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The Necessity of an Emergency National Convention

VER since the cessation of hostilities it has be-
E come increasingly clear that the Socialist move-
ment of America must formulate an opinion

upon the momentous happenings through which the
world is passing. The last considered opinion of the
American Socialists was issued at the St. Louis Con-
vention and dealt almost exclusively with the war.

The war, as it was then, is over, and in its place have

developed new antagonisms and new problems; aris-
ing out of the war itself and out of the revolutions
which the war developed. The war was merely as
a preliminary struggle, in which contradictory ele-
ments were by the necessity of the moment forced
to make alliances. Vith the signing of the armistice
these elements gradually began to resume their correct
relationship and out of the welter of nationalistic war
began to emerge the real alignment of the conflicting
forces of the world—the forces of Capitalism opposed
to the forces of Socialism.

Day by day this alignment becomes more distinct.
The shades of opinion are gathering together and
assuming definite color. The lines of demarkation

are becoming definite and distinct. The two conflict-
ing elements—Capitalism and Socialism—are drawing
to themselves all their sympathetic forces for the
final struggle. . . .

M#y Socialists foresaw this development, even
rhrough the smoke o1 bLaitle, und videavored w adapt
their programs to the new conditions, but even th:
most foresighted never anticipated the incredible
swiftness with which the revolution has swept on-
ward. Socialism, from the position of a weak move-
ment propagating an ideal, has leapt to the position of
a vital force in action, dominating the trend of the
world. In all the calculations of statesmen and dip-
lomats Socialism is now the dominant factor and the
chief concern of bourgeois governments is the de-
feat of this new force.

But with this sudden transition from theory to fact,
the Socialist movement of the world has had to face
new problems within its own ranks. OIld values have
gone by the board and men who prior to the war sat
in the same councils, fought the same fights, suffered
for the same ideals, are now engaged in death grips.
Where the revolution has marched into action, the as-
sault on the aristocratic remnants of feudalism has
been a matter of practically no moment. The prole-
tariat moved, and aristocracy, in the old sense, crum-
bled on its thrones. With the collapse of aristocracy
the revolution faced its real enemy, Capitalism,
dressed in the habiliments of bourgeois democracy.
And led by men from the ranks of the Socialist lead-
ership! The real struggle of the revolution, while
essentially a struggle between Socialism and Capital-
ism, was the fight between Socialists and Socialists.
Majority Socialism, first in Russia and now in Ger-
many, became frightened by the development of its
own theories and after a period of fruitless compro-

mise found itself doing the work of its bourgeois
masters.

This situation in the countries where the revolution
developed is necessarily reflected in the Socialist move-
ment of the other parts of the world. Within the So-
cialist movement is devcloping antagonisms, differing
fundamentally from the antagonisms which are nec-
essarily a part of any healthy progressive movement,
and these antagonisms will inevitably rend the Social-
ist Party of this country into a thousand fragments if
it is left without any definite plan of action or well-
considered program.

Due to a variety of causes, these antagonisms have

as yet not assumed definite shape in the American
movement. A vague feeling of uneasiness, a restless-
ness, is so far the only outward .sign that they really
exist, but the convocation of this “International Con-
gress” will precipitate the crisis and finally split the
movement unless the membership is given an oppor-
tunity of expressing its attitude.

The Second International is dead, dead at the
hands of some of those pledged to uphold it, and it
can never be revivel. Many of the men who spoke
loudiy against war, who swore by the brotherhood
of the world’s workers, went over to their respec-
tive governments when war broke. They used their
voices, their pens and the prestige accruing to them
as members of the Socialist International to drive
worker against worker. Having once started on the
downward path they did not stap at glorifying interna-
tional war, but when the Russian proletariat rose, ov-
erthrew the Czar and subsequently the bourgeois So-
cialists who would have cheated them of the fruits

Resolution adopted by the City Central Committee of
Local Boston, Socialist Party of Massachusetts, on
January 14, 1919.

(1) Whereas the National Executive Committee of
the Socialist Party has decided to send delegates to
represent the party at a gathering of degenerated ex-
Socialists, to be held in Lausanne; Switzerland;

(2) Wikreas the orgauizers of wmaid gathering and
the delegates invited to it are mostly men well known
as traitors to International Socialism, who, having con-
cluded a Holy Alliance with the capitalists, monarchists
and reactionaries of their respective countries have sac-
rificed in the worid war millions and millions of prole-
tarian lives on the altars of Capitalism, and have
fielped to jail and execute International Socialists, who
remained true to the principles of Socialism;

(3) Whereas the purpose of their convention is to

- make the world safe for Capitalism — by organizing
more backward elements of the working class to act
as hangmen of International Proletarian Revolution—
as we have seen it already in Russia, and see it now in
Germany ;

BE IT RESOLVED:

(1) To demand from the National Executive Com-
mittee the immediate recall of delegates appointed to a
conference of traitors without the consent of the mem-
bership;

(2) That a National Convention of the Socialist
Party should be called without delay, to decide on steps
to be taken for laying a foundation of & conference
of the Third International, where no room should be
left for traitors to the working class;

(3) To call upon all true Socialists in the Socialist
Party to join in our protest against this betrayal of
Socialism by our National Executive Committee, and
to take steps for a thorough house-cleaning in our
party, as there should be no place in it for traitors to
the working class;

(4) To give this resolution the widest possible pub-
licity in party circles and the Socialist press.

of their efforts, these men joined their governments
against Revolutionary Russia. And now that the
revolution is in action in Germany they have joined
with the Kaiser’s generals to destroy the revolution
and to enthrone Capitalism in the Kaiser’s place.

Even at this moment the streets of the principal
cities of Germany are running red with the blood of
the workers who are dying to save the revolution. The
“Socialists” who told the German workers that they
must march to the trenches at the behest of the

Kaiser and his junkers and now using “loyal” troops
to mow down those workers who would banish Capi-
talism for ever. These “Socialists” have jailed Radek,
the Bolshevik envoy to Germany, because he is a
Socialist. Are the Socialists of America to meet in

council with the men who are jailing the representa-
tive of Revolutionary Russia?

These men who have betrayed every principle for
which Socialism stood now call an “International So-
cialist Congress,” By cablegram they invite the Amer-
ican Socialist movement to send delegates to such a
Congress. Camille Huysmans, the pre-war secretary
of the Second International, issues the c. . The So-
cialist movement of America knows nothing of the
matter except what is conveyed in a brief cable-
gram and what it can glean from the bourgeois press.

Socialists are fighting and dying in Europe that
Socialism may triumph, mankind is trembling on the
brink of world-wide Social Revolution. The action
which the American movement takes now will com-
mit it to the policy of Socialism or the policy of coun-
ter-revolution. Can such a momentous step be taken
on such scanty information as we possess? Huysmans
is one of those who have betrayed Socialism; news-
paper dispatches report that the Russian Communist
Party (Bolsheviki) have already refused to partici-
nate in this Congress on the ground that it is counter-
revolutionary. These facts, all the information we
have so far obtained about it, would indicate that
American Socialism has no place in such a gather-
ing. Are we to act in a slipshod fashion as such a
a moment?

The early date set for the present Congress is anoth-
er matter which mav well give us pause befare we de-
cide. Why has the notice of the mecting of this Con-
gress been so short? How is the membership of the
Socialist movement of the different countries to ex-
press an opinion on the matter when they have had no
time? This in itself is a suspicious circumstance. It
may be that those who are calling the meeting do not
want the workers to have any say in the matter. It
may be that they wish to commit the various coun-
tries to a plan of action that does not represent the
rank and file. It may be that the purpose of this Con-
gress is to bolster up the forces of counter-revolution
in Germany. Naturally Scheidemann would turn to
those “Socialists” of the enemy countries who have
taken the same attitude in their countries as he has in
his, and naturally Huysmans would not turn to Lieb-
necht or Rosa Luxemburg when he wanted an ally in
Germany.

Again on such a momentous matter it is vitally nec-
essary that the whole American Socialist movement
decides on what policy to pursue and the only effec-
tive method of so deciding is the convocation of an
Emergency National Convention. Let the National
Executive Committee of the Socialist Party immedi-
ately call such a convention and there let the American
movement decide what course it will take—whether
it will stand by the Russian workers and the Sparta-
cus Groun in Germany, or whether it will line up with
the Social-patriots who call themselves Socialists and
who are attempting to stifle the revolution.

The National Executive Committee has already se-
lected three delegates to attend this Congress, but in
so doing it acted beyond its power. No small group
of men has the right to pick out the representation of
the party, no small group of men has the right to de-
cide that the party will participate in such a Congress.
The three delegates appointed should be immediately
recalled and without delay an Emergency National
Convention should be convoked, first to decide whether
or not we will participate in what has all the earmarks
of a reactionary Congress, and then to take the further
steps necessary to bring about the convocation of the
Third International. The International of the revo-
lutionary proletariat of the world who are even now
marching on to victory.
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American Journalism

R. HEARST and his papers have recently been

the object of attack by other bourgeois papers.

He has been denounced as disloyal, pro-German and

anti-American and in turn he has denounced his ac-

cusers as the enemies of the people. All this makes

good newspaper copy and is highly edifying to the

American workers, besides keeping their minds oc-

“cupied with unessent:als, but there is another aspect

of Hearst Journalism which it would be well for the
common people to consider.

For some time past the Hearst papers editorially
opposed the occupation of Russia by Ar.nerican
troops, said a good word for the Bolsheviki anfl
strongly denounced the misrepresentation of the Sovi-
et Government by the American press. At the same
time as these editorials appear in his newspapers
another agency bearing Mr. Hearst's name, the
Hearst news service for the moving pictures, takes
quite a different attitude on the Bolsheviki. In one of
this series of news pictures an animated cartoon en-
t'tled The Menace is shown. A scene of desolation
and ruin is depicted and gradually as the film develops
the giant shadow. of a ferocious Russian peasant.
with a villianous looking pistol in one hand and a
blazing firebrand in the other, is seen gloating over
the ruins. The shadow is labelled “Bolshevism.”

Which is the true portrayal of the Bolsheviki? Is
it the word picture of the cditorials, which show the
Polsheviki as a misrepresented, maligned people who
are striving to establish order out of the chaos wrought
by four years of war and centuries of Czardom; or
is it the film picture, which purtrays the Bolsheviki
as an evil force, armed with the pistol of murder and
the torch of incendarism, seeking what it may de-
stroy. It would be well for the workers to ponder
over this aspect of American journalism—if they
accomplished rothing else they would at least save
themeelves from the ignominy of being treated as
~ullible fools prepared to swallow anything placed
% fore them.

They Are Still There!

ERHAPS the best proof of the real character of

bourgeois democracy is furnished by France’s ac-
tion r-garding representation for the Soviet Govern-
ment at the Pcace Conference. France! Republican
France! Who suffered during her revolution in ex-
actly the same way as Russia is suffering today. The
Great Powers of Europe united agatnst her cry of
“Liberty, Fquality, Fraternity,” fearing that behind
that cry stalked the “‘terrible menace” of the awaken-
ing of the common people. The best proof of their
success in crushing the spirit of the revolution is
France’s answer to Great Dritain’s proposals regard-
ing the Soviets.

“The French Government, so far as it is con-
cerned, will make no contract with crinwe,” says M.
Pichon, the French Foreign Minister. “By agreeing
to recognize the Bolshevist Government we should
give the lie to the policy—which the Allies have not
ceased to sustain iv agrecment—of furnishing at all
accessible points of Russia all the aid and succor pos-
sible to give to the healthy. hunest, faithful clements
of ussia in order to help them to escape from the

bloody and disorderly tyranny of the Bolsheviki and
to reconstitute a regular government by themselves.”

Indeed the French Government need make no cont-
ract with crime for it is already contracted to the
crime of Capitalism. A contract which made possible
the lcans which the Czar utilized to crush in blood the
aspirations of the Russian people in 1905-6 and which
necessitated the invasion of Russian territory in 1918
to terrorize the Russian people into paying the money
loancd to crush them.

But it would be folly to suppose that because France
is the mouthpiece for the refusal to allow the Soviet
Government to participate in the Peace Conference—
a conference which Russia more than any other single
agency brought about—the other capitalist govern-
ments are willing to recognize Russia. France is mer-
ely the foolish spokesman for the more astute forces
of the Great Powers. England makes a plea for a
policy of conciliation in Russia, and France refuses. ..

Since when did England become the conciliator of
disputes? Can capitalist England afford to have Bol-
shevism triumph any more than capitalist France?
Even our own bourgeois press shrieks loudly that
the United States, removed from Europe by three
thousand miles of sea, can not tolerate the growth
of Bolshevism in the old hemisphere. And if capital-
ist America opposes Bolshevism five thousand miles
off, how can capitalist England tolerate it when only
removed by a few hundred miles? Great Britain’s
proposal was a straw proposal, made to be refused.

England has a strong working class, a working
class becoming increasingly impatient with war against
the Bolsheviki, and so she proposes conciliation in
Russia. And very much to her surprise France re-
fuses to be conciliatory! What a fine talking point
for Lloyd-George when he faces the British working
class!

America has given Russia many fine words and now
England also spins fine phrases about conciliation.
But actions speak louder than words. Alien troops
are still in Archangel and Vladivostok. . . .

Spargo ard the Lator Party

ITH the formation of an Independent ILabor
Party in New York, Chicago and several other
large cities well under way The New York World
publishes in last Sunday’s issue an interview with
John Spargo. For some reasons or another The World
seems to think that Mr. Spargo is an authority on
such matters—though The Tribune feund out some
time ago, when it sent him to Europe, that his infor-
mation regarding the labor movement was very scanty
to say the least—and it accordingly gives his views
quitc a prominznt position.

After explaining that Mr. Spargo, although one
of those Socialists who were forced to leave the So-
cialist Party on account of its attitude on the war,
has not spent his time “abusing his former comrades—
he thinks they were wrong on some fundamental
points, but he doesn’t think they are either fools or
traitors—" The World allows him to plunge into the
depths of Socialist philosophy. After wallowing
around, with the help of the interviewer, finally a
leading question is sprung and then “Mr. Spargo
smiled.”

The interviewer asks would the new Labor Party
be “a strictly American party or would it be (here his
voice dropped to whisper) international in its aims
and attitude?” Pausing to smile, Spargo rushes into
explanations. After explaining that the Socialist
Party is nationalist, although calling itself interna-
tionalist, and that ali the rest of America is violently
internationalist, though believing itself nationalist,
and that nationalism and internationalism are one and
the same thing except in {fundamental differences,
he delivers himself: "It is quite possible then that
the new Labor Party will not think of itself as inter-
national; but if it is a genuine Labor Party it will
not only be a Socialist Party in fact, whatever its
name, but inevitably must participate in the inter-
national Socialist movement.”

But despite the confusicn of terms that Mr. Spargo
sces ahead of the new ILabor Party he is very much
in favor of it and dewn at the end of the interview
he gives his reasons for his attitude. Labor it appears
is beginning to wake up and if things don’t go as it
wants them to, there is a danger that it may he very

nasty, so Mr. Spargo wants a “sane” unionism, no-
thing like Russia, that will step by step “realize the
full measure of the democracy we have been fighting
for.” In other words he wants a safety valve, some-
thing that will keep the workers quiet without really
changing the present system of society. ... And Mr.
Spargo is a Socialist! .

The movement to create a Labor Party in America
is a healthy sign, a sign of the awakening of the work-
ers to the realization of their real position in society.
But it is only a sign, so far. At this stage of the
world's development the creation of a Labor Party
with a platform of reform, even though it is very
liberal reform, is not a thing to be hailed with enthu-
siastic delight. The day of reform is fast passing
away. and a new party that will aim to placate the

workers and lull them into a sense of false security
may well prove a step backward. On the other hand

a small beginning may lead to a great end. It is cer-
tain, however, that any movement of labor which
does not recognize the existence of the class struggle,
aim at the abolition of the wage system and the estab-
lishment of industrial democracy, is out of touch with
the march of the times and is destined to hold labor
back, at least for a time.

We wish the new Labor Party well, that it will

develop the class consciousness whch its creation
indicates is beginning to make itself felt in the

ranks of the workers. The surest way to such devel-
opment lies in having nothing whatever to do with
Mr. Spargo or his brand of “Socialism.”

Bolshevikjabs

The Peace Conference opens its sessions and all
is well with the world except in Russia, Germany,
Poland, Ireland, Montenegro, Argentina, Hungary,
Italy, Greece, Jugo-Slavia, China and a few other

unimportant places.
L J L J L

In fact if the Conference had delayed its sittings
for a few more weeks it would have had a much
easicr task because by that time there would be no
peace to discuss.

* * *

As Russia, China, Ireland and a few other countries
are to be excluded from the peace table it would seem
to be alright to cal! it a Selective Peace Conference.

* » .

Perhaps in view of the way things are going in
Ttalv and elsswhere it will be best to call it a Piece
Conference.

* * *

The life of a Bolshevik leader is at least an event-
ful one whatever clse may be said about. Liebknecht
has been killed, jailed. wounded, and exiled within
the last week according to press dispatches, while
within almost the same period of time Trotzky has
fled from Russia, jailed Lenin, executed a thousand
bourgeois officers, sent another wife away with se-
veral million dollars in gold and been confined to bed
with a bad cold. Lenin has not been so fortunate of
late having been merely shot while leading Bolshe-
vik troops, thrown into jail in Mcscow by Trotzky,
closeted with von Ludendorff and overthrown by the

Russian Government at Stockholm.
* * .

The New York Tribune in a headline tells us that
the British Empire is a miniature World League
which seems to us one of the strongest arguments

against the League of Nations we have yet heard.
. » .

1t would appear from the press reports that unless
a little food is gizen to the starving workers of Europe

they may take all they need.
. * .

General von Ludendorft is reported to be busy
writizg a book which will be in the nature of a de-
fense of his part in the war. It would bz a good idea
for an enterprising publisher to issue all these books,
now being written by former rulers, generals, ad-
mirals and diplomats, in a series under the title “A
defense of failure.”

* * *

It looks as if one nf the first little countries to be

visited with self-determination is Luxemburg. And

it scrves her right for not resisting the Germans!
. . s

Why is ltaly like Oliver Tawist ?
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N finishing :tself suddenly and unexpectedly as it
ldid, the war has shown no consideration for the

politicians. They calculated that the history of
the South African War would repeat itselt: that is,
that they would secure a khaki elction before the end
of the war, and that this would enable them to do as
they pleased until the inevitable repetit.on of the 19o6
reaction, during which interval they would have time
to guide our half-socialized industries safely back into
the hands of private Capitalism. That is the Capital-
ist notion of successful demobilisation. But the war,
instead of volpianing to a gentle landing in the spring
of 1919, suddenly crashed; and the possibility of a
khaki election crashed with it. Thete was rothing for
it then but to rush the election at once, so as to catch
what was left, if not of theywar peril, which was hope-
lessly over, at least of the terror that peril had in-
spired, and to cke out that remnant with the gratitude
of the people to the Prime Minister in his character
of “the pilot who weathered the storm.”

And now the exciting question is, how fast is that
terror and that gratitude evaporating? Is the election
going to be a khaki one or is it going to repeat 1906,
as far as our own limited preparation admits, with a
staggering rcaction against the tyranny that was a
necessary condition of war? e shall not be able to
guess until we know ; but whdt we can say confidently
is that, though neither Labour nor Liberalism, nor
even the two combined, can now oust the Coalition,
yet the chances of spoiling the complete walk-over
demanded by Mr. Lloyd-George are so good that no
sincere Labour politician in his senses would dream
of giving the Prime Minister any other answer than
that which heads this article.

The Coalition is disconcerted not only by the col-
lapse of the war, but by the equally unexpected and
far less welcome thoroughness with which it has
achieved the aim which all the Allied Governments
kad to profess: the overthrow of Autocracy and Oli-
garchy in Central Europe. Our oligarchs blazed
away at Oligarchy with their tongues, just as they
might have blazed away at De Brialmont. fortifications
with field artillery, feeling quite sure that the fortifi-
cations would stand. Well, they have not stood. The
Oligarchs and Dynasts had been living in a fools’
paradise, serenely unconscious of the fact that Social-
ism had been undermining those fortifications for
fifty years and gradually bringing them to a condition
in which the explosion of a champagne cork would
be dangerous to them. Even those of us who have
spent our lives at the undermining had come to feel
5o hopeless before the apparent strength and depth
of the foundations, that we were as much taken aback
as anyone when the walls came thundering down in
Russia, and, more amazing still, when, before we
could discern anything clearly, through the dust cloud
that followed, a still more appalling crash was heard
in Germany, and Potsdam went down to Potsdamn-
ation in the twinkling of an eye, at what some of us
hope may prove to have been the last war trumpet.

As to that, I am not sanguine. The oligarchs and
the democrats differ on that subject; and it is pretty
certain that both of them will have trouble with the
anarchists. And there is a sort of civil war like the
late skirmish between the Electricians and the Albert
Ha!l manager,' which may develop finally into a very
sharp struggle between the Socialists and the Syndi-
calists. But we need not be in a hurry to bid the devil
good morning. If we have a reactionary Government,
as at present, then public sympathy will be with any
insurgent force that scts itself against the State. If
we have a popular Government, insurgency will have
a worse time than any autocratic or oligarchic Govern-
ment dare give it. Moral, for those who do not wish
a tiny minority of ihe nation to have the power of
leaving all the rest where Moses was when he put out
the candle, strengthen Labour in Parliament.

I had better, perhaps. explain that I have not the

1The Albert Hall, the largest hall in London, refused to let

8 meeting, demanding the withdrawal of troops from Russia,

be held. The Electrictans’ Union threatened- to plunge the

city in darkness if the management persisted in its refusal.
was given for the meeting.
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Nothing Doing!

By George Bernard Shaw

The following article from the London “Herald,” a
icft wing Sccialist ovren, is an nitcresting analysis of
the forces in Engiand. George Bernard Shaw has
maintaincd an attitude all his own during the last five
vears and although e has supported the prosecution
of the war has never surrendered his right to contin-
nally criticise the goyernment.

smallest cbjection to a Trade Union literally exting-
uishing & man in charge of a public hall when he
attempts to axtinguish a political movement which he
does not happen to fancy. I admit that in the absence
of any authority that really represents tiie whole com-
munity, social questions must be fought out between
sections in this crude way. Dut it is obvious that
when the conquest of the Government by the people
s complete, the ceunsorship of public meetings will
not be exercised by the Electricians, nor the censorship
of travelling by the Seamen and Firemen. It is for
that reason that I have not suggested that the Elect-
ricians should plunge Lord Sandhurst and Colonel Sir
Douglas Dawson into darkness until thcy consent to
license my play, “Mrs. Warren’s Professions.”

For the moment, however, we are all Pacifists. We
do not seem to realize it yet: for instance, none of
the electors of Hitchin have yet interrupted Lord
Robert Cecil’s meetings with shouts of “What Price
the Peace Offensive now?”’ But if any candidate were
to raise the cry of “Get on with the War” at present
he would run ten times the risk of lynching that ever
any conscientious objector ran. I was very strongly
in favour of getting on with the war myself; but now
that we have got off with it I do not dwell on that side
of my recent activities. As Mr. Llovd George said
the other day, after bragging gloriousiy of the great
victory for fifteen minutes on end, “This is not a time
for boasting.” We are fed up; and we are no longer
afraid that if we say so the Kaiser may win.

Yet the war is not over. Are we at war with the
Russian Revolution or no? Are we going to wait
until a British expedition perishes in the snow to pro-
vide a Christmas sensation for us before we pay any
attention to this question? I see everywhere the most
alarming signs of a hazy belief that because “the war
is over,” foreign policy no longer maiters, even if it
exists. People—actually Socialists—ask me why I
have such a ridiculous prejudice against poor dear
Viscount Grey. I have no personal prejudice against
Viscount Grey: I think he is a very nice man for a
small tea party, as they say in my native Dublin. I
do not even press the point that though he asks to be
called Grey of Fallodon, history will call him Grey
of Denshawai. But I do press the point, and press it
hard, that his foreign policy was the cultivation of that
alliance with the Russian Tsardom which was the
blackest disgrace, and, is proved, the worst peril of
the war. In pursuit of this abominable crime against
democracy Sir Edward Grey swallowed every infamy
it involved; and he turned his back pointedly on the
obvious dcmocratic alternative—now proved to be
the right alternative—of an alliance with the United
States of America. In this Mr. Asquith was his ac-
complice; and they both, to avoid stamneding their
Liberal non-interventionist majority, deliberately and
repeatedly deceived the country as to our moral obli.
gation to throw oursclves into the war on the side of
Russia and France when “der Tag” dawned at last.
It was not until Russia revolted and overthrew her
villainous despotism that our Imperialists suddenly
cooled in their devotion to Russia and began to feel
their way towards war on the Russian Revolution.
And yet people ask good-humouredly, “What's wrong
with Grey? -\What’s wrong with Asquith? Why are
vou so down on them?’ Those who, after what has
happened, can put such questions, must be simply un-
conscious of the existence of Europe. They use the
wortdl as a geographical expression denoting a place
to spend a hoiiday in occasionally; but it can mean
nothing to them politically. Th2y are the same infa-
tuated people who say that the King has no power
nowadays, and that the Balance of Power is quite

obsolete. The truth is that the Balance of Power,
now that it has to be struck between Democracy and
Oligarchy, is a million times more important than
wher it was only a halance between Willy and Nicky,
Chzrles and Peter, William and Louis, Frederick and
Marie Therese and Catharine. President Wilson is
the greatest power balancer that ever lived ; and who-
ever is Secrctary of State for Foréign Affairs under
the first Labour Government here will have to balance
heavier weights on Lis little finger than Viscount Grey
had on his two shoulders.

One would have thought that at least we shouid
see the impertance of the nationalization of the Air
Service. That the home service should be left to the
speculations of private adventurers is shallow enough
in all conscience; but that irresponsible private per-
sons should be equipped to cross frontiers on such
little smuggling and invading raids as might be amus-
ing or profitable to them, without the sort of national
control which is the first condition of international
control, could only occur to those people, just mention-
ed, who really belicve that all the world is England,
though her Continental playgrounds may be kept by
foreigners in quaint dresses, speaking queer dialects.
Imagine what a couple of big firms, one controlling
the arcoplane industry and the other the high explosive
industry, could do with the assistance of a hundred
young bloods of the Junker class as “aces,” and with
cunning enough to take good care that their other
employees were well enough off to have neither dis-
contents of their own nor any sympathy with the dis-
contents of others!

And yet the opening of the air service between
London and Paris by a private firm is announced
without plotest or misgiving. Actually with delight
at the prospect of getting back the old holidays in gay
Parce!

What a funny lot we are!

According to press reports England is going to use
force to suppress ths Sinn Feiners which is merely
another instance of the delights of democracy.

. . *

However, seventy-five per cent. of the people of

any country will require qu 'te a lot of forcing and the
seven per cent. of the Dritish electorate that didn't
vote for Lloyd-George may require some force also

before they agree to a war on Ireland. Fofce is a
very bad weapon when it doesn’t work quite smothly.
* x  x

It is computed by statisticians that there are up to
the present 40 plans for a League of Nations and
writers, politicians and preachers still going strong.
Wy not every man his own League of Nations?

* *

Much of the surprise and ann:yance of the Liberals
the sessions of the Peace Conference are going to be
held behind closed doors. “Open covenants of peace,
openly arrived at,” has gone the way of all the fine
phrases. But, after all, when we sit still for a2 mo-~
ment or two and think of some of the things that will
bs “put over” at the Peace Conference we are filled
with a feeling of thankfulness that at least the Euro-
pean diplomats have retained a sense of shame.

“The Revolutionary Age
Red Week Conference”

meets every Friday evening at 8 P. M., Room:
1, Dudley Street Opera House, 113 Dudley
Etreet, Roxbury. Mass. All S. P. organizs-
tions of Boston and vicinity are invited to
join the Conference by sending two delegates
to the earliest meeting.
ROBERT ZELMS,
Secretary of the Conference.




THE REVOLUTIONARY AGE

Saturday, January 18, 1919

A Cnticism of the Finnish Revolution

'IHE proletarian revolution is at all times self

critical, says Marx. Our partakers have, indeed,
a reason to intelligently aid this self criticism without
attempting to withdraw from activities of our early
historical responsibility.

The Finnish Revolution had its beginning in Janu-
ary, 1918, but its fundamental errors originated al-
ready in 1917.

In the same manner as the war surprised the ma-
jority of the Socialist parties of the great European
nations keeping them irom performing their historic
duty, so the Russian Revolution of 1917 surprised the
Social Democrats of Finland. The freedom in the
spring came to us like.a flash from heaven, and our
party was overcome by the events in March.

The official stand of our party was the same ‘in-
dependent class struggle” stand as the German Social
Democrats had before the war. During the period of
reaction this stand was easily safeguarded; it was
not then under severe test, nor could the conserva-
tive Socialist then get wind into its sails. But in
March our party met temptation and feilure. In fact,
our social democrats became corrupted with the bour-
geoisie of Finland, and in the beginning with 'that of
Russic (among the seducers were also the Russian
Mensheviki). The Coalition Senate of Finland was
the hot bed for this immoral affiliation. In March,
when this corruption occurred, half of the members
of the council opposed the uniting and only the con-
servative Socialists were represented. But the front
ot fhe rest of us was so passive that it did not interfere
in the least with our co-operation with those Socialists
who were specially busying themselves with the Fin-
nish and Russian lords. And it was very typical that
not a delegate at our June convention—where, by the
way, we joined the Zimmerwald alliance!—voted to
secede from the Socialists of the Coalition govern-
ment.

That which blinded us was primarily the mirage of
a parliamentary democracy. If the one-housed repre-
Sentation, the relative election methods, and the gen-

_eral ballot had not xisted, and if our party had not re-
ccived the. majority at the polls in the summer of 1916,
theén probably it would have been a little easier for us
to prepare ourselves for the spring torture. But now
the way of parliamentary.democracy seemed clear,
smooth and open for the labor movement. The bour-
geoisie of our country had no army, not even depend-
able police; nor could it legally get this, for in so
doing it would need the approval of the social demo-
crats in the parliament. The social democrats seeme:l
to have every reason to obstruct parliamentary legal-
ity for in this position they would reap one benefit
after another.

The vision of a parliamentary democracy, admired
in all its glory, was not shadowed by anything but the
temporary tottering hand of the Russian government.
The bourgeoisie of Finland grasped it as a drowning
man grasps a straw. The social democrats w1s]1ed to
cast this parliamentary form of government aside, or
at least to fence it up within the secure boundary of
legality, so not to permit it to interfere with the in-
ternal affairs of the country, that is, to defend the ad-
vantages of the bourgeoisie of Finland. Thus our
effort in behalf of Finnish independence, our patriot-
ism, appeared most beautiful fundamentally; it, sure-
ly, was a direct fight for democracy; it was the or-
ganic part of our proletarian class struggle.

The treachery of our parliamentary delusion was
further augmented by the results of legislation dur-
ing the summer. From the eight hour workday law
we succeeded in going to such an extent that no par-
liament has previously reached. Measures were also
passed for the democratizing of the municipal govern-
ment, which meant a change from the completely
monopolized power of the capitalists to a general
representation—a greater step than has been made
anywhere through legislation at one time. It was very
evident that these accomplishments were not attained
solely through the action of the Diet, but an outside
gale forced them out from the hidden shoals of par-
liamentarism. This gale appeared in the form of a
mass demonstration with unusually violent spirit pri-
marily because of the participation of the Russian
soldier-comrades. This was nothing new to us, for
we have frequently explained that the best results
can be obtained from parliamentarism when the peo-
ple of the outside begin to bring pressure to bear.

Adverse consequence of the result of parliamentary
democracy was the fact that flowrishing exploitation
in the foodstuff market could not be checked. This
indicated that the greater parliamentary achievements
were achievements only on paper. We were able to
drow up o bill and make it a low; but here the check-
ing of the exploitation ceased, the low was not en-

By O. V. Kuusinen
Translated by O. W. Oksanen

This self criticism first appeared in a revolutionary
publication published in Petrograd, Russia. Since its
first appearance it has atiracted much attention. For
many years O. V. Kuusinen has been recognized as an
intelligent and uncompromising representative of scien-
tific social democracy. For sevem years he has been
the Social-Democratic party leader in the Finnish Diet;
he has lectured at the Workers’ College in Helsing-
fors. The European organized labor knows him be-
cause of his activity in the labor movemnt. When
in the summer of 1018, the Bolsheviki established a
Workers Academy of Science in Moscow, they put
Kuusinen on the faculty. Being directly conmected
with the Civil War in Finland, and being thoroughly
ocquainted with the course of action of the Russian
Bolsheviki, Kuusinen has observed that revolution
cannot be brought on by political action i. e. by the
tactics of Social-Democracy. It is certain that Ame-
rican Labor has much to learn from the.experience
of the proletariat of Finland, and the valuable advice
given by Kuusinen—O. W, O.

forced. The Conlition government gemerally did
nothing. It was Kke a lazy bull, the Socialist pulling
by the horns and the baurgeoisie by the tail, thus
holding him immovable. The explestution flourished
peacefully.

Soon the hungry workers entirely lost their faith in
the coalition government and in the leadership of the
social dmocrats. In Helsingfors the aggravated work-
ers endeavored to search the butter warehouses and
to distribute the butter; late in the summer a general
strike broke out in the city, lasting for two days, when
it was ended by organized labor. The pressure be-
came so great that it seemed to interfere with our
parliamentarism. This was democracy in reality;
bringing the class struggle to a climax. But we, the
representatives of the social democrats, did not see
democracy in reality, but simply its hazy mirage.

This visionary mirage received its first knock from
the hand of Kerensky’s temporary government. Re-
gardless of the stiff opposition by the bourgeois mi-
nority, the Diet had adopted the Russian Working-
men and Soldiers’ Council methods for the procedure
in the Nation’s highest tribunal. From Petrograd
a semi-official Mensheviki delegation arrived to curb
the accepting of this so-called “law of force;” but
they arrived too late. Then, during the latter part
of July, the Provisional Government dissolved the Diet
and a new election was held. Our social democrats
twice tried to continue the sessions of the dispersed
Diet, but the first time Kerensky’s hussars stood at the
door; the second time only the seal of the Kerensky
party was. there; the session was held, but only the
social democrats took part.

Our party did not refuse to take part in the new elec-
tions held the first of October. Because of the ap-
parent increase in the votes, our party lost the ma-
jority place in the Diet. The greatest assistance to the
bourgeoisie was the ballot-box stuffiing. Immediate-
ly after the election newspapers commenced to report
incidents where certain localities had more votes cast
than there were voters in that district. Here and there
in the possession of the chairmen of the election
boards could be found ballots cast in favor of the
social democrats. By mutual alliance the bourgeoisie
also won a few seats in the Diet. But besides this
must also be kept in mind that the discouragement
of the prolelariat, with the results of parliementorism,
also had effect on the election returns. The power-
lessness of the Diet, the indefiniteness, délay and the
weakening of the result of our work in the Diet, and
also the depreciation of the political activity of the
social democrats in the wake of the Coalition govern-
nent, surely, lessened the enthusiasm for the election
rather than increasd it, as was expected in such a high
state of political intensity. Ouy beautiful, parliament-
ary, democratic illusion thus received another blow,
not only from a stimulus originating on the outside,
but also from its inner nervousness and defectiveness.

Now the current of history flowed toward the first
whirlpool. As might be well guessed the bourgeoisie,
at once, used the advantage got in the election to
usurp the dictatorial power and to subject the Diet
under this dictatorship.

The working class again had lost all its hope for
aid from the Diet and was consciously or unconscious-
ly tending towards a revolution. The Coalition gov-
ernment had already brokem up before the elections.
Nothing could prevent the class struggle from becom-
ing furious.

The atmosphere in Finland indicated that Russia
was progressing towards a new and a more profound

revolution, the outbreak of which was a uestion of but
a very short time. The Kerensky provisional govers-
ment tottcred like @ twig in the storm. The Bolshe-
vist strength grew like a thunder cloud.

Our social democrats, who should have used thew
strength in preparing for the revolution, waited peace-
fully for a sessoin of the Diet. In November was in-
troduced a provision by which the Nation’s highest
power would be entrusted into the hands of a three-
man committee, but they did not dare pass this pro-
vision. At the same time they were negotiating an
agreement with the Russian Provisional Government
for an equal distr.bution of power, and the Kerensky
Governor-General, Nekrasov, departed for Petrograd
for a signature to the compromise.

He did not return to Helsingfors. Under the lead-
ership of the Bolsheviki, the Russian proletariat over-
threw the power of the bourgeoisie and their tools and
took the leadership. into their own hands. The god-
dess of revolution just then passed over our own na-
tion. We did not step imto her chariot, but bowed
down and allowed her to fly over us. Then we joimed
in 3 commemoration for laying down our arms.

Could a revolution at this time lead to any victory in
Finland? This is a different question from that—
could the proletarian revolution then have been a vic-
tory, directly, as in Russia? The former question,
:g me, appears possible, the latter, impossible, now as

en.

The general advan of a revolution, surely, were
not hopeless. The enthusiasm and desire for fight of
the proletariat was at that time high pitched, The
bourgeoisie were comparatively little prepared ; it was

'in great need of weapons, having commenced to pro-

cure them from Germay. Truly, the proletariat lacked
arms. We were able to borrow a few hundred rifles
from the Russian soldiers stationed at Helsingfors—
these are the only weapons worth mentioning. We
would have, however, been able in a t need to
have got some more rifles from the Russian comrades.
What would have been more important, the Russian
soldiers could have given the revolution' greater sup-
port then than during the winter when the break in
the Russian armly and navy was the greatest. It must
be granted that there were some among the Russian
soldiers who would not have supported revolution,

Before these signs of the times, we, social demo-
crats, who stood for class war, swayed from one stand
to another, now supporting the revolution, now re-
fraining. The conservative Socialists, numbering
about a half of our party, divided, half favoring the
revolution, half opposing it. A majority of the social
democrats in the Diet opposed the revolutionary ef-
forts in such a manner that it might be said they su
ported the bourgeoisie rather than the workers. T&
conservative Socialist leaders of the trades organiza-
tions, on the other hand, desired to carry on some
sort of revolutionary strike, the chief purpose was to
get the majority of seats in the government and the
senate. With them our committee formed a “revolu-
tionary central council,” which, especially when' there
were added to it social democrats who took the stand
of opposition, could talk of a revolution, but could
not take active port in the revolution. This commit-
tee in the beginning decided to support the declaration
of a general strike. At the trades organization con-
vention, a general strike was declared. Did this mean
revolution or simply a demonstration to emphasize the
demands of the general strike? Everyone could draw
his own conclusion as to this, for it was left undecided
because there was disagreement as to it.

The general strike spreading, the question arose
about its carrying on. We, vainly called Marxians,
opposed its furtherance. Without us the trades or-
ganization—the then revolutionists—would not start
vut. Because we, the middle social democrats, failed
to take part in this revolution, we remained in the
same position we had been for years. We were social
democrats and not Marxians. Our social democratic
stand was first, the peaceful, gradual and not the rev-
olutionary stand in the class struggle, but at the same
time a stand independent of the bourgeoisie alliance.
Both of these together determined our procedure.

First, we lacked faith in a revolution; we did not de-
pend on it, nor did we strive for it. This uswally is
the common characteristic of the social democrats.

Social democrarcy, chiefly, is just that kind of la-
bor movement, which organ ses and develops the work-
ers in _the lines of bourgeois (parliamentory) class
war. Its program, truly, has the same aim as Social-
ism, which, to a certain degree, determines the true or
the so-called “nearest” direction of the program of the
social democrats. Bui in the main this is theve as a
Utopian embellishment, for the reason that Socialism
can never exist as a bourgenis state in whose borders
the useful activity of the social democrats is limited.
That means, which is historically inevitable, of getting
from a bourgeois to a socialistic society, the relevent




e

Saturday, Janvary 18, 1919

THE REVOLUTIONARY AGE

revolutionary and dictatorial means of the proletariat,
that means is entirely outside of the consciousness and
practicability of the social democrats; that begins
where the action of the social democrats ends.
Consistent relatively of the social democrats to the
revolution is, at most, just as passive as the conform-
ing of a forbearing historian to the past revolutions.

A revolution is born and not made,” is the favorite
phrase of the social democrats, for nothing to advance
the revolution concerns it. According to sts nature, it
would sooner hinder than aid a revolution (the same
as a general strike and other semi-revolutionary mass
actions). This is very clear if we look at the prac-
ticability of social democracy ; revolutionary action dis-
turbs this purpose and threatens to end it. As it is im-
possible to determsine the outcome of the revolution in
advance, whether it will be a success at the first at-
tempt and not a faslure, it always appears possible tha!
the crganiced activity and polstical achievements, the
organigation, buildings, libraries, newspapers, reforms,
democratic institutions, rights, etc., of the social dem-
ocrats are threatened. Upon these is based the entire
activity of the social democrats. In the life of social
democracy these have developed in the line of self-in-
terests, they are the chief basis for the continuation
and the development of bourgeois legal action. 1t is
for this reason that social democracy wishes to pro-
tect and guard themn even against the revolutionary
dangers.

It is true that in the teachings of social democracy
references are made to Marx, explanations are also
given of results of organized action with the apparent
purpose of increasing and Preserving it; and also ex-
pressly the necessity and success of the proletarian rev-
olution is kept in vicw. And assuredly, will not occur
because of the effor:s of the social democrats, but re-
gardless of them. (The bourgeois army, without
doubt, will prove a great benefit to the proletarian rev-
olution, contrary to the purpose of this army organiz-
ation.) If the social democrats could direct the ac-
tion of the workers a:cording to their wishes, it ts very
doubtful if the labor organizations ever would venture
such an undertaking as a revolution, or any such aim
as Socialism, at least insofar that the bourgeoisie do
not provoke revolution with weapons in their own
hands. In this one incident you see the social demo-
crat rise—but it is not certain that this is a rise—to
revolt for the defense and continuation of his bour-
geois class struggle. This resembles our rising the lat-
ter part of January.

In November we were ahout to withdraw from the
revolution, partly to protect our democratic achieve-
ments from dangers ; partly because we hoped, through
our parliamentary plans, to turn the whole historical
cycle; and partly, also, fatalistically thinking, if the
revolution is to come now or later, it would come re-
gardless of our position and thus it would prove itself
really powerful.

What is the outcome of this historical error? Did
we prevent armed combats? No. It was only post-
poned to such a time when the bourgeoisie were armed
to the teeth, as in November. The bourgeoisie can
bring about an armed combat with the workers at any
time it wishes. The only danger to the workers is the
foct that the bowrgeoisie can specify the time of the
beginming of this class war. When the proletariat
begins it, the bourgeoisie in all localities are mot suf-
fictently prepared for the revolution and to o greater
or less degfee are surprised by st; especially where the
conscrvative ruling power has made itself extensively
hated, here the revolution started by the workers can
sweep along the dissatisfied layers of society, or at
least can scatter and weaken the opposing lines. Where
such conditions exist as exist in the warring countries,
where even the proletariat has weapons in hands,
it is extremely important that a class war
should begin; the revolutionary power, within a very
brief period, could unarm large numbers, capture a
great deal of supplies necessary for the revolution,
suitably arrange the most dependable troops for the
defensive and offensive against the ‘internal enemv,”
also to arrange all its strength into passive or active
counter-revolutionary action. It is certain that the
government at the beginning of a class war has at-
tempted to arrange the outside Political conditions in a
way most beneficial to itself, to arrange for foreign
help when in greatest need, or at least to protect itself
from the external ewemy. In November it would have
been more difficult for the bourgeoisie in Finland to
get assistance from Germany than after a large num-
ber of her troops were liberated on the eastern front.
We could not have imagined this fact in November.

Secondly, we, middle Socialists, did not desire to
unite with the bourgeois “democracy” in any govern-
mental alliance, which kind of an alliance was hoped
for by the conservative Socialists that supported the
reveolution and those that did not. Without this kind
of an alliance, the aim of the conservative Socialists,
who supported the revolution, could not he fulfilled,
1. e, the bringing about of a democracy. This group,
or at least a majority of them, advocated that the re-

striction in the exploitation of food materials, and the

bringing about of the various democratic reforms
shouid be done through the Diet. The coservative
Socialists thought it very necessary that in this “red
senate” tnspired by revobution, there should be some
representative of the peasantry. With this w view,
a conference was held during the weck of the general
strike, attended by the comservative Socialists, and
social democrats, who invited the represemtatwes of
the peasants, and of other “progressives.” The result
of this conference was that Comrade Tokoi went to
question the officials of the semate if they wished to
remain in the service of the “Red Senate.” Thus the
revolutionary desire of the revolutionary Socialists
was to bring to life the coalition senate of the spring in
a more complete form, through the aid of the Socialist
majority, leaving out the most conservative.

Under favorable circumstances, this might have been
the direct result of the November revolution. Noth-
ing more. The labor movement of Finland could ac-
quirz nothing more. Part of the organized workers,
without doubt, would have demanded a further step to
be taken, but the easily satisfied majorsty could have
appeased this demand and s.lenced the revolutionary
v0ice af the proletariat, by turning immediately after
having attaiited their aim, against the desire of the rev-
olutionary workers for dictatorship. By this, the ma-
jority surely could have obtained its own purpose.
Looking back to it now, makes it seem more realistic
than at that time. It is apparent that the bourgeoisie
of Finland would have had to yield that much to the
revolution in order to save their chief advantages,
which were not threatened by the revolutionary move-
ment of the conservative Socialists. According to all
probability the November revolution in Finland
would, in truth, have become a bourgeoisie democratic
revolution. This most assuredely would have been
followed bv a split in the ranks of organized labor,
the right side to defend the “commonwealth” would
Join the bourgeoisie, the left would take a stand for
truc revolutionary Socialism, or communism, and
would have risen against the bourgeotsie state and all
sts forces.

This is the proximate outcome of the revolution we,
the so-called “Marxian Democrates,” had in mind as
early as on the week of the general strike. But we had
two important reasons for not supporting the outset
o fa revolution. First we did not desire to aid the
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alliance of the Social-Democrats and the bourgeoisie.
Secondly, we wished to avoid the breaking of the
labor party into two bitterly opposing parues, even
in this instance our trend was in the direction of the
Social Democrats and not towards Marxism. Truly
we hindered historical progress, which had ripened
into unavoidable conditions, by avoiding this break
in the ranks of labor; but this action made it possible
for labor to progress in the lines of revolution., This
organization was unable to proceed because it had to
support two opposing principles. Its collapse was
possibly injurious to the action of Social Democrats—
to parliamentarism and craft unionism. The aspira-
tions of election returns surely decreased; but for the
true progress of labor and the strengthening of class
war, this break was a sure beneht. By this bireak labor
would have been freed from injurious and obstruct-
ing clements which would not have been so dangerous
to a workers revolutionary class struggle while in the
bourgeois ranks as in the ranks of the workers. It is
true that we could not dictate the outcome of the
revolution however we strove. History alone would
dictate it. We should have done our part in aiding
history. Even history cannot do its duty empty hand-
ed. Even though a great ice-flow in the current of
Finnish class struggle history had not occurred, it
would have been dammed up by the bourgeois demo-
cracy, yet this flow would have been a long stride in
advance for it would have broken up the huge layer
and could concentrate its force upon the small jam
until it would have been crushed. The procedure at
tHe time of the breaking ot the ice a stream is tne
quickest and most natural. It was carried on in
Russia in this manner. It is the quickest way of get-
ting a start. A large part of the resistance in a shack-
led bourgeois state here becomes useless. On the con-
trary, the breaking up of the flow may last for weeks -
until the whole will suddenly give away.

We kind of checked the beginning of the drift by
calling off the strike within a week and postponing
the question of revolution until the party convention,
Dissatisfaction and bitter anger because ot . thesedoings
were very general amongst the workers. This dissatis-
faction did not break out in open riot against the lead-
ership of the party, but its effect may be very injur-
ious to the future class struggle for it broke the con-
fidence of the workers in the leaders of the movement.
Leadership which needed fire to struggle against the
enemy of labor, had only the cold coals of suspicion.
The suspicion and envy thus created has been a night-
mare during the whole period of revolution. In
November it already predicted the disorganization of
April. The party convention, assemblying after some
weeks, at that time felt that the surge of general feci-
ing for the revolution had passed, because of the
cross-winds this surge was gradually disappearing.
The representatives of the party convention were
selected already in the spring under different condi-
tions. Half of them seemed to suoport the rev-
olution, the other half was against it. We of the cen-
ter, wished by all means to keep our party together,
and “succeeded.” The summarizing resolution did not
contain a word for or against the revolution, but had
considerable of the spirit of Independent class strug-
gle: in addition it had a group of reformation demands
from the bourgeoisic, encouraging the wourkers
to make armed preparation, not for offensive purpose,
but for purpose of self defense.

Self defense became the greatest momentary meed
of the bourgeoisie. Seeing that they were temporarily
free from the dangers of revolution they commenced
to prepare consciously for the offens've. Publicly they
carried on a fierce anti-Socialistic chase, and in o less
conscious manner developed their war plans;
gathered arms, organized and drilled the slaughter
guard and semt agents with rush business to foreign
countries. Locally unorganized revolutionary erup-
tions burst forth automatically with their ansrchistic
side interests. One burst in Abo. Parliamentary pro-
cedure was now injurious to the affairs of the workers.
It only employed unnecessarily the powers which
might have been used in the preparation for the ap-
proaching revolution. It only blinded and led astray
from seeing what is ahout to happen, what the bour-
geoisie prepared for and what the proletariat should
have prepared for. When the November revolution
threatened, by majority action, the diet passed a re-
solution that in the parliament, no governmental clique,
would have the greatest governmental power. This
sems a real, even though. a weak tep toward a real
faultless “democracty.” At a meeting of the Consti-
tutional Committee we attempted to draft on paper a
plan for the construction of this beautiful state, we
also decided to give a prize for the grandest flag pat-
terned for the flagpole of Finnish Democracy. . . .

Then we heard from the mouth of Sir Svinhufvud
(dictator of Finland) the Constitution of Capital
which has only one article: “Iron hand regime!”

This was a brutal and blond-thirsty Constitution,
but it referred to the reality and violence of the history
of class wars, when many social democrats were
dreaming of a democratic constitution won through
a victory in election.
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- The Background of the German Revolution

olution haa been the 1ssue of peace. On this

_1ssue class antagomsms developed implacably——
the imper.alistic bourgeosie hiad to continue the mi-
perialisuc war, because 1ts interests and its world-
relations were bound up with it; the revolutionary
proletariat and the impoverished peasantry had to
struggie tor tne end of ine war, as war was devouring
the Kevolution and muitiplymng misery and oppres-
s.on. ‘Lhe new proletartan Soviet Government, or-
gunized on November 7, issued an otfer to all bellig-
erents for an armistice on all tronts as a prelminary
to concluding peace on the basis of no annexations
and no indemnities. The Bolsheviki recognized tnat
their program was not realizable through an appeal to
the goveinments, but only through an appeal to the
proletariat for pressure upon the governments and

' A . FUNDAMENTAL issue of the Russian Rev-

the revolutonary struggle against (apitalism and "

Imperialism—the revolutionary struggle against all
Imperialism was the means of securing peace, M-
mediate, real permanent. o
The German Government accepted the armistice—
for purposes ot 1s own; tue Alucd Lovernments re-
jectea tne a1musuCe—10r PUrposes Of the.r OWn. And
on tnis 1ssue o1 the armsuce, as on the 1ssues ot tue
war, majority doc;alism agam dividid on naconalis-
tic lines—erman majority Sociaksimn favoied tie
armustice, majority Sociahsm in 1‘rance, Belgium and
(reat britain repudiated tne annistice. ‘I'ne govem-
ments nad becowse the arbiters of “docialist” poucy.

The Allies refused, equally, to enter inlo general
peace negotiations ; and umpenai Germany and >oviet
Russia. engaged in a peace conierence at Urest-
Latovsk m wecember, 1917. The Bolshevik dele-
gates offered proposals tor a general peace, all the
white appealing to the Allied proletariat and bocial-
ism to compel thir governments (v accept peace ne-
gotiations ; but their appeal met no decisive responsc.
The abstention of the Allies allowed Germany to
force separate peace negotiations upon Russia. The
Austro-German delegates accepted the formula of no
annexations and no mdemnities in words, but repudi-
ated it in fact, ins.sting upon indemnities and the an-
nexation of the Baltic Provinces in veiled form.
Trotzky and the other Bolshevik delegates exposed
the sinister imperialistic aims of the Austro-German
delegation, but to no avail: German and Austrian Im-
peraalism, with the tacit approval of majority So-
cialism, had determined to impose an }n1penahstxc
peace of violence upon the Soviet Republic.

The Bolshevik delegates used the forum of Brest-
Litovsk to speak to the proletariat of Germany and
Austria, and of the Allied nations. Their policy at
Brest was supplemented by an inten;ﬁve: agitation
among the Austrian and German So\ldgers for revo-
lutionary action against the war. This propgganda

" assumed gigantic proportions; and when the German
delegation insisted that this propaganda should cease,
Teptzky answered that the armistice terms did not
for®d freedom of press and propaganda; and when
the Bolshevik delegation officially crumpled, the prop-
aganda went on.

This revolutionary propaganda among the Austro-
German trecps bad been goine on fm: months pre-
viously. When, due to counter-revolutionary trecach-
ery, Riga was captured in September, the Army Com-
mittee of the Twelfth Rrssinn Army, u~on evacuat-
ing the city, issued a proclamation to the German
soldiers: “The Russian soldiers of the Twelfth Army
draw your attention to the fact that you are carrying
on a war for autocracy acainst Pevolution. freedom
and justice. The victory of Wilhelm will be' death
to democracy and freedom. We withdraw from
Rioa. but we know that the forces of the Revolution
will ultimately prove more powerful than the force of
cannons. We know in the long run that your con-
science will overcome everything, and that the German
soldiers, with the Russian Revolutionary Army, will
march to victory and freedom.” In Octoher. a for-
midable mutiny broke out in the German fleet at Kiel,
and the sailors of the Russian Baltic fleet sent their

*“The revolutionary sailors of the Daltic Flcet scend their
fiaternal grectings to their hernic German comrades who
have taken part in the insurrection at Kiel

‘“The Russian sailors are in complete pessession of their
bettleships. The Sailors’ Committees are the High Command.
The yacht of the former Czar, *Polar Star. is now the head-
quariers of the TFleet Committec. which is composed of
common sailors, onc man from cach ship.

“Since the Revolution, the Russion Fleet is as busy as
formerly. but the Russian sailors will rot use the Acet to
ficht their brothers, but evervwhere tn fight under the Red
Flag of the Internation?! for the freedom of the proletariat
throughout all the world.”

For manthe the soldiers had h-en fraternizine on
the eastern front, the Russians spreading revolution-
arv ideas among the Germans and the Austrians—

By Louis C. Fraina
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a fraternization objected to by the imperialists on all
sides, sinc 1c was a revolutiwonary toreat to ali. At
the All-Russian Soviet Congress on November 8, a
peacc decree was adopted, proposing an armistice and
appealing to the prosetariat of Germany, France and
Great britain to “decisive and .energetic action,”
which “will help us bring to a successful conclusion
the fight for peace, and at the same time the liberation
of all the working classes from slavery and exploita-
tion.,” Simultaneously, a proclamation was issued to
the German soldiers, announcing that Socialism and
the proletariat in Russia had conduered all govern-
ment power:

“Qur program, to thc exccution of which the Government
has :mmea.zieiy procecded, consists in the proposal of an
immediate den.ocratic prace, which has already been com-
municated to the belligcrent nations and their Governments,
in the transfer withour compensation of all the land o0 the

peasants for their use, and m the realization of Workers’
Control of industry. . .. -

“Soldiers, Brothers! We ask you to stand by Socialism
with all your might in the struggle for immediate peace, as
that 15 tue Oy L.tans Lo Seclire & )ust and permanent peace
for the working ciass of all countries, and to heal the wounds
which the present most criminal ot ail wars has inflicted on
humanity.”

A Bureau of International Revolutionary Propa-
ganda was established by the Soviet Government, and
10U Tuuses dpplupadeed (O as8i8t 1evoiaondary
Socialism in all belligerent nations. A series of daily
papers for revoiutionary propac~nda, in German,
Hungarian and other languages, which were circu-
lated by the millions among the Austro-German sol-
dicrs—while the delegates were discussing at the peace
conference. . . . One of the appeals to the German
soldiers read as follows: )

“Hrothers, German soidiers! The great example of your
comrade Karl Liebknecht, the most eminent leaaer of Inter-
national Socialism, the persevering and long-continued
struggle which you have conducted by pubishing newspapers
and piamphets, by numercus demonstrations and strikes, the
struggie tor which your Government has thrown into prison
hunareds and thousands of your comrades, and lastly, the
heroic revolt of your sailors of the Fleet serve as a guar-
antee to us that the mass of the working class of your nation
is ready to enter the decisive struggle for peace.

“Hasten to our assistange! In the name of the Workers’
and Feasants’ Gcevernmient we guarantee that our solidiers
shall not move one step forward if you decidc to take into
your hands the flag oi peace, and even if the s ruzgle for
peace inside your own country takes away part of »ur forces
from the front. . .."”

The proletarian revolution in Russia, in its struggle
for peace and for its own complete success, had to
struggle for the international revolution. It issued,
accordingly, the clear call to class action, to the prole-
tarian revolutionary struggle: by this sign alone could
it conquer. . . .

The Brest negotiations proceeded. The aims of
Austro-German Imperialism were clearly revealed,
and were in turn rcveal:d to the Austro-German sol-
diers by means of revolutionary proclamations, pam-
phlets andd papers.  1ile German revoit did not ma-
terialize; Austro-German Imperialism became even
mpre brutal and insc'ent. . . . The revolutionary
Socialists in Germany, in spite of all disadvantages,
supplemented the Bolshevik propaganda at the front
by a revolutionary propaganda of their own. Many
revolutionary appeals werc issued, of which this s
one issued by the Spartacus Group:

“The Ge:mman Goveriment has demonstrated by means of
the ncgotiations at Brest-Litovsk, that it wishes to throw
dust in the eyes of the masses and to aggravate the death
struzgle of the warring perples. Its pretended love for
peacc is mercly a mask. Its statement that a partial peace

would bring u€ ncarcr to a general peace, is a lie and im-
posture.

“A scparate peace with Russia would increase the fury
of the war and, conscoucntly, increase the slaughter. The
sufferings of the German people would not be abated.

“It trcomes the duty of the German working class to
battle unccasingly for a general peace.

“There is only e means of putiing an end to the present
butchcry and w:isery of the workers—the overthrow of the
gevcrnient and the bourucois class, in the tway that this
was doae in Ruscin, Tt ic solely by wuss effort. bv the revolt
of 'Il_tr masses. by o wacs _strike paralvzing oll ecouomic
activity and a'l wear ipdnstrles: it is solely by o revolution
and the cctablishment of ¢ proplc’s republic in Germany by
ad for the '.‘c'm'l.‘n.'r.v class. (hat an end may be put to the
slannliter of the foilers of all lands, that o general peace
can be achicred.”

In Tanvary and Felruary. 1018, all this agitation cx-
pressed itself in action. Great strikes and demon-
strations against the war and for peace broke loosc in
Germanv and Awvstria. This action verged on revolu-
tion. In Austria, in one district alone, 00.000 were on
strike, and the total must have heen over a million.
It was the initial mass action of the proletariat. out
of which might have emerged reneral revolntionary
action aainst war, against Capitalism and ITmperial-
ism. The strikes and demonstrations in Austria broke
loose against the orders of the union bureaucracy and
the majority Socialism: when the news of these strikes

reached Trotzky, he badgered the Austro-German di
lomats into postponing the Conference for a
hoping that the movement would broaden and deepen.
But 1n Austria, majority Socialism, in spite of not
having acted to produce the movement, piaced itsélf
at the h.ad and betrayed it into “legal” action. The
movumnent spread to Germany, where hundreds of
thousands of workers were involved; but again the
union bureaucracy and majority Socialism acted
against the movement. Majority Socialism ordered
the strikers back to work, preached incessantly against
a revolution, betrayed the German proletariat and the
Russian proletariat, the cause of Socialism and peace.
‘I he movement was not broken by the government, but
by countér-revolutionary Socialism: that is the great
iact.

Isolated, abandoned equally by the proletariat and
Socialism in a# belligerent nations, the Bolsheviki at
Brest-Litovsk were overwhelmed. But again Trotzky
refused to accept the imperialistic treaty imposed by
German Imperalism, and turned to the desperate ex-
pedient of a “declared peace”—that is, the Bolshevik
delegation refused to sign the “‘robbers’ " but,
decared the war at an end: a final appeal to the world,
and particularly to German Sociaism. But Austria
and Germany insisted upon signing the peace, and sent
their soldiers to invade helpless Kussia. This vsas in
kebruary. Two currents developed in Russian Bol-
shevism—one favoring a revolutionary war, however
desperate, the other msisting upon ratifying the peace,
and waiting for the proletarian revolution in Ger-
many. Lenin represented this latter attitude, and
said: :

“tne Russian Revolution, reaching a culminating point
in November, when the proletariat secured the reins of Gov-
ernment, was bound to pass through a period of civd war and
internal disorder, because the propertied classes could not
be cxpected to give up their privileges without a struggle.

“Therefore the war with reactionary organizations (the
fight agamnst the sabotage by which the intelligenisia tried
to overtnrow the Sovict Government by breaking the state
machinery), must continue until the bourgeoisiec sees the
hopelessness ofi further resistance and surrenders uncon-
ditionally.

“This means the neccssity for the Soviet Government to
concentrate all its forces on the internal struggle.”

The policy of the Russian Revolution must be based
on the general international situation—namely, the
piobaoniy, or Improwand.ty of tie outor.ak ot Social
Revolution in the rest of Europe; but the chances of
of this in the imnrediate future are slight. Therefore
it is a mistake for the Russian Revolution to base its
policy on uncertain eventualities:

“In Germany the reuction has temporarily triumphed, set-
ting before the Russian Revolution the alternative of further
war or an annexationist peace.

“To sign a peace with German Imperialism is not object-
ively speaking, treason to international Socialism.

“When workmen arc heaten in a strike, and have to accept
bad terms from emplouyers, they do not betray their class
because they cannot get all their demands at once. They
only accept bad conditions in order better to prepare for
another struggle later an,

“1f the Russian Revolution continued the war in alliance
with Anglo-French Imperialism against Augtro-German
Imperialism on the basis of the old secret treaties recently
published and not openly repudiated by the Allies, then it
would Le prostituting itself to foreign imperialists.

“As long as there is no Social Revolution in England and
Germany, the Russian Revolution must seek the most pro-
fitable conditions in ecxistence, relying as little as possible
on the English or German governments negotiating one
against the other.

“It is not true that the Russian Revolution is deserting
Socialist comrades in England and Germany by signing a
separate peace. It takes them longer to do what Russia has
dene because their Imperial Governments are stronger than
the old Russian Imperial Government. Nevertheless, the
material weakness of Russia forces her to recuperate for
internal reconstruction.”

It would be a rash adventure to enter upon a holy
war against German Imperialism, even if Russia were
able to do so. on the chance of revolution in Germany
breaking out in the next few months, for meanwhile
defeat would mean more onerous conditions for the
future developments of the Russian Revolution:

“Russia, if she has peace, can become the envy of all
lands, and the ecntre of gravity of the Secialist world. By
conctuding a separate peace Russia can utilize the fact that
the Anglo-German imperialists are too much cngaged in a
bleody struggle to attend seriously to her. Sie can there-
fore concentrate on the internal development of the Rev-
olutien.

“1f Russia, under nresent conditions, attempts hoth enter-
prises—internally to reap the full fruits of the Revolution,
and externally to carry on the contlict against foreign Im-

LAfter the strike movement had been killed, Dr. Drews,
Prussian Minister of the Interior, saif the strikes had served
Germany’s enemies, and accused the Social Democratic Party
of encouragine the strites. To this the Berlin Vorwaerts,
cremn of maiority Secialism, answered hy quoting Prime
Minister von Dandle of Bavaria as having thanked the
Social Dencacratic fearders in a speech in the Bavarian Cham-
ker of Demting for “rcenring econtrol of the strike move-
ment, as therchy the strike was forced into normal channels.”

Comld tnrnitude and treason to Socialism reach lower depths
than this?
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Craft Unionism and the New Movement

TARTING with the proposition, that the historic

S mission of the working class is the overthrow

of the political state, and the substitution of

the Industrial Republic of Labor, the world’s workers

must be made to understand that they must part with
the past. ‘

“New occasions teach new duties. Time makes
ancient good uncouth. We must ever up and onward
who would keep abreast of truth.”

Nowhere is the sense of these lines more obvious
than when applied to the efforts of the working class
on the industrial field.

To any one whose intellect enables them to reason
intelligently from cause to effect, one thought above
all others is clearly manifest; that the pure and simple
craft union with its methods and spirit are in the
daily wariare on the industrial field, as ineffective as
the bow and arrow of the savage when pitted against
the medern machine gun.

Craft unionism, whether it be the A. F. of L. or
the host of independent unions organized in opposition
to the rule of Gompers & Co., 2ccepts the wage system
and its accompaniment, the Political State, as finali-
ties.

From the false premises of pure and simple, or
craft terrorism all sorts of false teachings are given
to the rank and file of the working class by these capi-
talist Job Trusts with the result that in the English
speaking world, at least, the economic organization
of labor reminds one of the story of the building of
the tower of DBabel, when one asked for one tool he
was handed another w'th the result that the end wus
confusion worse confounded.

Craft unionism started with capitalism and it sings
the same song today. when capitalism has grown to
giant stature, that it sang in the valleys of Lancashire
when the giant of today was a puling infant “A fair
days wage for a fair days work” was its shibboleth
then and is now, it regards that as the alpha and
omega of the endeavors of the working class.

The cornerstone in the edifice of craft unionism is
“Fight capital with capital” ‘““Keep Politics out of the
Union” “Capital and Labor are Brothers” “Capital
is entitled to its share” “There is an aristocracy of
Labor.”

On this false foundation Gomper’s castle rests.
From these false principles have come all the false
teachings which have caused the workers te wend
their way from the cradle to the grave, through a
valley of tears.

No analysis of these “principles” is necessary here.
Suffice it to say that the proof of the pudding is to
be found in the eating, and when the workers, 52%
of whom according to the U. S. Industrial Commis-
sion’s Report of 1916 carned $10.00 per week or less,
are asked to “fight capital with capital” it looks as
though the one who proposes such a scheme was a
combiration of fraud and fool. Mostly fraud. It is
equally fraudlent to say “Keep Politics out of the
Union” becduse it is clear enough to the intelligence
of & child that either the politics of the Boss or the
politics of our class irust be in the union all the time.

To say that “Capital and Labor are Brothers,” is
to assume that he who Jlistens is 2 fool. The brother-
hood is of the Cain and Abel kind. There is a red
streak around the globe traced in the blood of one
of these “Brothers” spilled by the other.

To say that “The capitalist is entitled to his share”
is pure “bunk” whatever might have been said when
the capitalist acted th2 part of a2 worker either as a
~ foreman or director of industry, that cannot be said

today. Today all big industries arc organized on the
lines of joint stock companies or trusts, and the capi-
talist perforins no kind of useful werk. He is like
a flea on the back of a dug. e simply ahsorls, snenge
like, “his share™ of the surplus value wrung from the
brain and brawn of brutalized and ensnared labor.

There is no *“aristocracy of labor,” craft unionism
not withstanding. But in attempting the application
of that theory the workers are kept divided into
small crafts with their separate “‘sacred” scabby con-
tracts which render defeat the necessary accompan-
iment of their cfforts to improve their conditions.

By Michael T. Berry

Is it any wonder that in the face of such a suicidal
and criminal program as is undeniably the program
of Gempers and Company, is it any wonder that each
succceding ecnsus in this country from 1870, has re-
vealcd the fact that the conditions of the working
class is absolutely and relatively declining?

Was not the late Mark A. Hanna, one of the most
nctericus, as well as the vilest outragers of labor in
America in his day, right, when at a mesting of the
Civic Federation in New York City he entered with
Gompers on onc arm, and Jolin Mitchell on the other
and introduced these worthizs to his brother outrager
and cxploiter of labor, Seth Low, as “My trusted
Lefor Lisutenants®”

As long as the working class clings to craft union-
ism such leaders are a necessary consequence. It
breeds them as a Jersey swamp breeds mosquitoes.
It is inescapable, and the emancipation of the working
class is impossitle because thzy berumb the mind of
the worker and disgrace the working class in the
eves of its enemies.

No man or set of men is ever respected until he
or they first respect themselves. That respect once
wrung from the foe the battle is half won.

But “the world do move,” and Gompers and his
troglodyte institution must go, they cannot secure a
vote of confidence from labor except by frand, and
false pretence. In the place of this miserable program
which has put crepe on the door knobs of the working
class, the Industrial union must rise. ““One great
union of the working class.” Industrial unionism re-
presents the intelligent and civilized expression of the
American working class and it gives its program to
the world in these words:

“The working class and the employing class have
nothing in common. There can be no peace so long
as hunger and want are found amongst millions of
working people and the few who make up the emp-
Joying class have all the good things of life.

“Between these two classes a struggle must go on
until the toilers come together on the political field
under the banner of a distinct revolutionary political
party governed by the working class interests and
on the industrial field under the banner of one great

nicustrial union to take and hold all means of pro-
duction and distribution and to run them for the bene-
fit of all.

The Background of the German Revolution
(Contnued from Page 6)

perialism—she will lose both her objects; but if she con-
centrates on internal development now, she will secure her
second victory later. o )

“The war will last long and .Impenahsm will finally be
unmasked completely, on both sides. The example of the
Russian Revolurion wiil contin_ue to inspire the peoples of
the world, and its influence will be enormous. On the one
side will be the bourgeois system and war for conquest
wagzed by two imnerialistic groups, on the other peace and
the Socialist Republic. )

“The reorganization of Russia. hased on the dictatorship
nf the proletariat, the naticnalization of banks and of big
industry. the exchange of products of the cities with the
co-operatives of small pezsants, is economically quite feasible,
previded we have a ferv montbs to devote to the job. Sugh
an organization will make Socialism unconcuerahble in Russia,
and will provide a permanent basis for the formation of a
powerful red army of peasants and workers.”

The Lenin conception conauered: and the All-Rus-
sian Snviet Ceneress in March, 1918, ratified the
Brest-1.itovsk peace. . . .

Rrest-Litovsk marked the first break in the imperial-
istic war. and was a great contributing factor to the
coming of peace. If Seviet Russia had continued the
war it would have meant the triumnh of the counter-
revolution and Capitalism: and the German prole-
tariat, surrounded on all sides bv capitalist nations
prenarer to cut the throat of their revolution, wounld

have hesitated. But. with a Socialist Russia prepared

to pesist. 2 tremedoue ideologic imnulse was given to
the comine of the German revolntion. Moreover,
while the Polsheviki ceased the military war asainst
Germanv. thev countinued the class war of revolution-
ary pronaTanda, smuesling agents and literatvre into
Crmany vreing a proletarian revolution. The Bol-
chevil: Ambassador to Berlin, Joffe, was the centre of
the revelitionary pronacanda. vsing his “dinlomatic
conriars” to bring inty Germany movnev and litarature
far the ues of the revalntionary Socinlists. The class
ywar wers waged hv Saviet Russia, in (fermanv and all
Fueape, the struggle for the international proletariau
revolution.

“The rapid gathering of wealth and the centering
of the management of industry into fewer and fewer
hands make the trade unions unable to cope with
the ever growing power of the employing class because
the trade union fosters a state of things which allows
one set of workers to be pitted against another in
wage wars.

“The trade unions aid the employing class to mis-
lead the workers into the belief that the working class
have interests in commwon with their employers.”

“This sad conditions must be changed, the interests
of the working class upheld, and while the capitalists
rule still prevails all possible relief for the workers
must be secured. That can only be done by an.organ-
ization aiming steadily at the complete overthrow of
the capitalist wage system and formed in such a way
that" all its members in any one industry or in all in-
dustries necessary cease work whenever a strike or
fockout is on in any department thereof thus making
an injury to one an injury to all.”

This intelligent program of industrial unionism
must supplant the suicidal one which Gompers and
his tribe use to keep themselves in‘ clover and the
rank and file of the working class chained to the cha-
riot wheels of Capitalism.

The A. F. of L. is the leg'timate offspring of Capi-
talism. It came into being in 1881. It was created
to put the Knights of Labor out of business, which
it did. “Canny Andy” Carnegie was its midwife and -
at that early day in the development of American
Capitalism was class conscious enough to scent dan-
ger in the K. of L. which was organized in 1869 by
Urizh S. Stephens, a Philadelphia tailor, who con-
structed its program from the *“Communist Mani-
festo” which he got from Geo. J. Eccarius, a London
tailor, and secretary of the International Association
of Workingmen.

American craft unionism was born the tool of
Capitalism. It has been at all times since, the tool
of Capitalism, It is what the Wall Street Journal,
leading organ of American Capitalism, proclaimeed
it to be some twenty years ago, “The strongest bul-
wark against Socialism in America.”

At best it is but a job trust, and as such it is no part
of the labor movement. It fights any attempt to or-
ganize the entire working. class. It seeks to organize
as many as it can find jobs for. It could not if it
would, and it would not if it could do away with the
cause of the workers’ misery—the private ownérship
and operation of the means of production, distribution
and exchange. It deals with effect, not with causes.
It is eternally plucking some small pimple from the
face of Capitalism, but never looks for the cause of
the pimple or seeks to cure it. Its tactics have dug
the brains out of the American workers and made
them reactionary. It has forced them to walk through
a slaughter house into a grave yard.

After fourty years it has gathered some 2,c00.000
members and has succeeded in organizing them
against themselves and the working class of th> wor'd.

For these reasons it must go. It is a positive stum-
bling block to working class progress and its career
must close hy the organizing of the American prole-
tariat for the overthrow of the wage system in one

great union formed on industrial rather than on craft
lines.

Otherwise Secialism, which is another way of saying’
the Republic of Lahor. is an empty dream, a phantom
to he chased by feols.
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T is time for American Socialists to do a little pain-
| ful thinking. For my own satisfaction I should like

to set down here what I think about the American
Sogialist Movement.

From my observations in different parts of the
country, 1 should say that, roughly, the American
Socialist party is composed of two main elements:

1). American petty bourgeois, (Clerks, shop-
keepers, administrative officers of small business, a
few farmers); and American intellectuals (journal-
ists, mainly).

2). Foreign-born workers; foreign-born intellect-
uals.

The most significant facts in the American Labor
Movement are the American Federation of Labor and
the 1. W. W. These two organizations prove that
political Socialism has very little attraction for the
American workingman; in fact, they prove that the
American workman is opposed to Socialism,

Why?

Let us consider first, the American Federation of
Labor. This is a purely cconomic organization, whose
power consists in the fact that it defends certain work-
_ers against the assaults of the capitalist class, which
by raising the cost of living and depressing relative
" wages, is always attempting to reduce the working-
“class to the condition of peonage. Above all, men
who work with their hands are practical, and the
American Federation of Labor offers a practical
program. - _

By reason of the history of this country, its bound-
Jess lands and natural resources, the stupendous
growth of its cities, the immeasurable oppo-rtunities
presented to energetic individuals in the immense
demand for food, manufactured goods, and means
of transportation, and the fluidity of social bound-
aries, the American worker has always believed, con-
sciously or unconsciously, that he can become a mil-
lionaire or an eminent statesman. This is expressed
in the saying, once heard often but now less frequently
that “any American boy can be President.” ...

The American worker knows that this country is
owned and controlled by “the Trusts.” But he does
not realize that the day of universal opportunity nas
passed. He believes, consciously or unconsciously,
that he can still rise above the working-class, and
abovs his fellows. And because many thousands be-
lieve this, their unanimous sentiment is opposed to
any system, like Socialism, which wishes to destroy
their imag.ned opportunity. . . .

Mnreover, although the American worker i§ pro-
foundly disgusted with the dominant Democratic .and
Republican parties, and if you ask him what he thinks
of such-and-such a political candidate, will say, “Oh
he's just a dirty politician. They're all alike—they
make promises, but they never do anything when they
get elecied;” although the American worker knows
that Congress, the State Legislatures and the City
Councils are used by business interests for their own
selfish purposes—stiil he does not know how to answer
when he is told, “Well, if you don’t like your officials,

“vote for somebody you do like. You are the boss.
This is a free country.” - )

The American worker still thinks politically, in-
atead of economically. No one has ever been able to tell
him, in a way which he understands, that in our state
of society the vote is almost powerless. As I have
said, he knows that the men he elects to political office
are dominated by Big Business after they get elected ;
but he doesn't realize that unless he, the worker, takes
away the power of Big Business Pefore_he elects his
representatives, those represegtatives will always be
bought—or if they are honest, they will always be
powerless. .

Why doesn’t the American worker vote the Sociai-
ist ticket> Is the first place, he probably doesn’t like
Socialism, which means to him only a system worked
out in foreign countries, not born of his own parti-
cular needs and opposed to “democracy” and “fair
play,” which is the way he has been taught to char-
acterize the institutions of this country. In the second
place, if lie has hecome conscious of his.cla._s': interests,
voting for the Socialist party seems to him 1mpract;gal.
“Thev won't win,” he says. “it will just be ‘throwing
away my vote’.” .

Of course he does not see that voting for a_candi-

" date who promises and does not perf_orm, is just as
much “throwing away his vote” as voting the Socialist
ticket.

Sometimes. however, the candidate does perform
his promises; sometimes the popular discontent does
force a legislative body to pass some needed social
measures. The worker is satisfied ; he does not follow
the law to its most important stage—its operation. He
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does not watch the Courts which interpret the law
For example, take the various Anti-Injunction bills
which have passed Congress, hailed by the American
Federation of Labor as “a new Magna Charta.” And
yet injunctions are still used as weapons against the
workers in industrial disputes. . . . Consider the Child
Labor Law, declared unconstitutional by the Supreme
Court. The list of cleverly drawn and inefficient labor
faws on the statute-books is endless..... And if the
laws, as sometimes happens, are effective, the em-
ployers simply refuse to obey them, and drag out
litigation in the courts until the whole matter is quiet-
Iy forgotten.

The American worker does not see to the heart of
the society in which he lives. When the truth becomes
too obvious, he is easily persuaded that all abuses can
be corrected by agitation, by the law, by the ballot-
box. He does not see that the whole complex structure
of our civilization is corrupt from top to bottom, be-
cause the capitalist class controls the sources of
wealth.

And yet there is one important truth which he has
learned. He knows that the immediate problems of
his daily life in industry cannot be solved by politics.
For that is necessary a kind of insurrection—direct
action—the strike. His craft union, however, is only
vaguely interested in the problems of other unions,
and this vague interest is manifested by the organ:-
zation of the American Federation of Labor. One
union will handle the scab products of a factory ia
which another union has called a strike. What busi-
ness is it of the teamster, or the railroad man, who
makes the material he transports?

And then, also. a defensive organization such as
the American Federation of Labor is necessarily com-
posed of limited and exclusive kinds of workers, be-
cause half their power lies in the fact that they are
the skilled men, and therefore must protect their priv-
ileges, not only from the employers, but also from
the great mass of the untrained workers who might
lower the level of their position. Half the victories
of American Organized Labor are at the expense of
the unorganized and the unskilled. . . .

The machine character of modern industry, however,
is itself operating a change in labor organization. The
day of the skilled man is passing. Any man can run
a machine. In Bridgeport, for example, all the trouble

arose from the fact that the employers took untrained

men and trained each man to do part of the work of
a skilled machinist—at wages less than the machinist
was doing it. Three machinists cost a good deal in
wages; but three men, each trained to perform one-
third of a machinist’s function could do the work of
three machinists, and do it for much less money; and
at the same time the Machinists’ Union’ was smashed.

In various sections of American industry there is
appearing now a new tendency. Political parties are
being organized; the American Labor Party is a
symptom of this new movement. But why an Ame-
rican Labor Party? Why not the Socialist Party?
The reason is that the Labor Party is a practical
organization, designed to carry out politically the
work done economically by the Unions; while all the
Socialist Party has to offer is the election of candi-
dates to office, where they are uniformly impotent, on
a platform which is too broad to appeal to the craft
uinon training of the American worker.

The I. W. W, presents another phase of the same
question. Here again is an organization which is
practical, and appeals to the man who does things
with his hands. If an American worker becomes con-
scions of his class-interests, and sees the truth, he
naturally wants to change the system of society in the
most practical, the quickest way. He sees that the
workers must control, first of all, the sources of
wealth. He sees that the ballot does no good. Indust-
rial action works; he knows that. He realizes the
utter failure of the craft-unions as organs of a work-
ing-class bent on controlling industry. He is disgusted
with politics. Why should he bother the vote at all?
Revolutionary direct mass action is the only weapon
he needs. . . .

If anything were needed to demonstrate the value
of political action. the Russian Revolution ought to
do it. No true Socialist denies that the parl‘ament
of the future Socialist State will be an Industhial
parliament : but the transformation from the political
to the industrial system must be expressed by politic-
al action, whose value in the class struggle lies in the
fact that it creates opportunities for the education of
the workers. and for industrial direct action. and

_ protects these two essential methods of the struggle

of the working-class for power,

If the immediate progrgam of the Socialist party
in this country is inadequate, that is because it is not
influenced by the needs and power of the American
workers, who above all Sihers, are competent to for-
mulate the Socialist program in this country. If
the Socialist party is politically impotent, however,
it is because there is behind it no economic force
from the American working-class.

The dominant theory of Socialists about Socialist
propaganda to American workers seems to be the

. “Menshevik appeal;” to give an impression that So-

icalism is really Jeffersonian democracy, to intimate
that all we want are reasonable reforms, labor legis-
lation, the full dinner-pail. The idea seems to be,
“First make a Liberal, and then convert him to So-
cialism.” This is my interpretation of Socialist cam-
paign literature, and Socialist speakers at election
time. Fully a third of the Socialist votes in normal
times, are, I think, cast by middle-class persons who

think that Karl Marx wrote a good Anti-Trust.

Law. ...

I have no quarrel with that kind of Propaganda—
except that it does not make Socialists. My idea is
to make Socialists, and there is only one way of doing
that—by teaching Socialism, straight Socialism, rev-
olutionary Socialism, international Socialism., This
is .what the Russian Bolsheviki did; this is what the
German Spartacus group did. They approached not
Socialists, but people: workers, peasants, soldiers,
who did not know what Socialism was. First, they
found out from the working people what they wanted
most. Then they made those wants into an immediate
program, and explained how they were related to
the other demands of the complete Social Revolution.
And they explained, explained, eternally explained. . .

Revolutionary Socialism is not a refined theory
adapted to cultivated minds. There is no value in
inventing new Socialist tactics, merely so- that intel-
lectuals can discuss what Karl Marx would have
thought about it. Revolutionary Socialism, above all
other kinds, must be practical—it must work—it must
make Socialists out of workers; and make them quick.

Comrades who call themselves “members of the
Ieft Wing’’ have an immediate job to dp. They must
find out from the American workers what they want
most, and they must explain this in terms of the whole
Labor Movement, and they must make the workers
want more—make them want the whole Revolution.

They must do this in words which can be under-
stood immediately by the workers, in terms of their
own lives. In this lies the secret of success of the
Non-Partisan League. In this lies the secret of suc-
cuss of the baby American Labor Party—or will lie,
if it 1s successful. We, however. have a bigger job
than the organization of either of those movements:
for we must include them and go beyvond them, and
our appeal must be first of all to those whom they do
not touch—the unorganized, the unskilled, the land-
less, the propertyless. . . .

That all workers belong to the working-class and
must be conscious of it; that all the sources of wealth
helong to the capitalist class—who are conscious of
it; that this wealth must become the property of the
workers before they can control their own lives;
that the civilization we live in, and our Government,
are controlled by Force—Economic Force—and that
it can only be opposed by Economic Force.

And finally, the workers must be told that they
have the force. if they will only organize it and ex-
press it; that if together they are able to stop work,
no power in the universe can prevent them fram
doing what they want to do—if only they know what
they want to do!

ztind it is our business to formulate what they want

to do. “
Said Nicolai Lenin, at the Peasints’ Congress in
Petrograd, “If Socialism can only be realized when
the intellectual development of all the people permits
it, then we shall not sec Socialism for at least five
hundred years. . . . The Socialist political party—
this is the vanguard of the working-class: it must
not allow itself to be halted by the lack of education
of the mass average, but it inust lead the masses, re-
Iving upon the Labor Organizations for revolutionary
initiative. . . .”

And again, at the Third Congress of Soviets, “You
accuse us of using force . .. \We admit it. All Govern-
ment is legalized force, conttolled by one class and
used against another. For the first time in history,
we in this in hall are creatin~ a legalized force cont-
rolled by the working-class, the vast majority of the
people, and directed against those who have exploit-
ed us and enslaved uns, , . "
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