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WHAT ABOUT RUSSIA NOW? 
‘‘There is the democracy of your Socialists’’ ; 

‘‘Substituting one tyranny for another’’; ‘‘Bol- 
. shevik autocracy’’; ‘‘What about Russia now ?’’; 
such are the cries that assail us. 

And what have we toanswer? Firstly, that all 
Press news and comments must be received with 
critical caution and reserve, because they have 
passed through the censor’s hand, and usually 
come from anti-Socialist sources in the first 
instance, and because all our great dailies are 
opposed to Socialism. 

Now let us consider what the Bolsheviks have 
done. In the decree for the dissolution of the 
Constituent Assembly, as transmitted from Petro- 
grad by the Bolshevik Agency, the Russian 
Socialist Government says :— , 

‘*The old bourgeois parliamentarianism has seen its day 
‘that it is unable to cope with the tasks before Socialism.”’ 

It points out that the Soviets or Councils of 
Workers’, ‘Soldiers’, Sailors’, and Peasants’ 
Delegates: have been from the first the organs of 
the Revolution. The decree declares that the 
Revolution 
“created the Soviets as the only organisation of all the 
exploited working classes in a position to direct the struggle 
of these classes for their complete political and economic 
emancipation.’’ ' 

It may be said with equal justice that the Soviets 
created the Revolution. They sprang into being 
at its outbreak, they carried through the deposi- 
tion of the Czar in March, and every subsequent 
advance has been jnitiated by the Soviets. It was 
the Soviets which initiated the famous formula, 
‘**No annexations, no indemnities, the right of the 
peoples to decide their own destiny."’ This for- 
mula they forced upon the unwilling Kerensky 
Government, securing its formal acceptance, but 
not its loyal adoption. 

In their brief terms of office, Rodzianko, 
Miliukoff, and Kerensky each strove in their turn 
to resist and restrain the power of the Soviets, and 
the Bolsheviks, who now form the Government, 
consistently worked to make the Soviets all- 
powerful. The Bolshevik decree now explains :— 
“During the first of the Revolution the Soviets 

increased and multi . Perceiving the illusion of an 
understanding with the bou ie and the deceptive Par- 
liamentary organisations the democratic bourgeoisie, 
they arrived at the solution that the liberation of the 

Pagaesins was = impossibility ee a complete 
rupture every kind understanding. herefore the 
revolution of October arose." : 

All this we have watched with interest, observ- 
ing the strong support which the trend of events 
in Russia has been lending to those, calling them- 
selves Syndicalists, Industrial Unionists, or sim- 
ply Marxian Socialists, who interpret the great 
teacher’s doctrines from the industrial standpoint, 
who believe that Parliaments as we know them 
are destined to pass away into the limbo of for- 
gotten things, their places being taken by organi- 
sations of people built up on an occupational 
basis. The failure of the elections for the Con- 
stituent Assembly, even though decided by an 
adult suffrage ballot, to return members prepared 
to support the policy of the Soviets is strong 
evidence that the industrialists have found the 
true path. i 

But why did the Bolsheviks, desiring the Soviets 
to be all-powerful, agree to the summoning 
of the Constituent Assembly; why did they 
push the elections forward? Would it not 
have been more logical to refuse to agree to 
the elections and to declare the Soviets all- 
sufficient? If the Bolsheviks hoped by the elec- 
tions to demonstrate to the world that the capi- 
talist parties have no following in Russia, they 
have done so very effectively, for, as the ‘‘Man- 
chester Guardian’’ testifies, the Cadets (or 
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Liberals; no Parliamentarian now calls himself 
Conservative in Russia) have secured only 14 
seats in the Assembly, and ‘‘but for proportional 
representation might have had not a single one.”’ 

It may be that the Bolsheviks desired by means 
of the meeting of the Constituent Assembly and its 
dissolution, to divide definitely and clearly in the 
popular mind, the politicians who are in favour of 
Socialism, but do not want to have it in their 
time, from those who are, like themselves, 
striving for its immediate establishment. It may 
be that the Bolsheviks have been disappointed in 
the elections, that having faith in the desire of the 
Russian people to secure peace and the enactment 
of the maximum Socialist programme, they 
believed that a majority of those prepared to carry 
out this programme would be elected. This view 
is borne out by the statement in the decree that : 
“‘the people who voted for the Revolutionary Socialists were 
unable to distinguish between the Revolutionary Socialists 
of the Right, isans of the bourgeoisie, and the Revolu- 
tionary Socialists of the Left, the partisans of Socialism.”’ 

In the old days, when those whose outlook was 
Socialist, Radical, Liberal, even what would be 
thought Conservative here, united in demanding 
the overthrow of the Czardom, professions of 
sympathy with the workers and their emancipation 
were not put to the test in Russia. Little wonder, 
then, that the Russian workers should have failed 
to probe to the depths of lying cynicism, in doing 
lip-service to reforms they do not intend to be 
enacted, to which politicians will descend, in order 
to catch votes. Is not this phenomenon the 
abiding curse of elections here, though our people 
have had a long experience of elections? We are 
not conversant with Russian election procedure, 
but undoubtedly in all countries persons of leisure, 
who are possessed of money to advertise their 
candidatures, have an advantage over poor men 
and women who have to work for their living. 

As a representative body, an organisation such 
as the All-Russian Workers’, Soldiers’, Sailors’, 
and Peasants’ Council is more closely in touch 
with and more directly represents its constituents 
than the Constituent Assembly, or any existing 
Parliament. The delegates to the All-Russian 
and local Soviets are constantly reporting back to 
and getting instructions from their constituents; 
whilst the Members of a Parliament are elected 
for a term of years and only receive anything 
approaching to instructions at election times. 
Even then it is the candidate who, in the main, 
sets forth the programme, the electors merely 
assenting to or dissenting from the programme as 
a whole. 

When the Revolution began and the Soviets 
arose, the Bolsheviks formed the minority. Even 
up to the early days of Kerensky’s Premiership 
they held but one-third of the voting strength, but 
opinion has been moving fast in Russia, and some 
time before the October Revolution the Bolsheviks 
became the majority party in the Soviets. Those 
who actively promote the work of the Soviets may 
comprise the more advanced sections of the 
workers, but it is probably true that what 
the Soviet says to-day the mass of the Russian 
people will say to-morrow, and, as is the case 
with representative bodies of workers here, the 
Soviet committees, no doubt, are often pushed on 
by the rank and file. The Soviets, as dele- 
gate bodies, are able to respond swiftly to the 
changing feeling of those they represent. 

But some people complain that the Soviets only 
represent the working classes; if they are to rule, 
the opinions of other classes will be ignored.: Yes, 
that is so; and that is what the Bolsheviks desire. 

To those who object, we need ask but one ques- 
tion : ‘‘Are you a Socialist ?”’ 

If you are not a Socialist, of course you object 
to a system which gives all power to the workers; 
we understand the ground of your objection and 
realise that until you are converted to Socialism 
your objection cannot be overcome. | 

But, if you are a Socialist, you must recognise 
that under Socialism everyone will be a worker, 
and there will be no class save the working class 
to consider or represent. Under Socialism no one 
will live on profits and dividends drawn from the 
labour of others; there will be no leisured classes. 

But for the present the so-called ‘‘middle and 
upper classes’’ are much in evidence in Russia, 
and, as usual, they appear to be noisier and more 
exacting than their numbers warrant. The capi- 
talist Press, of course, gives them its chief atten- 
tion, though Mr. Arthur Ransome has admitted 
that they have been guilty of sabotage and 
counter-revolutionary intrigues. 

But what are the next steps which the Bol- 
sheviks propose to take towards Socialism? How 
do they intend to deal with those who have not 
yet joined the ranks of the workers? The 
Central Executive Committee of the Soviets has 
drawn up a scheme which it submitted to the Con- 
stituent Assembly, and which the Constituent 
Assembly refused to ratify. The following points 
from the scheme have reached this country :— 

SOVIETS’ DECLARATION OF RIGHTS. 

“The Constituent Assembly resolves that Russia be 
declared a Republic of Councils of Workmen, Soldiers, and 
Peasants. Central and provincial power appertains to 
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these Councils. The Republic of Councils of Workmen's, 
Soldiers’, and Peasants’ delegates is formed on the basis of 
a free alliance of free nations, bonstituting a federation of 
National Soviet Republics.’’ 

‘“‘Art. 2 declares as abrogated oa of private pro- 

prietorship. The land on the surface underground and 
all that it contains is declared to be the property of the 
State, as well as forests and other ies of the kind. 

“The principle of obligatory work for all is laid down. 
‘The arming of the working classes, the disarming of the 

leisured classes, and the organisation of a Red ialist 
Army of workmen and peasants are announced. 

‘Art. 3 approves the Soviet policy for a democratic peace 
on known principles, and endorses the Soviet decree re- 
pudiating all Russian loans. 

‘Art. 4 says:—‘Having been elected on electoral 
registers drawn up before the October Revolution, and 
before the people had begun to organise a Socialist society, 
the Constituent Assembly considers that it can in no way 
oppose the power of the Soviets. At the moment of the 
decisive struggle of the people against those who exploited 
them the latter can find no place in the governing body. 
Power must lie exclusively in the hands of the working 
classes and their representatives, the Soviets.’ "’ 

Other points in the programme are reported by ‘‘The 
Times’’ to be the transfer of factory control to the work- 
men, the taking over by the government of all banks, the 
abolition of the right to inherit property, the ratifica- 
tion of Finland’s independence, withdrawal of troops from 
Persia, freedom and self-determination for Armenia. Many 
of these reforms are already in process of accomplishment. 

People protest that it is unfair for the 
Bolsheviks to seize the land and factories without 
compensating those who used to own them. But, 
under Socialism, would merely be to give them a 
pensated, since to compensate them, whether in 
cash or in kind, would merely be to give them a 
title to live without working on the labour of 
others, a thing which is incompatible with the 
organisation of society. on a Socialist basis. If 
the dispossessed landlords and capitalists are too 
ill or too old to work, they will be cared for by the 
community like other old and infirm persons. 
If they are able to work, of course they must work 
like the rest of the world. 

Again, it is called uffair that the workers should 
be armed and the leisured classes disarmed, but 
surely, in view of the civil war which the leisured 
classes are carrying on against the Socialist 
Government, this is not an unnatural precaution. 
The counter-revolutionaries are fighting for the 
power to continue the slavery of the workin 
classes : Is it surprising that the Socialists should 
take steps to prevent it? We regret that the 
resort to force should be necessary in order to 
establish the Russian Socialist Republic, but capi- 
talism has been maintained by force all over the 
world for many weary generations past: it is not 
surprising that some force is required to repel the 
attack of its adherents, who are fighting despe- 
rately for its very existence. 

Therefore do not say that the news from Russia 
is bad because, in the stress of the great struggle 
to establish Socialism, the Russian Socialist 
Government fiercely assailed and hardly pressed 
by capitalism and its minions both at home and 
abroad, has found it wisest to break with the Con- 
stituent Assembly, and to confide the direction of 
its policy to the democratically constituted organi- 
sations of the workers, instead of to an Assembly 
to which the wiles and craft of politicians has 
admitted a large proportion of capitalist wolves 
clothed in the bright promises of the Socialist 
lamb. 

Let us rather rejoice that the Socialist Govern- 
ment still holds its place, and still, brave and 
steadfast, fights for the emancipation of mankind. 
Are you a Socialist? If so, firmly support your 
Russian Socialist comrades in their hour of peril. 
Cast off the cowardly doubts that are so indus- 
triously sown by those who are responsible for this 
present great world-massacre for capitalist ambi- 
tions, and who are always prepared cold-bloodedly 
to starve or forcefully coerce the workers of any 
country in the interests of capitalism. 

At Brest-Litovsk the Russian delegates, by 
their firm adherence to the principles of a demo- 
cratic peace, have induced the Germans to move 
from a refusal to evacuate the Baltic Provinces 
of Russia and Russian Poland on the ground that 
the peoples of these territories have already ex- 
pressed their desire for German protection; to an 
offer to supplement the manifestations of the privi- 
leged section, on which the German claim was 
based, by elections on broad lines. The Russians 
have moved the Germans from a haughty refusal 
to discuss the conditions under which the will of 
the people shall be ascertained and the evacuation 
of occupied territories shall take place, to excuses 
that whilst Russian territories can be safely 
evacuated on the conclusion of a separate peace, 
territories which are to be severed from Russia 
cannot safelybeevacuated prior toa general peace, 
lest fighting again break out therein. The force of 
just demands openly made by Russia has wrung 
from the German negotiators a promise that the 
occupying troops shall be reduced to the minimum 
necessary to maintain order, and that the troops 
shall exercise no political pressure or activity, also 
that the refugees who fled before the invaders shall 
be enabled to return when the vote is taken. But 
the Russians still unswervingly demand a referen- 
uum and the complete withdrawal of the armies of 
occupation, refusing to allow any encroachment 
upon the liberties of the people. 

(Continued on p. 933, col. 3.) 

s 

= 

— 



a | THE WORKERS’ DREADNOUGHT 

QUESTIONS OF THE DAY 
LL. GEORGE’S APPEAL TO LABOUR 
We are informed that some opposition was 

manifested when Mr. Barnes suggested that Mr. 
Lloyd George should address the Central Hall 
Conference of representatives of Trade Unions 
affected by the Government’s man-power pro- 
posals. Mr. J. H. Thomas, M.P., objected that 
any speech on War aims should be addressed 
rather to the Labour Party Conference. The 
majority of the delegates, however, voted to hear 
Mr. Lloyd George, who was not received with 
much cordiality, though the Conference in the main 
represented the official element, not the rank and 
file, amongst whom anti-War feeling is spreading 
fast. Mr. Lloyd George’s replies to questions 
were most unsatisfactory. They revealed the fact 
that he is still a determined opponent to an Inter- 
national Conference of the Workers; that he will 
support the retention of Conscription after the 
War as a permanent institution until every other 
country abolishes it; that he refuses to assent to 

the freedom of the seas which is demanded by 
President Wilson; that he refuses to assent to the 
conscription of wealth; and that he means to stand 
by the secret treaties by which the Allies are 
promised various spoils of conquest, except in the 
case of Russia, which refuses to accept them. His 
statement that his War aims are the same as those 
adopted ‘by the Labour Conference should cause 
Labour to think again ! 

RAID ON THE B.S.P. 
The B.S.P. offices have been raided by the police, who 

seized leaflets intended for distribution at the Labour 
Party Conference containing a manifesto, ‘Russia's 
Appeal: Will British Labour Remain Silent?’’ and the 
message to British workers by the new Russian 
Ambassador, Mr. Litvinoff, which appeared in the week 
ending January 11th in ‘‘The Call,’’ the DreaDNOUGHT, 
the ‘‘Herald,”’ and the ‘‘Labour Leader.’’ The police also 
seized copies of ‘‘The Call’? dated January 11th and 
January 18th, the former containing the Litvinoff message, 
the latter the manifesto, ‘‘Russia’s Appeal.’’ 

The circulars intended for the Labour Party Conference 

bore the names and addresses of the author and printer, 
and copies had been sent to the Press Bureau in con- 
formity with the new D.O.R.A. Regulation 27c. 
MORAL.—BECOME A NON-CONFORMIST. 

DISFRANCHISEMENT OF C.0O.s 
‘On January 17th, the House of Lords adopted an amend- 

ment to the Franchise Bill exempting from disfranchise- 
ment conscientious objectors who have received uncon- 
ditional exemption and have accepted work of national im- 
portance. Not many C.O.’s have received unconditional 
exemption ! 

IS RUSSIA STILL OUR ALLY? 
The British Government and the Allied Govern- 

ments generally now refuse to have anything to do 
with Russia, to recognise her Ambassadors, or to 
invite her representatives to Allied Conferences. 
Chinese soldiers have actually invaded Russian 
territory ; yet the Conventions with Allied States 
Act is still being used to conscribe Russian sub- 
jects into the army. A test case was heard in 
Manchester in which counsel acting for Nathan 
Brodkin, a Russian subject, argued, amongst 
other contentions, that Russia is not now an 
Allied country within the meaning of the Act, and 
that the agreement was had as wanting in 
mutuality, in that there was no longer any 
Russian Ambassador or other duly authorised 
public Minister in the United Kingdom who could 
grant certificates of exemption as contemplated 
by the Act. Mr. Brierly, the Stipendiary Magis- 
trate, assumed that as Russia was, as he held, an 

Allied country when the Convention was signed, 
it must hold good now. This seems to us very 
bad law; for, if such a contention is justified, it 
would seem that if Russia should actually go to 
war with this country British subjects in Russia 
must fight with the Russian army and Russian 
subjects in Britain with the two countries who 
were once Allies. Nathan Brodkin and six other 
Russians were fined 40s. each and handed over to 
the military. What will the Russian Govern- 
ment do about it ? 

PARLIAMENT AS WE SEE IT 
January 15th.—Mr. Balfour would give no explanation 

of the attitude of the War Cabinet to Mr. King (L.) as to 
what was to be done about conscribing Russia’s subjects. 
As for Finland, Mr. Balfour explained to Mr. Lynch (L.) 

that the British Government was waiting to know what 

the ‘“‘Russian people think on the subject.” These are 
new tactics! The opinion of the Russian e on the 
War is that it ought to end. Will the War Cabinet follow 
this lead ? 

HORSE RACING. 
January 16th.—In explaining why horse-racing has not 

been discontinued, Mr. seem Law said that “‘the effect on 

the habits of the people was out of proportion to the saving 
of food.’” Why not apply that principle to all the drastic 
changes that are affecting the working people ? 

FINLAND. : 
Mr. Lynch (L.) attacked the British Government for its 

refusal to recognise the Finnish Republic. He implied that 
the Foreign Office wishes to restore the Czar! 

RUSSIA. 
Mr. King (L.) pointed out that the representative of the 

Russian people in England, M. Litvinoff, is rot allowed to 

receive telegrams from Russia, and that his cables to 

Russia are held up. Mr. Balfour accounted for this lack 
of courtesy by declaring that the British Government had 
not recognised the Bolsheviks as being de facto or de jure 
the Government of the Russian people. He added that 
‘‘unofficial relations’? were about to be entered into with 
M. Litvinoff. 

INCREASED COST OF LIVING. 
Mr. Clynes quoted the ‘“‘Labour Gazette’’ with reference 

to the increase in the cost of living:—‘‘If eggs were 
omitted from the dietary, margarine substituted for butter, 
and the consumption of sugar and fish reduced to one-half 
of that prevailing before the War, the general percentage 
increase since July, 1914, instead of being 105 per cent. 
would be 59.’’ Yet workers asking for a rise are called 
profiteers ! 

’ A BRITISH ALIEN. 
The case of Mrs. Thies, the British wife of a German, 

was brought up by Mr. Snowden (Lab.) Sir G. Cave 
stated that she could not be allowed to go to Bourne- 
mouth, where her parents lived, because of her “‘pro- 
German and anti-British sentiments.”’ Knowing Mrs. 
Thies we must point out that her treatment by the British 
authorities has been so lacking in human sympathy that 
she has no reason to have any gratitude towards. If she 
is “‘pro-German”’ who is responsible ? 

NON-FERROUS METAL BILL. 
On January 13th and 16th the Non-Ferrous Metal Bill 

was the subject of much controversy. Several a to 
get amendments through were made by opponents 
tection as well as by those who advocate a policy of - 
cotting trade with Germany. | 

EQUALITY OF SACRIFICE! 
January 17th.—In reply to Mr. Hogge (L.), Mr. Bonar 

Law stated that Sir F E. Smith was a by his 
brother on his mission to America. That his brother was 
acting as his private secretary. Mr. Snowden (Lab.) drew 
attention to the rule that no man of military age is given a 
permit to go abroad, and that the man in question was of 
military age; but Mr. Bonar Law was not communicative. 

POLICE RAIDS. ; 
Sir G. Cave announced that he had appointed a com- 

mittee to decide whether the pamphlets, papers, etc., which 
were seized in the various police raids, should be destroyed 
Or returned ! 

MILITARY SERVICE BILL. 
On the order for second reading of the Military Service 

Bill, Sir Donald Maclean made a memorable speech. He 
cited his experience as Chairman of the Appeal Tribunal in 
London. The demand made by the Bill for an additional 
450,000 men he pointed out as being a very difficult one to 
meet. The tribunals had proof that the number of fit men 
was steadily Te by the steady ms of the 
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physical categories and the equally steady rise of the age of 
the men with whom they have to deal. He further urged 
that the men hitherto taken by the military had not been 
rightly used. And went on to enumerate cases, of which 
we know so many, of skilled men being put to do un- 
skilled work; such as that of putting an engineer to wash 
up dishes or pick up bits of paper. Sir Donald told of the 
plan he had adopted to prevent this waste, by insisting that 
reports as to the use to which the men were being put 
should be provided within a given time. Too many men of 
poor contitution had been enrolled for service, thus putting 
an undue expense on the nation by the big number of pen- 
sions to be paid. In conclusion, he said: “. . . . this sort 
of thing should be prevented. If you are dealing with 
malice you know where you are, but one is dealing with 
colossal stupidity. 
demanded ‘“‘fair play’ for the young men. of the 
nation. He prefaced his remarks by assuring the 
House that he was not a “pacifist’’ for he had 
served himself and given all he cared for in this world to 
the service of the country and lost them. To those he had 
lost fair play had not been given, and the same might be 
said about hundreds of thousands of others! Mr. all- 
wood told how one son was advised by a specialist to remain 
at home for three or six months; but some “‘yqung red- 
hatted gentleman’’ at the War Office did not trouble to read 
the doctor's certificate and told his son to come back if he 
were not well “‘in two days.’’ The lad returned to the 
trenches and was dead within fourteen days. Another son 
was in a dying state, and Mr. Smallwood was sent for, the 
rigid visiting hours of from two to five o’clock daily were 
always observed. The boy begged that his father might 
stay the night; the father also entreated; but those in 
authority who knew all about the case, were obdurate, the 
rules must be kept. The boy died that same night among 
strangers! Mr. Smallwood called for a comb-out at White- 
hall and at all places where society favourites were in snug 
jobs. In reference to the military system he used these 
words : ““The military system, wherever it touches, shrivels, 
and wherever it touches spoils. If there could only be some 
sort of soul put into the military system, if there could 
only be something human “¢ into it, there would be a 
different people at home.”’ It is because of its inhumanity, 
Mr. Smallwood, that the “‘pacifists’’ oppose the and 
because of its brutalising effect. The sooner such as Mr. 

member of the Government ‘‘to spy strangers” so that the 
Prime Minister who was present might make a statement. 
Thereupon Mr. Pringle helped him out of the difficulty and 
the remainder of the sitting was in Secret Session. 

January 2lst.—Mr. Balfour replyi 
— Russia ‘‘as far as treaties can Ma 
tate ! 

ONE LAW FOR A MAN, ANOTHER FOR A WOMAN! 
Mr. King (L.) drew attention to the fact that whilst Mrs. 

Petroff, a German subject, has been returned to Russia, Mrs. 
Witcop is still detained in prison, because she demands 
that her husband, a German subject, should y her. 
To this Sir George Cave replied: *Ditorens con tions 
apply in the case of a German man and a German woman.”’ 
We might add that the same equality (7?) applies to 
Britishers. 

MILITARY SERVICE BILL. 

The Committee stage of the Military Service Bill was 
taken in spite of a protest from Mr. Trevelyan (L.) that the 
Labour leaders were in Nottingham and t nothing 
further should be done in their absence. Vigorous attempts 
were made by representatives of most industrial and agricul- 
tural interests to limit the power which the Bill wes to 

ati Sir Auckland Geddes as Director-General of tional 
Service. 

to Mr. King, said 
her,”’ is an Allied 

Mr. Smallwood, by a touching speech, 

WHAT ABOUT RUSSIA NOW? (continued from p. 932). 

Unfortunately the Ukrainian delegates have not 
followed the Bolshevik example. Trotsky bitterly 
reptoaches them for entering into secret negotia- 
mega with the German Capitalist Government and 
or refusing to give any account of the proceedi 
to their Russian comrades whose ietidais‘ere 
all made public. Trotsky appeals from these dele- 
gates of the Ukrainian Rada, which is. still 
dominated by capitalist ideals, to the Ukrainian 
masses, imploring them to safeguard the interests 
of democracy. Meanwhile the Germans announce 
triumphantly that peace with the Ukraine is prac- 
tically assured. 

Yet when the Bolsheviks first came into power 
the British capitalist press sought to make it 
appear that the Bolsheviks were pro-Germans and 
the Ukrainian counter-revolutionaries were fervent 
supporters of the Allies, | 

The ‘Manchester Guardian’? now complains 
that the Ukrainian delegates are showing them- 
selves ready to make a separate peace ‘‘without 
any scruples as to its democratic character. 
The ‘‘Guardian’’ has to admit that the policy of the 
**Moderate”’ Russians, who oppose the Bolsheviks, 
is as much a peace policy as that of Lenin 
and Trotsky; but that, whilst all the Russian 
parties now respond to the popular desire for 
Peace, the Bolsheviks alone can be depended on 
only to conclude a peace in accordance with demo- 
cratic principles. | 

The ‘‘Guardian’’ and other Liberal newspapers 
are perpetually counselling our Government to 
express sympathy with the democratic aims of the 
Russian Revolutionaries and with the democratic 
aims of British Labour; but such.organs advocate 
merely the lip-service of : do not 
insist that the Allied Governments shall bring their 
aims into conformity with those of the Russian 
Soviets; merely that they shall verbally state that 
they are equally democratic, Such hollow pro- 
fessions, unbacked by deeds, from the members of 
any foreign capitalist Government could no longer 
affect the situation in Russia. We believe that ere 
long they will cease to affect the situation here. 

E. Svivia PANKHURST, | 

THE DEATH OF ARTHUR HORTON 
Ever since Lord Curzon announced that con- 

scientious objectors in poor health would be 
released, efforts have been made to secure the 
release of Arthur Horton, who had been in prison 
for 13 months. Passéd as A1, he contracted a 
cough during his first imprisonment in Wands- 
worth, and in September, 1917, he told his sister 
he was a dying man. On December gth or roth 
he was taken ill, and later broncho- 
pneumonia. On January 4th his friends were 
informed that he was seriously ill and on the free 
visiting list. On January 6th the Home Office 
sent a doctor to visit him at Prison, 
where he had been confined since September roth, 
and on the evening of the same day two trained 
nurses were brought from Birmingham to attend 
him. He died on January 16th. At the inquest 
a fellow C.O. prisoner, J. H. Hudson, M.A., a 
schoolmaster, and Labour candidate for Eccles, 
was called to give evidence. The ‘‘Manchester 
Guardian” gives the following report of Mr. 
Hudson’s evidence :— | 
“Horton regarded him as 

sulted him many times about 
was first taken ill there was 
there was no heat 

| described by Mr. Hudson is 
fairly typical of the attitude of prison officials and 
medical officers towards cases of illness. 
MILITARY AGE TO BE LOWERED? 
The Bill to within the of national re 

sage of ben 0 te ae ea 
be regarded with grave suspicion. M Fisher said ve ‘ r. sai 
that the lads were estimated to number 000.—It is 
always just 750,000 more victime who are needed to win 
the Wa 

ANOTHER RATIONING SCHEME 
J. H. Dickinson, in the “‘Manchester Guardian.” 

gests that expenditure on food per adult be limited to at 
a week, and that special food money be sold at the post office each week on tation of the registration card. 

should be made, to cover rent, , ot. 
J. H. Dickinson, might vary from 2d. at the 
restaurant to 2s. 6d., 10s. or more at the Carlton or Savoy. 

ty RD SERINE RADE AR eT 
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