman and Officials.

After the opening address, J. Moore (Rochdale) was unani- -
mously elected Chairman of the Annual Conference. )
A, Lees (Tyldesley) was elected deputy-Chairman.
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@ MOH. Standing Orders and Credentials Committee, S. V. Amstell
(Enfield), G. T. Cowpe (Bacup), and F. Davey (Bow and Bromley)
were elected.

J. R. Crane (South-West Manchester), W. Foy (South

’ Salford), and W. Geard (Battersea) were elected tellers.

On the motion of H. Quercu (Bermondsey), the following
resolution was unanimously agreed to :—

‘“ This Annual Conference of the Social-Democratic Party
sends cordial fraternal grectings to the Annual Delegate
Meeting' of the Printers’ W semen and Cutters’ Unisn,

, .m:m wishes the Union ¢ I success in their eficrts to

improve the condition stion of the working class.

And this Conference to the bye-election in

North-West Manches 'ds an opportunity for

organised labour to nst both sections of the

, capitalist class by su

| Cr. Danx IrvinGg (B

press that the Man

, to endorse his cand nan of that body had ruled
out of order a proposition of support, being under the mistaken
impression that he (Irving) was not a member of an affiliated
body, whereas he had for many years been a member of the
Gasworkers’ Union.

On the motion of J. SurcLiFre (Rawtenstall), supported by

vﬂ H. M. Hyxpmax (Central) and F. Victor Fisuer (Central), the
Conference repudiated a pamphlet which had been distributed in
Manchester entitled ‘‘ Socialism: Christ, the Enemy of the
Human Race,”’ and called upon the distributors of this pamphlet
to withdraw it.

The suggested Standing Orders for the Conference as drawn
up and submitted to the branches were then agreed to, after one
slight alteration had been made ; and it was further decided that
the voting at the Conference should be by branches, as formerly
instead of by members according to Rule 22. :

On the consideration of the Financial Statement for 1907, it

¢ was agreed, on the motion of R. Tuompson (Rochdale) that, in

~ future, both statement of accounts and Executive Council nomo:

; should be sent round to the branches at least a fortnight before

w the Conference. After some questions had been put, and the
Secretary had replied thereto, the Financial Statement was
adopted.

It was moved that the consideration of the Executive Council’s
report be deferred till Sunday morning, and this course was agreed
to, after an amendment that the Report be taken at once in con-
junction with the question of the Rossendale candidature had heen
put to the Conference and lost by 59 votes to 41.

; - E. W. Marsn (S. Islington) asked for permission to move a

“. resolution to the effect that the time was opportune for calling a
conference with a view to forming a Right to Work Committee
with branches in every industrial centre, i

—




I’ Lroyp (Blaenclydach) was not clear as to the meaning of
the re When the proposed conference was called, what
was going to be done, and who were to bear the expenses? He
thought they had better devote themselves to the propagation of
S list principles, which meant, ultimately, the extinction of the
unemployed problem. It was eventually decided, on the motion
of Cr. J. Jones (S. West Ham), seconded by H. M. HyNDMAN
(Central) that the matter should be referred to the Standing Orders
Committee to submit a resolution.

H. W. Lee was unanimously re-elected General Secretary.

A. Inkpin was unanimously elected Assistant-Secretary.

I. F. Green was unanimously re-clected Treasurer.

On the election of Financial Sccretary, H. M. HyNDMAN
(Central) thought that, in connection with this office, somebody
was required who would be able to take up the very important
duty of approaching sympathisers who would be likely to assist
them in the way of funds.

E. W. MarsH (S. Islington) proposed W. A. Woodroffe, who
had held the office before, though he thought under the new system
of membership cards, the office would be a sinecure.

Cr. J. Jongs (S. West Ham) urged that the matter be left to the
Executive Council. He had no desire to cast any reflection upon
Woodroffe, but he was a workman with his ordinary OOOCUEEO.:
to attend to, and what they required was someone with a fair
amount of time at his or her disposal. They wanted somebody to
get down into other people’s pockets without their knowing it.
It was then agreed that the matter should be referred to the
Executive Council.

D. Carmi , W. Erwood, and F. G. Jones were nominated
for the position of auditors. . Carmichael afterwards Smﬁrmnﬁ.e
from nomi , and W. Erwood and F. G. Jones were unani-
mously re-clec \

1 it was decided that the ballot papers for
tld be distributed to the delegates at
noon.

the
once, to be retu 3
Matters of Intermal Organisation,
J. Svurcrirre (Rawtenstall) moved :—
i s to place on record its dis-
cutive in withdrawing J. F.

]

rence de

approval of the action of the

Green from the Rossendale division.’

He said that the Rossendale comrades raised the matter to
decide whether a decision which had been arrived at by an Annual
Conference should be carried out, or whether a body of men
forming the E.C. should be allowed to over-ride that decision.
The Carlisle Conference had decided that Rossendale should be
contested, and the candidature had been prosecuted successfully
until August 18th. On that day he received from %._m Secretary
a letter stating' that the Executive Council were convinced that it
was undesirable to pursue |. F. Green’s candidature in Rossen-
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dale. Rule 27 stated that the E
the decisions of Annual Confe
tive had broken that rule in t
and placing him in South B
that the Party should give t
the imputations made against them hy
that it was never intended that (
Rossendale was not a suit
the Conference to decide, :
less the London section of

J. Ecan (Rawtens
had money coming in
withdrawn ; then everything we

F. KNee (Executive Co

ccutive Council should carry out
8. He claimed that the Execu-
1 Green away from Rossendale
I. They in Rossendale claimed
ity of flinging back

ils in Rossendale
I go to the poll. If
to contest it was for

il the candidate was

t " wallop.”
desired to make an explanation.
There was no desire irt of the Executive Council to
““boss’’ the Party. ey were extremely anxious to carry out
the decisions of the Annual Conferences as far as possible, and in
the best interests of the Party. If they withdrew a candidate
from one particular constituency and placed him in another, it was
because they thought he would have a better chance of being
returned in the second constituency than in the first. The paucity
of letters on this matter, referred to by the mover of the resolution,
was due to the fact that the London Section of the Executive
could not deal with the matter without first consulting the full
Executive. They regretted that, quite unintentionally, there was an
apparent lack of courtesy on the part of the Executive towards the
Rossendale comrades. ~Then as regards funds, This was a
matter which had seriously to be considered by the Executive.
It would cost far more to contest a county division like Rossendale
than a constituency like S. Bristol. Then, too, the Executive had
to carry out the instructions of the Conference generally—not
down to every comma and semi-colon—and he maintained that they
had acted in the best interests of the Party in moving a candidate
from a constituency where he stood a poor chance to one where
he stood a better chance.

P. H. TavLor (Accrington) thought that F. Knee’s, explanation
was anything but satisfactory. They had no evidence that
S. Bristol would prove a better constituency than Rossendale.
The opinion of the Party should have been taken before Green was
withdrawn.

D. CarmicHAEL (Battersea) supported the resolution.

H. QueLch (Bermondsey) could quite understand the feelings
of the Rossendale comrades, but was sorry that the representative
from that division should have expressed his opinion in such bitter
terms. He was not there to appeal for the infallibility of the
Executive, but it should be remembered that they had to do their
best for the Party. It was said that Rossendale was a constitu-
ency which should be contested by the Party. He agreed. There
was no constituency in the country which should not be contested.
But they had to remember that their Exchequer was limited, and




6

o of men they could put forward as parliamentary candi-
ates were very few. They may have been wrong in their judg-
it, but they were of opinion that with less money they could
up a much better fight in S. Bristol.

J. P. Lioyp (Blaenclydach) thought it was well that someone
apart from the two contending parties should have a word to say
on the Rossendale question. The idea of a parliamentary candi-
date was a ‘‘ darling toy ’ with every S.D.P. branch. A branch
of eight members wanted to run a candidate, and regarded him
with hostility because he would not support the idea. He pleaded
for tolerance for the E.C. in its difficult task.

At this juncture a motion that the question be put was put to
the Conference and lost.

W. Gearp (Battersea) supported the resolution.

E. Lowrnian (Carlisle) spoke as an unrepentant member of
the Executive. He desired to repudiate the idea that Green had
been withdrawn for any other reason than that S. Bristol was a
better constituency than Rossendale. )

H. M. Hynpman (Central Branch) thought the Executive had
not treated the Rossendale comrades with sufficient consideration.
The matter should h: been discussed more fully with the
branch. But if a mistake had been made it had been made with
the best intentions: it w a matter of manners rather than
malignity. But the Executive were convinced that Bristol was
an easier constituency t ht than Rossendale. !

J. Surcrirre (Rawtenstall) declared that he had made no impu-
tations against the Executive. He would be willing to modify his
resolution by substituting the word disagre \ment for disapproval.

Cr. J. Jongs (S. West Ham) moved, as an amendment, that the
Conference expresses confidence in the Executive Council, but that
in all similar cases in the future, a deputation should be sent from
the Executive to c It the local branches.

This amendment, on being put to the Conference, was nmmn.wma
by 67 votes to 40 | was carried as a substantive proposition
after J. SurcL ( ‘s had protested against the original

resolution not being put to the meeting.

After the luncheon interval, J. SUTCLIFFE
moved :(—

«The Conference discuss the advisability of running a
candidate in the Rossendale Division at the next General
Election.”’

They had five branches in the Division, with 400 members,
430 in the bank and £40 more promised. The Labour Party
Wwanted them to get out of the way in order to put a Labour candi-
date forward.

J. Ecan (Rawtenstall) seconded.

F. Knee (Executive Council) thought the Rawtenstall comrades
had not advanced sufficient reasons to justify a candidate going
forward ; there was a wide gap between £7o0 and the £ 500 which
would be required to contest a county division ; the return of an

{Rawtenstall)
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elective auditor was no ground for hope in a Parliamentary
election.

J. G. WxBstER (Bournemouth) and R. TrompsoN (Rochdale)
opposed contesting the Rossendale Division.

A. Lees (Tyldesley) suggested that a deputation should be
sent from the Executive and the lLancashire District Council to
confer with the Rossendale branches.

This was agreed to.

F. Davey (Bow and Bromley), on behalf of the Standing
Orders and Credentials Committee, reported on the credentials
presented. Informalities on the part of certain branches in regard
to the credentials were passed, and the delegates then present
numbered 140, representing 112. branches and two affiliated
societies.

G. W. HarLe (Govan) next raised the question of the Govan
candidature, and moved that it be placed on the Parliamentary
fund, but, after a brief discussion, it was carried by 101 to 12
votes that the candidature be not proceeded with.

After recommendations by the Standing Orders Committee re
the Agenda had been dealt with, the Chairman read a letter of
congratulation from the London Socialist Sunday-school Union
(who said 33 new schools had been formed in 1907), and also a
telegram from the Printers’ Warehousemen’s Conference, recipro-
cating the fraternal greetings of the Conference and wishing Dan
Irving every success.

“ Next business ’’ was carried in the case of the resolution from
North-West Ham Branch regarding membership of political clubs,
and members of the S.D.P. running no candidates under the
Labour Party, and in the case of the resolution from Stockport
that no member of the S.D.P. belong to any other political
organisation.

The Programme of the S.D.P.

The following proposition from South Hackney was, after a
brief discussion, carried :—

““That the E.C. appoint a committee to consider the
necessity or otherwise of co-ordinating and re-classifying the
items in the S.D.P. programme, and to suggest any necessary
alterations, deletions, and additions, and to submit a report
to the branches through the medium of the E.C. at least two
months before the next Annual Conference.”’

The Fulham resolution on legal assistance for comrades coming
into conflict with the police was next taken, T. WITHERIDGE
(Fulham) recalling what happened on the occasion of the Kaiser’s
visit, when comrades were sent to prison.

Mrs. Murray (Walthamstow) thought the resolution would leacd
to infinite trouble.

J. . Harvey (Bradford), on the other hand,
resolution, and referred to the recent prosect
chalking,
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5 (5. West Ham) thought we were getting too
I'he party was going to exist, he said, for the pur-
ing fines. Why not do as they did in the old days—go
, and if they had any money to spare, devote it to the
ance of the prisoners’ families ? i3

[E. Pay (Tunbridge Wells) referred to the recent Brighton case,
where much money was wasted in consulting a local solicitor.

H. QueLcu (Bermondsey) warned the Conference to be careful.
They did not want to fall into the pit from which the trade unions
had escaped—being liable for the actions of every member of the
party. Eventually the proposition was carried in the following
form :— ;

““That the Executive consider and devise some scheme for
the provision of legal assistance for comrades who may rme.d
come in conflict with the police, or require legal assistance in

consequence of any other action whilst in the furtherance of
the principles and policy of the Social-Democratic Party, sub-
1l of the E.C.”’ {

The pre juestion was moved and carried on a resolution
in the name of the Bradford Branch as follows :—

““ This Conference believes that all S.D.P. candidates for
public bodies and speakers on the official list should pass an
examination in economics, and instructs the E.C. to draw up
a scheme to be submitted to the next Annual Conference.’’

L6 5
respecta

f

_:....‘
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Co-operative Trading.

E. W. Magrsn (S. Islington) moved the following resolution
standing in the name of the Watford Branch :—

‘* That this Conference appoint a small Committee to con-
sider the question of co-operative Qm&sm with a view to
financing the movement.  Such Committee to consider the
advisability of starting a wholesale centre for supplying
branches and districts who are trading.”

Branches in London were taking up the question of trading,
and they found that if they were to extend the business, they must
purchase goods at much lower prices than they did at present.
This question was a live one, and should receive the attention of
the Conference.

A. H. Warson (S.W. Manchester) referred to the report of
the Belgian Party issued a few years ago which showed the great
progress made in the matter of co-operative trading. He opposed
the idea of referring the matter to the E.C. as they had too much
to attend to at the present time. He urged that the matter be left
to the local comrades to devise schemes, and he thought efforts
should be made to get hold of the existing co-operative movement
in this country, and thus bring it and its funds in support of the
Social-Democratic movement.

A. S. HeapweLey (W. Islington) said that the Belgian co-

operative movement started with a few comrades subscribing a

-
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little capital and receiving no dividends.
business genius to make a
danger of excellent men he
details.

Mrs. MoNTEFIORE (Totter um) thought there was much to be
learnt from the Belgian co-operative movement which would be of
assistance in this matter. She ght that if a few comrades
were chosen with some b ity they could start a central
trading business. This we n a number of members who
were not active in ordin: , especially women
members.  She thought practicable, and if carried
out on practical lines s might be done in the future.

G. Hmves (Edmor is branch were entirely in favour
of some such sche put into operation by means of which
branches could obtain ncial assistance. But this could only be
done in the wholesale line in the large industrial centres. If the
Party tried to conduct it from a national standpoint it would be
a fiasco, but he thought that the branches in each town should put
some such scheme into operation themselves.

F. H. Epwarps (Birkenhead) thought that something might be
done by co-ordinating the efforts now carried out in this direction.
He would urge that speakers should solicit customers in the
districts in which they worked. If this were done some headway
might be made in establishing a Socialist Co-operative Stores.

S. ELsBURY (Sheffield) made an appeal for the whole-hearted
support of the members of the Party in any efforts which might
be made in the way of trading ; and J. Finigan (Kirkcaldy) also
supported the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to without being put to the Confer-
ence. With regard to the appointment of the Committee, it was
agrecd that it should consist of three members, Nominations for
the Committee were to be submitted on Saturday morning, and
the election to take place on Sunday.

J. BEESLEY (Coventry) moved :—

‘ That this Conference adopts the badge suggested by the

Coventry Branch as the National one.”’

The Coventry comrades had been to the trouble of getting this
badge out, and offered it to the Central Office in order that the
organisation might get the advantage. The resolution was put
without further discussion, and carried by 93 votes to 4o.

South Wales.

J. P. LLovp (Blaenclydach) moved the following resolution :—

“ That the attention of the Executive Council should he

drawn to the splendid field for propaganda in South Wales,

and the urgent necessity for a good speaker and organiser,
and also for financial help if possible.”’

He dwelt upon the need for propaganda work hei

in South Wales. He was the only speaker in the

against him the I.L.P. had been able to place thre

They wanted great
lccess, and there was after all a
2 too absorbed in mere business

2
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cover the same ground. If they wanted to get ‘ gallant little
¢ side of Socialism they must send speakers and
its into the district.
:ArD (Battersea) supported the resolution. .
: (Rawtenstall) asked the members of the Party in
h Wales to pay for an organiser themselves, as the Rossen-
comrades were doing. He asked the Conference to reject the
olution which asked the other branches to provide funds for
particular localities. !
The resolution was lost by 78 votes to 59.
The Conference then adjourned.

The S5.D.P. and the Labour Party.

The discussion on our attitude towards the Labour Party took

place on Saturday morning. The following resolutions were upon
genda paper :—
i 3 %%m% the Social-Democratic Party affiliate with the

National Labour Party.”’—WILLESDEN.

“““That in view of the resolution passed by the Hull Con-
ference of the Labour Party declaring the ultimate object of
the Party to be the realisation of Socialism, the S.D.P. recon-
sider its attitude towards the Labour Party witiia view to
re-affiliation thereto, provided it is made clear that all S.D.P.
candidates shall run as Socialists.’’—BURNLEY.

““ That this Conference of the S.D.P. instructs the Execu-
tive Council to enter into negotiations with the Executive
of the Labour Party with a view to rejoining the said Labour
Party as soon as possible.”’—ROCHDALE.

““That as the National Labour Party at the Hull Confer-
ence declined to accept the resolution moved by the Paper-
stainers’ Union declaring Socialism to be the object for which
the Labour Party should organise and work, the S.D.P. shall
not affiliate to that Party until it becomes an avowed Socialist
Party.”’—BATTERSEA. : . .

The Rochdale 1 ion was deleted, and the discussion took
place on the Willesden resolution, with the Burnley resolution as
an amendment thereto, whilst the Battersea resolution was treated
as a negative.

F. WWZEV, (Willesden) moved the resolution. The Burnley
proposition was one which might not be capable of fulfilment, and
would carry us no further than we were at present. Whatever
might have been our reasons for secession from the Labour Party,
there was in the minds of most of the delegates the possibility
that at some time or the other we should rejoin the Labour Party.
The only question was, when—and he thought the psychological
moment had arrived. The movement for the formation of a Labour
Party, independent of Tory and Liberal, was in its inception a
revolutionary act. We must recognise that the éo%ﬁmf&mm.m
movement here does not move for very long on straight lines ; it
wavers from a revolutionary attitude to one of revisionism. Since

»
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some of its most brilliant
reform movement akin to
revolutionary atti-
it, they must adopt

the Labour Party had been [ormed
defenders had favoured a sort of soc
the Liberal Party ; but others had
tude. When they got into a three
\a revolutionary attitude. The Labour Id not go on for
many years without the revolutionary sj 1 being so pro-
nounced that it must break away entirely [rom Liberalism.

R. Tuompson (Rochdale) seconded.

L. Rippon (Burnley) moved the Burnley amendment, which was
seconded by T. CrLoucH (Ilkeston).

W. S. Crusk (E. Islington) opposed the amendment ; the reso-
lution was much more sensible. To say we would join the
Labour Party under certain conditions was absolu diculous.
He was opposed to joining with those who were prepared to lose
their seats over the Licensing Bill, but not for Socialism.

D. CarmicHAEL (Battersea) opposed the Burnley amendment
because it meant nothing.

Alderman REUBEN GEORGE (Swindon) declared we should be
false to our principles if we joined the Labour Party.

H. Pearce (Mile End) opposed joining the Labour Party.

H. M. Hynpman (Central) thought a very great change had
taken place since last year, and he supported the Burnley amend-
ment.  What had taken place was the passing of the Object of
‘the S.D.F. by the Hull Congress. He was quite aware that the
Paperstainers’ resolution was rejected, but that would have
meant the exclusion of all but Socialists from the Labour Party.
If we accepted the resolution in the Burnley form, we should
throw the onus of refusing us upon those who would thus say they
would not accept us because we were Socialists. What we must
do was to set our principles before the Labour men, and we should
be bound to capture them.

J. GriseLe (Northampton) supported affiliation with the Labour
Party. He opposed the Burnley amendment because it would
place their acceptance in the hands of J. Ramsay MacDonald.
But there was no reason why anyone could not run as a revolu-
tionary Social-Democrat under the constitution of the Labour
Party. He wanted to be on the floor of the House of Commons
because it was the finest position from which to express Social-
Democratic principles. We had been calling upon trade unionists
to take independent political action, and then refused to lead them.

J. MoorE, having temporarily relinquished the chairmanship,
supported affiliation with the Labour Party, and congratulated
those who had consistently supported affiliation with the Labour
Party on having at last converted H. M. Hyndman to their point of
view.

H. Quercn (Bermondsey) denied that there was any change in
the situation except for the worse. If we passed cither of these
resolutions we should be saying that we had heen wi for the
last seven years, and that we were going in §a
to confess it.  As a trade union delegate he had




wider shnilar circumstances he would sign the Labour Party’s
it did not bind him to anything. Grayson’s vic-
ist showed that it was not necessary to join the
arty in order to secure an electoral victory for our

Were they going to haul down the Red Flag? Be-
{ was what it meant. He was amused at those who said
her join the Labour Party or fight them—that was
like saying if you don’t hang yourself you must cut your throat.
The Labour Party was undemocratic in character, the Parlia-
y Group being the governing power ; while there were good
sts in the Parliamentary Group, that group was certainly
a Socialist instrument, and he objected to a Socialist Party
being tied to the heels of a non-Socialist Party.

J. MacLeaN (Pollokshaws) supported joining the Labour Party.
If we went inside we should win hands down. Our remaining
outside enabled J. R. MacDonald and J. Bruce Glasier to vilify the
S.D.P. and its members in Scotland.

A. H. Warson (S.W. Manchester) contended that any altera-
tion in the constitution of the Labour Party would have to be got
through the members themselves, and the Paperstainers’ resolu-
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tion was rejected by a larger majority than ever before. How:

could they say that the Labour Party was going forward? A
reference to the attitude of the ‘‘ Labour Leader  on the North-
West Manchester contest called forth the statement from J.
SurcLirFe (Rawtenstall) that the rank and file of the I.L:P. were
supporting the S.D.P. Watson believed that joining the Labour
Party would mean a serious split in the ranks of the S.D.P.

Cr. J. Jongs (S. West Ham) said to join the Labour Party
would be to tie our hands behind our backs, and the price to be paid
for the return of a few members to Parliament was far too great.
The Social-Democratic Party’s strongest card was the incapacity
and want of pluck of the Labour members. Instead of having
one programme they had 32, only agreeing in playing down to the
canting hyj iy of the Nonconformist conscience.

HiE thead) urged that they should take a
the whole matter. He was opposed
ised to hear Gribble talk of
expressions did not describe our

the game of |
meaning.

J. P. Lroyp (Ma , Blaenclydach) expressed surprise
at Hyndman’s attitude in this debate. It was not the circum-
stances, it was Hyndman who had changed.

The closure of the discussion having been agreed to,

F. Knee (Willesden) replied.  There were those who grumbled
at the want of Socialist and revolutionary character in the Labour
Party, but that was because we were not there. If the Lahour
Party had gone back since we left it, that was an excellent reason
for our joining it again, to make it go forward. He deprecated

i

on much

13

appeals to prejudice and the talk about hauling down the Red
Vag. If we joined the Labour Party we should still be upholding
the Red Flag.

The vote was taken. The Burnley amendment was defeated
by Y03 to 31 votes, and the Willesden proposition was rejected by
130([to 30 votes.

Socialism and Religion,

. Querca (Bermondsey) proposed, without speech, the fol-
resolution :—
| ““That, in view of the efforts of enemies of Soci
ireate division and prejudice in the ranks of the workers by
ising sectarian disputes, this Conference definitely reaf
the position always maintained by the International Social-
emocracy, that the Socialist movement is concerned solely
ith secular affairs, and regards religion as a private matter.”’
The resolution was seconded and carried nem. con.

lowin

Decentralisation.

A. H. Warson (S.W. Manchester) moved the following reso-
lutign standing in the names of the Ashton-under-Lyne, Blackburn,
Leigh, South-West Manchester, and Tyldesley Branches :—

‘““(a) That this Conference, after hearing the discussion on
decentralisation, affirms its acceptance of the principle, and
salls for a ballot of the Party on the question.

““(b) That a special committee be formed from this Con-
ference to consider and issue a scheme of decentralisation in
'the event of the above ballot being favourable, which scheme

| in turn shall be submitted to the branches for definite accept-

\ ance or rejection ; such committee to complete its work within

| a period of six months.”

| He asked the delegates to consider the advisability of a change
in the method of organisation. There appeared to be an idea
prevalent that they were attempting to split up the organisation ;
that was untrue. They were Social-Democrats first and dec