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FOREWORD

The following is a stenographic report of a debate
between K. E. Judd, of the Soeialist Labour Party,
and A. 8. Reardon, of the Australian Socialist Party. The
debate was held in Islington Park, Neweastle, on Sunday,
February 15th, 1920 ; Mr. C. H. Anlezark oceupied
the chair.

We had hoped to get Mr. Judd’s signature to the
report, in accordance with clause 8 of the ‘‘Conditions
of the Debate,” but owing to the fact that Mr. Judd
failed to carry out his obligation, we are now publish-
ing it as signed by the reporter (who has no connection
with the A.S.P.) as being correct. As stated in ‘“The
International Socialist,’’ we expected Mr. Judd would
wriggle out of signing it—Why ?  This question will
be easily answered by those who read the debate.

A couple of examples of the confunsionist tactics
used by Mr. Judd in the debate will not be out of place
here. Firstly: When Reardon mentioned the ‘'six-
bob-a-day-murderers” statement as not being socialist
propaganda, Judd endeavoured toconfuse the minds of
those present by referring to the case of W. Jeffery
which happened sbout June, 1918, and at the same
time he knew full well that Reardon was referring to
Judd’s own case just prior to the Senate Election, Dec-
ember, 1919—18 months after Jeffrey’s case. Secondly:
While the sentimental mush apout Tom Batho in no
way proves Judd’s case as being correct, it may in-
terest readers to know that Tom Batho was an opponent
of Unity, but he was in no way an hypocrite in the
matter, and we have reason to believe that he, Tom
Batho, will realise, more 8o than anyone else the
blatant hypoerisy of Judd’s sentimental whine. Some
little time back a Testimonial was got up for Bathe,
and the action of the two parties in connection with
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Judd-Rearddn Debate

E. E. JUDD, Socialist Labour Party
A. S. REARDON, Australian Socialist Party
Mr. ANLAZARK, Chairman

RESOLVED:—That the Socialist Labor Party is the - 9
only Scientific Revolutionary Socialist Party in Austraha
with a clean record.

* ¥ *
The Chairman: The conditions of the debate are:—

(1) That the chairman open the debate at 2.50.

(2) That each speaker be allowed thirty, fifleen and

five minutes.

(3) That a vote of the audience he taken at the con-

clusion of the debate,

(4) That the chairman confine himself strictly to

putting the guestion.

(5) That the vote be taken before 4.30.

(6) That Mr. Anlezark be chairman, if available.

(7) That the debate take place in Islington Park. *

(8) No report of the debate to appear in the e O
«¢R.S.?’ before the stenographic report, which is
to be signed as correct by the fwo principles. '

E. E. Judd, Opening: !

. E. Judd will afirm the propoesition that the Socialist % ]
Labor Party is the only scientific revolutionary socialist g
party in Australia with a clean record. He will open in
a speech of thirty minutes’ duration, and Reardon will
reply for thirty minutes. Each will then occupy fifteen and

five minutes alternately. A vote will be taken at the Eg;

clugion. When each speaker has taken 25 minutes 1
knock on the box, which Will indicate that he llar

minutes to go, Mr. Judd, ,\p
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the ¢ 1.8.,"” who claimed that they of the A.8.P. cohstl
tuted the only scientific revolutionary socialist party in
Australia; and members of the A.S.P. were ad'v_is_ed to
write the words ¢‘Revolutionary Socialism’’ across their
ballot papers, instead of voting for any of the candidates.

Those who know anything about the history of the
socialist movement in Australia know that for 20 years or
more the S.L.P. has been the vanguard of the socialist
movement of Australia. ) _

I read the article referred to in the Trades Hall at New- i
castle, and added that no man knew better thay Ray
Tveritt—assuming that Everitt wrote the article—that the
statements it contained were false. But in the perpetua-
tion of that falsehood Everitt was, and still is, backed up
by others of the party. It is bad enough when one man
makes a statement calculated to mislead, and thus injure
the working class, but when three or four or more endorse
it, it becomes a crime against the working class. How
much more criminal is it when the thing is repeatedly
asserted?

One of the A.S.P. officials in Newcastle objected to my
reference to the matter at the time, and the incident led
to this debate. Before going further it is well to look back
a bit. Some of our friends might object to that, because
people with ¢‘records’’ do not care to have the past placed
before the public gaze. Before I am finished they will have
even greater regrets. In this instance the past of the
A.S.P. contains violations of revolutionary socialist prio-
ciples. In 1887 the present S.L.P. was established as the
Australian Socialist League. The League carried on until 4
1900, when the name was altered to that of the Socialist
Labor Party. About 1907 Harry Holland, who had been out
of Sydney for some time previously, cut loose from the
§.L.P. and started a new party, a rival organisation. That
new party is known to-day as the Australian Socialist
Party.

1 ask you this: When a scientific revolutionary sociall
party is already in existence—and has been in existe
for some years—what justification can there possib
for the formation of a new party which sets its

————
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‘presses, whereas one could eaai_!'i do the work; In fact,
the worl all round is made doubly hard.

The struggle was so hard that you know what hap-
pened. Tom Batho—you all know him as a worker in
the interests of our class for the last 30 years—due to the
gtrain put upon him, is to-day practically blind. Due to
lack of nourishment, Batho's wife suffered with him; she
has experienced the pangs of hunger and was deprived of
many things which every woman is justly entitled to re-
ceive, And many good workers in the interests of our class
have been led quite innocently to transfer their activities
to the wrong quarter.

The man who helped to form the 8.L.P. had to struggle '
hard to keep going; his wife died, and he is now almost
blind. (A Voice: ‘“Cut out the gentimen.al stuff.’’) Some
people wonder why I am pitter, but I ask any of you to

S

' place yourselves in the position of Tom Batho. What would

happen if you were similarly treated. What it any of
you were sent to a premature” grave or were afflicted in
the struggle to advance the interests of your class?

To commit a wrong against our class is a serious thing.
To foster a second party, when one would serve, is a
wrong against our class and is a serious thing—it is a
crime against the working class of this country. IE such
a crime has been committed, what is the next worst thinz
the perpetrators of that erime can do. It is to perpetuate
the wrong. That is exactly what Reardon and the others
are doing. It is a distinel violation of socialist principles
and against the interests of ‘the working class.

There should be only one socialist party in Australiz,
yet we find there are {wo. Both cannot be right. It 8
a very serious situation. The confugion which has re-
sulted can be plainly seen by _gur.-comrades in the S.L.P.
You know how our branch was working at Newcastle. It
had a hall, and was active in the distribution of literature.
After a long time came the A.S.P. and established &
pranch here. Since then they have tended to confuse the
workers of Newcastle and distriet, all of which is due to
the tact that there are two parties here. The same applie
to Sydney. :

Thig is worth remembering: the 8 L.P. has be
taklished for perhaps 20 Yyears, having branches ov

.
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1z the workers of the world
nisation, espousing a com-

party In Ausiralia we claim thnl the true party le the

- 5.L.P., whose principles are souuﬂ!y Marxian,

Those people who stand for a secﬂnd party are nnt true
gocialists, because their action is a violation of socialistic
principles. Their adherence to a second party constitutes
a crime against the working class, Ajl the untrue state-
ments that have been made against Judd and the S.I.P.
have been due to the existence of two organisations, You
see that even members of the Newecastle branch of the
A.S.P. are opposed to the lolding of this debate this
alternoon; had the two parties not been in the field it
would not have been necessary. But this debate is only
one of the effects of a cause that should never have existed.

See how illogical our A.8.P. friends in Newcasile are;
they ridicule, and rightly so, the idea of this debate, but
do not get at the cause, in order that we may be united
and thus be better prepared for the struggle against
capital. Why not apply criticism all round and endeavor
to get at the cause instead of the effect—the present
disunity between the AS.P. and S.L.P."

If the executives of both bodies were to come to a com-
mon understanding the movement would be greatly
strengthened. Let the rank and file of either party know
both sides of the case; then give the rank and file an op-
portunity of deciding upon what course of action shall be
followed in the future. The executive of the A.S.P. at an
earlier stage agreed to do that. It was decided that the
case for the A.S.P. and S.L.P. should be printed in the
‘‘Revolutionary Socialist’’ and ‘‘lnternational Socialist’’
respectively, but in the ‘‘International Socialist’’ only half
our statement was printed, the other half being suppressed.
Long after the time in which the A.S.P. executive agreed
to that arrangement they published only half of our state-
ment, though it was made to appear that it represented
the whole case for the S.LP. Could there be anything

more unfair than that? Our full case has not been puh-

lished to this day. Could any suppression of the capitalist
press be worse? We hear constant complaints that the
capitalist press suppresses the reply of some Labor man.

Suppression is dishonest and unfair; but is it any ms
dishonest gnd unfair for a ;oelahst paper to supgg
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" that it has a clean record must go by the board. Let us *’, ‘

ﬁare are two men, both presumn‘?\:ly inte'ﬂigent, Emning
ﬁ'l the way from Sydney, wasting their time and yours, to
thrash out such a proposition that appears to be of no vital
concern to the workers asa class. So much depends upon thein-
terpretation, the correct interpretation, of the Marxian
position, that it is for me to show that the stand taken
by the S.L.P. does not square with the teaching of
Karl Marx, and that, therefore, the S.L.P. is not a scientific
1evolutionaiy socialist party.

This debate arose out of a coi:truversy during the last
Senate campaign, and Judd challenged a repl:es'entative'
of the A.S.P. to debate. Consequently, the party to which
I have the honor to belong, and of which I have the still
greater honor of being general secretary, instructed me
to come here. In ordinary circumstances the subject is
one that could be disposed of in five minutes. Judd, how-
ever, has laid down premises which are in no wise correct.
He has made the very wide, but unsubstantiated, asser-
tion that the Socialist Labor Party is a scientific revolu-
tionary socialist party. Because that contention is en-
tirely wrong and ungrounded I take the platform here
this afterncon.

If the S.L.P. is not a scientific Socialist Party, the claim

see why. What is meant by the term, ‘‘scientific revolu-
tionary socialism?’’ You may not agree with the mission
of scientific revolutionary soeialism, but you cannot dis-
agree with this: that scientific revolutionary socialism
bases its principles, its methods and its tactics upon the
foundation laid by Marx and Engels, as set forth in the
Communist Manifesto, published in 1848.

The Bolsheviks have accepted the principles enunciated
in the Manifesto as the basis of their organisation in
Soviet Russgia, and what is good enough for the Bolsheviks
is sure good enough for me. You will, I am sure, agre
with me that the Marxian pmpasitmn has been the means
of emancipating the Russian workers. (Hear, hear).
Therefore, it is with {he position as laid down by Marx ;
and Engels that 1 will deal. i f
Nearly twelve monthg ago the A.S.P. issued a challenge %‘5’ r

to the S.L.P, to debate thisi_'unstion of prineiple, "ﬁﬁu‘-j S0
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ssible confusion it is vitally

 necessary that principles, policy and action should be
~ square. (Hear, hear). :

In the Communist Manifesto it is clearly laid down by
Marx and Engels that the first requisite is, that the work-
ers come together as a class, ‘‘and consequently,””’ says
Marx, ‘‘into a political party.”’ Listen to this from Marx:

«c_ . . This organisation of the proletarians into a
class, and consequently into a political party. - . £

The workers being thus orgafised, Marx proceeds:

«‘The immediate aim of the Communists is the same
as that of all other proletarian parties; formation of the
proletariat into a class, overthrow of the bourgeois su-
premacy, conquest of political power by the proletaria.t.”

The working class is advised to take political action—
revolutionary political action. Marx adds:
««ye have seen above that the first steps in the revo-
lution by the working class is to raise the proletariat
to the position of ruling class, to win the battle of

democracy.’’

Marx saw the necessity for the working class gecuring
control of political power first. That is the position en-
dorsed by scicntific revolutionary socialists of all coun-
tries. It is regarded as absolutely necessary that the
workers should first obtain political power to enable them
to exercise control over the forces the State mow has at

its back. -
Let us get down to recent times—to the conference of

the Third International at Moscow. This is taken from
the Manifesto of the Moscow (Communist) International:
¢iphe proletariat must reply
spiracy (League of Nations) of the capitalist class by
the conquest oOf the political power, direct that power
against its class enemies, and set it in motion as a lever
for the economic revolution.”’
This is followed by &a lengthy clause
ssity of the congquest of political power.
Upon that point the A.S.P. stands four square with the
"Chird International. we stand for the org_anisa.tion of the
workers as a class for the purpose of gaining control of
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& known as the Socialist Labor Party actually proposes to
- ‘ftake and hold’’ the socially operated means of produs-
tion, ‘‘thus attempting to lock the boss out and run the
industries in the interests of the workers while the boss
is left in possession of all the implements of destruction.

Is that ‘‘scientific’’ or ‘‘revolutionary’’? (Laughter).

Did anyone ever see the boss in the industries, any-
how? The boss takes jolly fine eare not to make him-
self too conspicuous about thé'workshop. (Laughter.) It
is not a question of ‘‘taking and holding.’’ It is a ques-
tion of abolishing the private ownership of the master
class. (Hear, hear.) And private ownership is a political
right. Take away the control of the political State from
the master class and let the working class turn the forees
of the State to their own account—the army, the navy,
the police and the rest—and the right of private owner-
ship collapses and the workepss will come into their own.

Before the right of private ownership can be abolished
the political State as now constituted must go. The S.L.P,
does not yet understand that. It’s high time the party
got a grasp of first principles. I contend that the method
of organisation and the line of action advocated by the
S.L.P. is in direct contradiction to the doctrine of Marx;
further, that it is a menace and a danger to the working
class.

The S.L.P. advises the workers to ‘‘organise fo take
and hold the industries.’”” ¥et only last week we were
given another demonstration of the power wielded hy :
the political state. What of Hughes’ proclamation in re-
spect to the striking engineers? Does that not show you
what is the obsolute limit to action on the industrial field?
1f it does not, it ought; it certainly contains a striking
lesson.

Do you not realise that in thig instance Hughes weilds
the political baton? Before we can get much further
than the engineers on the industrial field we will have to
take action-against the political state of the master claa_g.'-*-
The Marxian doctrine has been accepted by true Seeial-
ists throughout the world; and in Australia the A SR s
the only party which adheres strictly fo that doetrine.
 Without revolutionary political action the workers canng

1
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Gry socialism has before it the task of capturing the
political forces of the State; when that control is con
summated the army, the navy, the police, and the rest
will be put in action on behalf of the working class and
against the ruling class of to-day.

The workers can accomplish noching tangible by indua-
trial aection alone. KEven if they secured control of in-
dustry to-morrow—in pursuance of the policy of ‘‘taking
and holding—tliey would be driven out within a very short
period, unless the coersive forces of the S.ate were used
to establish their right of possession. Were they minus

that support, a host of aviators, gunmen and police
would bomb and shoot them to hell out of it. (Laughter).

The A.S.P. amply justifies its existence as a scientific
revolutionary socialist party, whose foundation is thort-
oughly Marxian. On the other hand, there is no justifica-
tion for the existence of the S.L.P., much less its claim to
be regarded as a scientific revolutionary socialist party.
Judd compared the formation of the A.S.P. to the start-
ing of another union in the same industry. Well, at the
present time Judd himself is engaged in an endeavor to
form a new union in industries already organised along
craft lines. The AW.U., for instance, is an establishetd
concern, yet Judd comes along with a One Big Union
proposition, which, if successful, will replace the AW.U.
(Laughter.) The S.L.P, means to leave the boss in con-
trol of all the forces of the State while it aitempts ‘‘to
take and hoid’’ the industries.

The thing is ridiculous on the face of it.

Unless the workers are in control of the forces of the
State, the boss will have* nothing to fear.

To point out this fallacy and weakness was my main
reason for coming to Neweastle to-day. The S.L.T. is
not, and never has been, a scientific revolutionary social-
ist party, though it calls itself one. If it is ‘‘geientific”’
and ‘‘revolutionary’’ it is in name only. Seeing that my
opponent’s premises are ingorrect, it follows that his con-
clusions ave incorrect also, besides being unsound. Judd
and the 8.L.P. have always broken away from the Marxian
position, and have simply ré-echoed De Leonist platitudes.
The S.L.P. believes is political action, Judd will tell you,
KR
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Comrade B. A. Sinclair: That is so. h '

Judd: It it not so. Never mind, I will reply to that lie.

Voices: Cut out personalities.

Reardon: I don’t give a damn whether you like it or not.
I am here for the truth. I am putting the working elass
| position. If the working class is to emancipate itself it
will have to learn the lesson from Russia. There, when
.ilhe Bolsheviks gained political control the soldiers took
’,ides with the working class and made possible the com-.
. plete revolution.
JgTe the workers of this or any other country arve to be
1am:a,ncipated they will want the assistance of the soldiers.
' Make no mistake about that. And anyone who insults
the soldiers is guilty of an action that is detrimental to
the interests of the working class. (Applause). If the
~soldiers are not with us they will be up against us. Not
having made any protest against the utterance of that
_ statement the S.L.P. endorsed the insult to a large sec-
tion of the working class, There are certain other things
1 must deal with, but as my time has almost expired I will
leave it till the next round. i

1 will then reply relative to the question of unity, as I
do not intend to evade any phase of the question that ‘I
can deal with in the brief period at my disposal.  (Ap-
plause). 7
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E. E. Judd—Second Speech
. Judd: First of all, as to the ¢¢gix-bob-a-day-murderers”’
lie: I made no such statement. (Hear, hear). A little
while ago Comrade Jeftries, a member of the S.L.P., was
asséiating to maintain order at one of our meetings on the
Sydney Domain. While thus engaged the police grabbed
him and took him off to the lock-up. The charge which
the police had intended to prefer was not one that came
under the heading of War Precautions Act affences. With
‘the police there went to the station a brother of a re-
turned soldier.

The police agserted that I had said certain things, but
‘that I had referred to returned soldiers as ¢« gix-bob-a-day- :
murderers’’ was not one of them. This brother of & re-
turned soldier said that e had lieard me gay it. . Th
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tly none of the police heard
1d out, and I was subsequently
e Pring for permission to prose-
ler’s brother for perjury, but was
iees: ‘‘Of course’’ and ‘‘Natur-
3 of the fact that the police had

‘me say it,
woouisl o ‘perjured statement, Reardon knows
I did mot think that he would descend to such
when he knows the facts. Reardon knows that
s was convicted and that I was never charged. It
the game preti:y low. Granting that I had made
- which, of eourse, I did not, and if from it
he said ﬂmt it a.mi the S.L.P. insulted a large sec-

ﬁw the working class, Ted Sinclair and the Aot
- are open to a simxfar uhasrge, as Sinelair has made a like
ent. And, as Rmrdon has appeared on the same
as Sinclair, he tgg must ha.ve msulted a la.zgo
of the working class.

it I ﬁid say at the meeting in question, a,nd what 1

d the judge I said, in reply to a soldier whao called out
( a bloody mongrel,’’ was that I was not in fa,vor
a soldier of myuelf in the interestﬂ ‘of the
ass, and that I did not go away to cnmmzt mur-
. This is the second time that the alleged statement
has been altributed to me in debate. I did not want to
' BO away as a solﬂier, any zore than Reardon, who did

go. 3 .

Now, follow me closé‘i};g Reardon says that when 1
challenged an A.S.P. representative to debate during
e last Senate campaign Lh? S.P. replied. What T said
m mm Hall here was in reply to the editor of the
Socialist. '’ re is the paper. Ask Rear-
f;p M you one ward herein it indicates that the
. Lask him to read the article and

to go through the article,
ly mentions that it is in

e 1.8, says that the

ence to the fact that it is

~A.8.P. s the only revolutionary soelalist party in Aus.
~ tralia, and he advises members to write the words,

ffRevolutionary Socialism’’ across their ballot papers.
What I said in your Trades Hall was in reply to that, and
yel no opportunity was afforded me in the quarter in
' which the attack was launched to reply. Is that honest?
(Cries of ‘°‘No’’) Is Reardon such a fool as not to under-
' 6tand the facts of the case? (Voices: ‘‘No?’’).

Reardon is no mug—you can tell that by the wav de
" has spoken this afternoon. ile did hoi tell you that we
replied to the covert ailtack in the ‘‘International So-
c1ahst” and that our reply was suppressed. That is their
pl‘a.ctice They tell only half the story—if the story does
not happen to suit them,

After the last debate between Reardon and I, we were
accused of having published false statements as to what
transpired. We offered to rectify any errors, but so fat
.no corrections have heen sent along,

If the S.L.P. was never Marxian in principle why was
Reardon ever a member of the party? And why did the
+A.S.P. executive about two months ago agree to our
principles? Reardon has endeavored to belittle the De
Leon doetrine, but De Leon will be remembered long af.er
.Reardon is dead and forgotten. The S.L.P. agrees that
both political and industrial action are vitally necessary—
‘the political wing is destruective and the industrial wing
.eonstructve. The workers will have to take and hold the
industries and to that end there must be a political arm
to the industrial body. The O.B.U. scheme provides for
that political arm. But it is only by organisation in in-
‘dustry that the workers can take and hold the socially
operated means, production and distribution.

Lenin peints out that great difficulty the Bolsheviks had
‘{0 contend against when the constructive period came
‘after the capture of the political power in Russia by the
'Bolsheviks was the disorganisation tliey were confronted
with on the industrial field.

Comrade Reardon’s wife, in a leading article in the
¢International Socialist,’’ admits that, and says that the
‘great difficulty wi'h which the Bolsheviks were faced was,

" * ‘{hat they had no economie organisation at first.
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ment will you notept? That of Mrs,

pointed to the menace to ‘Bolghevism

through lack of effective economic organisation after the

of political power, or- that of Mr, Rearden, who

h ¢ industrial (or economic) organisation is second-

j#'tw the ecxcreige of political power? Both cannot be
right.

De Leon discovered the first germ of the Soviet State
" in his statement of the LW.W. Preamble.

Reardon implies that the A.W.U. should not be dis-
turbed in its present strangle-hold upon the workers in
_certain industries, and that 1, in helping to replace it by
~the 0.B.U., am acting the part of one who attempts to do
mmet,hing detrimental to unionism. But he knows as

" well as I that the A.W.U. does not stand for the same
_ principles as the 0.B.U.—that the craft form of organ-
~ isation has outlived its usefulness. He knows that the
new form of organisation is intended to re-model the
‘whole system of industrial - organisation, and that there
‘can be nothing detrimental to unionism or dishonest in
~ that.
b 5 If there is, it was detrimental and dishonest on the
rt of the execulive of the A.S.P. and of Reardon as its
m to accept an alteratmu in the constitution of
@his party; also to form a new scientific revolutionary so-
cialist party when one was already in existence. Reardon
knows the difference right enmough. Is there a man or
woman here who thinks he does not? (Cries of (iM% .

If there is a difference why was he dishonest enough to

try to put one over on you? Reardon and other AS.P.
delegates to the Unity Conference only recently endorsed
‘the statement of De Leon about locking the boss out of
industry, thereby to secure fo the workers the control of
the means of life. The term, ‘‘political action’’ means
any action in the interests of the working class; that was
the I.W.W. objective, which the A.S.P. used to support.
So why object to the 1.W.W.. position? If you believe
in armed revolt you believe in political action!!

A.S. Rear

n in Reply
: It would lem hi

since I was last on the

- L 3
‘ ms.tea.d of: “T.hat the S.IL.P. is the only scientific revo-
~ lutionary socialist party in Australia with a clean record.”

To my opponent I can well leave personalities.

Judd: Your reference to the six-bob-a-day-murderers was
pretty personal.

Reardon: Well, that statement, I repeat, was made in
the presence of Mrs. M’Mahon and Ted Sinclair. But
the question to-day is whether or not the line of aciion
advocated by the S.L.P, is in the interest of the working
class or not.

Judd says that De Leon will be remembered when I am
dead and forgotten. Sure—for his attempt to side-track
the working class on a position he did not understand. Yes.
De Leon will be remembered when I am forgotten—so
will Charlie Peace, and he was the greatest criminal Eng-
land has ever known. (Laughter).

So when Judd’s party can send a majority of its mem-
bers into Parliament the workers will be in a position to
¢itake and hold’’ the industries! Will it? Yet De Leon
gays that ““the ‘reason’ for a political movement obviously
unfits it to ‘take and hold’ the machinery of production,’’
and he adds: ‘‘What the political movement ‘moves into’
is not the shops, but the Robber Burg of Capitalism—
for the purpose of dismantling it.?’

As to the A.S.P. having at one time supported the
I.W.W. position, I am surprised that a man who has

" gained so much notoriety at the expense of the IL.W. W

men’s misfortune in much the same way as the parsons

" do out of the crucifixion of Christ, should bring the LW.W.
" into the arguments at present. I am making these state-
" ments in the interests of the working class, and I do not

care whether you like it or not. I am no limelight seeker,
and do not want the plaudits of the erowd.

As for relying upon political agitation and the ballot.
Listen to these words of warning, given by Lenin in his
book entitled ‘‘The Collapse of the Second Internation-

al,’’ a book published and endorsed by the English 8. T T ¢
and which is right in opposition to the position of the
S.L.P. in Australia:—

¢iff no revolutionary situation is in existence to-day,
g which breed discontent among the masses
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rease their iﬁvity; it to-day vou are handed a
paper, take it and organise so that you can beat
enemy, but do not use it for the purpose of send-
‘men to parliament for the sake of soft jobs, at which
ey cluteh, for fear they may be sent to prison. If
i on the morrow they take away your voling paper and
pand you a rifle, a magnificent quick-firing gun, built in
accordance with the latest requirements of death and
des.ruction, don’t listen to sentimental whimperers who
fear war. In this world there still remain many things

{hat must be destroyed by fire and iron before the work-

ing class may be free.’’

And what does Lenin will do me any old time. (Hear,
hear). i 1

As to De Leon having formulated the industrial pro-
gramme, Jean Jacques Pindy laid down the same princ-
iples at the last meeting of the First Internationalat Basle
in 1870--theidentical proposals whichihe S.L.P. now claims
as having emanaied from De Leon.

Judd has mnot proved—he did not attempt to prove—
that the S.L.P. is a scientific revolutionary party. He
mentioned that Lenin had referred to the lack of eco-
nomie organisation in Russia at the time of the capture
of the political state, and that my wife also drew atfention
tp it in a leading article in the ‘‘L.8.'’

Sure., Mrs. Reardon understands the Marxian position.
Lenin states that the Bolsheviks were handicapped in
Russia by the absence of economic organisation, but after
they gained control of the political state and thus emanci-
pated themselves they were able to go right on with in-
dustrial organisation, which is now being successfully pur-
sued, But the 8.L.P. wants to perfect industrial organisa-
tion now—it puts the cart before the horse,

Lenin points out that they did not need industrial or-
ganisation in Russia until 1,he old regime had been over
thrown.

With regard to Emme@ and the alleged’ suppressmn
Emmet{, who has always been regarded by the S.L.P. as
an authority upon Mari—the best in Australia, in fact
Well, Bmmeit wrote an article dealing with the Inventor,

which was published in the ‘‘Revolutionary Socialist,’’
ning which article M

oges Baritz wrote a criticisin
.‘ T

" always stood solidly to the

in the ‘‘International Socialist, '’ Baritz pointed to 4
number of glaring errors in Bmmett’s article. Emmen
wrote a lengthy reply for publication in the **Revolution-
ary Socialist,”” to which Everitt replied in the ‘*Inter-
national Socialist. Emmett forwarded a further reply to

the ‘‘International Socialist,’’

The editor of our paper inserted a paragraph in the
1.S.’7 in which he pointed out that the discussion had
been previously carried on through the two papers, and
intimated that though Emmett had forwarded his latest
reply for publication in the ““I1.8,’’ it would be preferable
that it appear in the official organ of his own parly,
adding:

‘*We are sorry if the S.I.P. refuses to publish it,
although we cannot help congratulating them on their
decision, as they may consider, as we do, that three col-
umns is a large space to waste on such matter. How-
ever, if at any future time they consider it necessary to
publish Mr. Emmett’s reply, we shall be very glad to
deal with it, as there is certainly much that requires
eriticism and correction.’’

It was a very long article, mostly ‘‘tripe.”” (Lavghter.)
'Phat reply was published inthe ‘LS.’ of October 4, 1919,
vet on October 6, 1919, the ¢ Revolutionary Socialist®’
eame out with an ariicle headed ‘*A.S.. suppression.’’

' Candidly, could the action of the edltm of our paper he

called ‘‘suppression?’’ Surely no one in his senses would
contend that it was.
Then came the unity proceedings. There had been and

ig still much talk of unity. It is umity that the A.S.P.
wants. But the S.L.P. has stood still. It is true that I
was once a member of the S.L.P. Also, onge upon a

time, I wore short trousers and played marbles. But an
intelligent person progresses. “¢With age comes wisdom.”’
To-day the S.L.P. is standing in the way of unity,
Attempts have been made during my short period in
Australia to unite the opposing sections, but the A.S.P. has
basic principles enunciated by
Marx, There can be no unity until the S.L. P. comes down
fo the A.S.P. principles and policy These their delegates
said they were prepared to accept at the last Unity Cona.gf
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s were appointed from the §.L.P.
*., and theso drew up a basis of
hey were to report back to their

If endorsed by the two execul-

endorged the proposals, and 1, as
ingtructed to write the 8.1.P. ask-
v were yet prepared fo take a vole
on the question, and slating that
s”: would do same immediately.

e A.8.P. would be notified when
] qviuable. A gimilar reply was re-
: ~No other word concerning the
e we received from the S.L.P.

ngs  gol no further than that.
d the 8.1L.P. that unless informed
o itg intentions regarding the ballot
¢ unity proceedings off. In the meantime
various branches of the B.L.P. advising

: unity proposals down,

and it is correct. Anyhow, I have
e rank and file of the A.8.P. are
¢ ig clected by rank and file,
ct the executive, 1, as an offi-

to  peruse that copy of  the
nd to tell me ift he could di-
hat it is a reply to me or the
per, but did not say anything
the box. Why? Did he find
incorreet?  If so, he should
dmit it,

s reply was not suppressed,
1 the matter over he let the
- thal the real writer of the

membership was to be taken, The -

He went outside the dig-

gelon to aceuse the S.LP. of something that Bmmett
‘had done, by alleging that Rmmetf, and, therefore, the
8.L.P., had insulted the Jews, a gection of the working
class,  But he forgot to tell you that that reply was not
published until weeks after the yeceipt of Emmett’s ar-
ticle.

‘They have nol published Emmett’s reply to this day.
Is that not suppression? The faet that a notice wag in-
perted to the effect that the article would not be published
does not alter the fact that it was suppressed, It is trick-
ery, that’s all. It I8 an insult to your intelligence. Ask
Reardon to tell you what became of the unity vote. e
has not explained that yet? The rank and file of the A.8.P,
demand unity, but the A,S.P, officlaldom sgays ‘‘No.”" Due
to the tacties adopted by the executive the AS.P. hranch
In Melbourne has gone to the doga through official corrup-
tion, The branch in Adelaide has gone and the branch In
Broken Hill ig algo dead.

Reardon: That is not correct. y

Judd: Well, I have letters which show that the Barrier
branch ls defunct, but if my information 18 incorrect I will
withdraw., The fact remains that the Melbourne and Ade-
laide branches at least have gone.

Throughout this debate Reardon has contended that the
8.L.P. was not formed on true Marxian prineiples? Our
congtitution is decidedly Marxian, Reardon told you that
we had accepted thelr position. He knew he was lying
when he said that. The S.L.P. objective has been the
same as to-day for a long while. The only alteration we
aggented to was the substitution of the word ‘‘social”’ for
‘tgollective.’’ The existence ng two parties, both eclaim-
ing to be scientific vrevolutionary parties, has led to con-
fusion in the minds of the workers, and, as a vesult, the
capitalist elass has been assigted,

You are all aware that there is a breakaway section of
the AL.P. As the officials of the AS.P. have shown no
desire to unite, some ex-memberg of the A.LP. are unit:
ing with the 8.1L.P. While there are men in the A.8.P.
like Reardon and Bveritt there will never be unity. Thege
men are acting to the detriment of the movement, and
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must be exposed, The 8.L.P. is the only scentifio revor
{utionary socialist party in Australia with a clean record,

(Applause.)
‘ R

A. S. Reardon in Reply

Reardon: 1 want to say that the reagon I did not refer
to the article in the ‘‘1.8."7 last time was because Judd
oceupied hig guarter of an hour to the minute, and as it
would take me nearly a guarter of an hour to read the
article, I did not have a minute in which to do so. Omne
cannot read, listen to a speaker and take notes at ths
game time. Judd did not want me to hear what he had
to say so that I could not reply, but I am too old a bird
to be caught with chaff, (Laughter.) It is an old trick
in debate to get one’s opponent to read something while
being attacked. Judd asked me to tell whether we are
out to fieht each other or for unity? Speaking not for
myself, or for the executive, but in the terms of the deci-
sion of our last conference, I say that the A.8.P. is out to
oppose all other parties whether allegedly socialist or
avowedly capitalist.

The A.S.P. claims that it is the only scientific revolu-
tionary socialist party in Australia, and we are well able
to substantiate that claim. We are prepared to unite with
any kindred body who accepts the Marxian position, even
with the 8.L.P. when it is prepared to accept the Marxian
doctrine. .

The §.L.P. is now linked up with the I.8.L.P., says
Mr. Judd, Is it contended that that organisation stands
for Marxian principles?  While negotiations for unity
were proceeding between the S.L.P., and A.S.P. the
8.L.P. were holding secret conferences with the LS.L.P.

Judd: That is a lie. :

Reardon: It is not. How ecomes it that Unity between
those two bodies was arranged in the meantime. The
membersghip of the 8.L.P. has increaged some in conse-
guence, but numbers do not always make for soundness.
The new organisalion containg within itself the elements
of its own disruption, and of its ultimate destruction. Men
likd MeCrystal, who do not undergtand the socialist posl-
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tion, talking from the soetalist platform trying to excite
sympathy on the strength of his being a returned soldier °
In order to eateh votes! Where does the new party u
pect to get? (A voice: ‘‘We all have to learn.’?) -

Relative to Judd’s statement about the space allotted
him inl the *‘I.8.,”’ for the last five minutes of his debhate:
It reminds me of the debate I once had with Judd: \'l;l:l
will all agree that I am a faster speaker than Jml(i \;.-‘]m
brought along a couple of stenographers, Judd’s H.poenh
pceupied about seven columns, byt mine only run info
abou three columns. (Laughter.) 2 N

Judd: That is not true.

Reardon: It certainly is true, Look at the copy of the
debate. However, what T want to impress upon you ig
that the A.S.P. stands by the prineiple of Marx as en-
dorsed by the Third International and by revolutionary
Socialist parties of all countries, With those prineciples
the S.I.P. objective is not in accord. My opponent dealt
with many things, but did not touch the main prnpositﬂm
No, he evaded that altogether. As to Judd’s statemf\nt;
that the article in the ¢‘1.g.77 was written bsr Moses
Baritz and not by Ray Everitt, over whose signatm'e‘. it
appeared, I can tell him that the article was 1."vrittpn by
Everitt at my house, at a time when Baritz was 'man}
miles away. ;

Judd has mentioned Everitt’s name several times dur-
Ing this debate: I know Everitt, and can say unhesitatingly
that he is one of the finest, noblest and truest comrades
with whom it has ever been my pleasure to work in thi:x
cause. Of him I can say with Walt ‘Whitman, ‘‘Tried
true and my loving comrade.’’ '

I repeat that the A.S.P. is the only scientific revolution-
ary Socialist Party in Australla. Those who do not fall
into line with A.S.P. principles ignore the teachings of
Marx, and are off the only path that can lead to the eman-
cipation of the worlkers as a class. (Applause,)

A ghow of hands having been taken, the chairman de-

clared that the hands showed a majority in favor of Judd’s
contention.
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