PPROPRIATELY onough the
fourth. gonvention of William
rican Federation

A

Green's “Pan-.

- of-Labor"-is—to- meel—in-the sanie |- An

‘oity where't an-Amerioan Coms=
meroial Conference held its sessions
—g-few-months-earlier. The tonven- |

‘of . Latin-Amerioan_workers-
is associated not with trade-union-
ism" but with the Monroe Doctrine

" and American imperialistic nggrds-

. sion.-

~ —Herein- werhwe ‘thie-socret of the-

- Gompers-Green foreign , policy
which explains why no bona fide

__working-class  organization . any--
where éxpects the gathering on

July 18¢h to_labor for the comrion.:

‘cause-of - the wage. workers_of the

- Americas, and why the important.

“"trade unions of "South-~America—-"

b llevmg tiiough {hey do in inter-

@l
fuso to send delegntcs to
__vention as they have in the past:It—{-
Am a_foreign policy taking its cue_{*
from-the U. S..Department.of State.
Matthew Woll had the unmitigated
~goll to -ehristen it openly us “the
Monroe Doctrine of  American la-
bor” at the Mpxnco City convenhon
of the P. A, F. of L., held‘in Decem-~
ber, 1924, He gave uttex ance Lo the
same formula at the Atlantic City
_ convention of our own A.-F. of L.
l[mored _Labor Struqmlcs in Lm.lu
~Amierica

ngion, D C.,  which—in—the|

By Manuel (zomez “Boore

failed to jusblfy its name by initi-
—ating-a single measure for praclical
trade-union  co-operation in the
ericas: —Is it—any wonder—then -
that pxeept for the G.-R. 0. M. of
México the so-called’ Pan-American
hcdcm}mn “has remained. virtuglly
a paper organization in Latin Amer-
|-iea,~withoutthe affiliation of ona
important - national - trade -union-
body in the West Indies or South
America
Supports Aggressions of° Amerlwn
Imperialism
Onr Latin-American: bLO t h ers:
lmvo far more'serious reasons 'to be
wary of the P. A. F. of L than those
indicated above.- In -the'last twe
and a half years Amerlonn imperi=-
+alism _hag:_bioen’smore aggressive
than“ever-in-the-lands to l.he souf.h
of-us.

In ‘the autumn of : 1925 Unit&d

¥

_Panaima &

|, ‘ants. At the same time deporta-
—tions—of native citizens—praotically*
all  workers—were ‘carried. on
merica under

conflict broke out in ‘Peru where
the Wall Street-controlled diciator
had put lhrbugh the infamous
“Road-Building Conscription Act”,
under which the entire Peruvian,
working . class is. conscripted to
work 12 days a‘year without pay,
—for~the-Wall-Street-owned..Foun-_

mmmw
since the last P. A, F. of L. assem-
ring that time there have
~bee&ubls lahor—conﬂintshl _mu o D
—-Mexico,-Peru_and -Chile, all of them
involving Ameriean capital; Vet the
American-controlled P. A. I, of L.
has taken no _supporting action
‘whatever,—except for a platonic
statement by Chester Wright on the
anti-union reign of terror in: —Gubn

and mass butchery of thousands of
rebettious-workers, - members of the
Labor Federation of -Chile;~beeause

labor provisions of the Chilean con-
stitution. During this time the
United States government was en-
gaged in playing off Chile- against
Peru inthe xll-almred ‘Tacna=Arica-

v merican jmperialism:-

upon the Cuban government instoud
of declaring' frankly that the latter,
is a subsidized tool of U. 8. Ambas-
sador Crowder and the Sugar Trust..

l{ecent months have seen the. eyn-
ical “postponement” of elections in
Haiti, where Admiral Russell and
his marines have been running

-Throughout the whole period of ‘' things to suit themselves for years.

~its-oxisience the P, A, F.-of L. has |-

lrkpmmmuiheil. S. representative.

States . troops- invaded the ‘City of
= he-{

strike -of the Panama worker-le‘xr- -Lio

1926 violent |

datioi Co,  In~Chile; the-American-|-worl
nitrate Wts‘nppmved—the—exﬂo—

they wished toput-into—effect-the|-

had been trying'ty force the ac0ept--
ange of another-humilidting-treaty, -
finally: sealing the fate of that un-
~happy - country-as-& proteetorate-of
Anjerican imporﬁﬂﬁ > =
- What has the “Pan-American
Federation of Labor" done in tho
- face ‘of all these outrages? “Abso=
_lutely r notlunx__What _has_ it g ?
Less-than-nothing;~it:has" de fef)
Amcmnn .imperialism,

‘These cases are-only a few out of
mnny We need not review them
all,, But we cannot fdil to reoall
‘the manifold  aggressions -against,
“Mexico-led -hy: tho U,-8.-oil, mining |-
and -banking . lobds ~in . ¢onnection
wilhi: Mexico's oil and land laws.-
JThe-Mexican workers’ are afliliated
“to/the P, A. K. of L., T, Green's

“/support 'was’ forthcoming only, in
the “ most - doubtful phrases—and |
when-"the- -Mexieart government,
‘backed by “the ‘trade” unions;- was

ling with the Catholic reac-

our: Mexican: brot| x's, 1-endoring
-direct-aid to-the-reaction and to. its
American financial coadjutors.

. Facing a Crisis \
“~We can - expect someof —these-
matlers to come up-at the conven-
tiony on-July-48th;—and- the ‘United
States de‘legutes will “have- to give
an -accounting. -Even-those Latin-
American delegates whb.are hand-
picked (with expenses paid) by the
Green. machine ‘will have to voiée
content of* their “fellow-
b, -home if “thiey do not

hey_g@rbnck

erisig’ \vhich theJmpermhsan policy
“ofP: en—has.- bxought
“upoii-it._The_labor bureaucrats i
Washington cannot go ahead mueh

“Monroe Doctrine of American La-
bor”. "Among the Tew Latin-Amer-
.dcan ‘labor federations ‘afliliated to
the P. Al ¥ of L; there-has alreddy
been considerable-talk of leaving it
and turning: their energies to the
creation’ of a Latin-American l'ed-
eration of Labor,

Must Fight Amcrlcnn lmperinllsm
—-No-_internati lahor body  is

The P, A. F. of L. is before a

longer under the theory of “the !

worthy of support 1
struggle militantly ‘in_ the lnterests
‘of ua affliated, aeqﬂona. If. ﬁfﬁ PoA.

ert pressure upon tho A. F. of L.

‘exeoutive council (which ,is" qow ;
running the P. A, F.-of L.) to take -

-|-concrete ste) FtoWardmakmg—th&—

Pun-Amerloan Tederation an - in=
strument, 1o serving ' the' . common
onds - -of -.thé..:workers "of -North
South, .and ContrallAmerica: =~ .
Scores of pmotical measures  for’
trade-union . ¢o= -operation might; be :
suggested, and -unquestionably; will™
be suggested at-the-coming-conven-
tion, -.But . the, root - of, the “whole .
‘mattei” s the-question of imperial-
“ism, - The ' United" States goyerns . -
:ment sends its diplomatis and mili-""
-tary- agents into-tie various Latin-
American-countries to defeat native.
lemstunce 1o Amerwan Blg Busi-

s

struggle on the southern oontlnent.

This is an obvious fact, just as
the use of police to break strikes in
—this country-is-ebviously-in-the-in--——
terests of Big Business.- How, then,
can_the-workersof - the- -Americas--—
look with unoentern upon the pro=
gressive. march of American impe-
_rialism southward, to the detriment.
-of wages, of “working and living'*
conditions, . and  of..trade-unionism
itaelf?- If the P. A, F.of L. is to
be-worth-saving--it--must be=con-
vorted-—from-—the-—instrument—of ,
| Amerioan:
now. Ja 5

in trument usainst/ -

Llou, for the A. T .of L. del =
are_appointed by Prlesident, Green
and the-other reaptionarigs now in-—
control of ‘the .executiy@” council.
Our hopes must therefopé rest with
the Latin-American de}égations, for
whose countries Ahe struggle
against mpermhsm s a matter of
ife and death.
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