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z SPARTACAN SPARKS T
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There is music in the air.

“Allies to restore Belgian Scrap of Paper.” Some
people never learn from experience.

“Czar's death more brutal than that of Louis XVL.”
But then, consider how often he died.

“Rebels rule Constantinople.” One problem less
the Peace Conference will have to settie!

“Democracy died a violent death.” Dr. Stadtler of
Berlin. And none so poor to do her reverence.

He may not have kept us out of war, but he certainly
is successful in keeping us out of peace.

“Shadow of Lenin rules Peace Conference.”
Oh well, coming events always cast their shadows
before.

“President Wilson peeved at Peace Conference.”
Ye Gods, upon what meat doth this our Ceasar feed
that he hath grown so great.

“American troops in Archangel fighting by the light
of the Aurora Borealis.”

That is just about as much light as the parents of
the boys up there have been getting.

“Twelve professors to go to France to combat Bol-
shevism in American Army.”

Too late, but then the professors may learn some-
thing, providing they are intelligent.

“Samuel Gompers lands at New York, and with
tears streaming down his face, exclaims, ‘Thank God,

my country’.
And this from an English Jew.

Did you notice how many stars were in the service
flag of the late but not lamented or forgotten American
Protective League in your city?

Neither did we. As Shakespeare says: There ain’t
no sich animal.

McClure’s April. “Gompers went to work when he
was eleven years old. With the wolf at his own door,
he went out to toil for the betterment of the masses.
Yet capital found him a fair and helpful friend.”

And labor found a Judas Iscariot.

According to Lloyd George, Lord Northcliffe is suf-
fering from the disease of vanity, and according to
Lord Northeliffe, the Prime Minister is an “ignorant
mendacious dodger.”

Sometimes they do tell the truth, don’t they?

He also kept us out of war,
and

Open covenants openly arrived at,
and

Oh, what’s the use.

“T would sooner let Bolshevism take its course in
Russia than see England bankrupt.” Lloyd George.
This is evidently a distinction without a difference.

“French take Wilson Pledge as Guaranty.”
For reference we would refer the French to Jim
Smith, Jim Nugent, Col. Harvey and McCombs.

“Austria turns down Soviet, wants Socialism.”
No wonder the capitalist press is all balled up.

“Paderewski done playing in public.”
As a statesman, Ignatz is a damn good piano player.

In 1919 Wilson gave us a “psychological” panic; now
we are getting a “psychological” peace.

We too, have been Burlesoned.
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May Day., 1919

By ]ohn Keracher

AY DAY, the day of hope and promise, is this
year more expressive than ever of proletarian
aspirations. In past years this day has stood

out clearly as the annual day of protest, demonstration,
and commemoration; this year it is also a day of cele-
bration.

Wherever and whenever the conscious workers have
paraded and demonstrated, or assembled in mass meet-
ing, May Day has been the occasion for the renewal of
pledges of solidarity, and reviewing the outstanding
events in the historic struggles of the slave class for
freedom. They recall the great labor strikes in the
modern capitalist countries, the Ludlows, Lawrences
and Calumets; and earlier, on the European field, the
1848 rebellion in Germany and Austria, and in France
the heroic struggle of the Communards in the days of
the Paris Commune; the Russian revolution of 1905,
with its notorious “Bloody Sunday.”

These landmarks on the highway to emancipation
have served as an inspiration, from the ashes of which
has arisen phoenix-like the spirit of proletarian re-
volt to bouy up and carry forward the militant workers
to further efforts—to renew the fight against class
dominance and exploitation, and bear aloft again with
renewed vigor the red standard of the oncoming rev-
olution. On May Day our minds travel far back into
past phases of the age-long struggle of the slave class.
We go back to Carthage, Greece and Rome, with their
wonderful civilizations, resting upon the bended backs
of vast multitudes of slaves. Many of these had known
liberty and enjoyed equality in their free communistic
tribes before the imperial masters fastened the yoke
of servitude upon their young man and womanhood.

In these reminiscences of the past there flares up like
a beacon light the brilliant struggle for liberty made
by the slaves of Rome under their noble and valiant
leader, Spartacus. A Thracian by birth, Spartacus
fought as a mercenary soldier for Rome, but deserted
the ranks as did many of those “conseripts” or hired
fighters during that period. Later he was captured
and sold as a slave to the gladiator school at Capua,
where the slave revolt first broke out. He, together
with a band of his fellow slaves, escaped from the
school and took refuge on Mount Vesuvius, 73 B. C.
With two lieutenants, also escaped slaves—Celts,
named Crixus and Oenomaus— he gathered around
him an army of rebellious slaves who for two years
held complete sway in southern Italy, defying all the
power of imperial Rome. But finally he was defeated,
and died sword in hand fighting against the master
class that had enslaved him and his followers.

Through the medieval period, the class struggle
manifested itself chiefly in the struggles of the pro-
ducing class of the towns for freedom from the abso-
lute yoke of the fuedal aristocracy. Even within the
towns themselves there was constant friction between
the groups within the guilds; the forerunners of the
modern proletariat and bourgeoisie,

With the advent of capitalism appeared the various
bourgeois revolts such as the Lutheran Reformation in
(Germany, the Cromwellian revolution in England, and
greatest of all the French revolution of 1789. In all
of these revolutions, despite the fact that the workers
were but fighting the battles of one master class as
against another, there were always distinct working
ciass movements, which portrayed more clearly the
historic mission of the proletariat as time advanced.
There were the Anabaptists under Thomas Munzer
during the Reformation; in England there appeared
the Levellers, while the great French revolution
brought into being the Grachhi under Babouf.

As capitalism became further developed with its
deeper class antagonisms, these workers’ movements
take on a more aggressive form. In the revolutionary
movements of 1848, there occurred the Paris July In-
surrection in which three thousand workers were
massacred at the barricades. This same general
movement produced in Germany the Communists who
lung down the proletarian gauntlet to the exploiters in
the now historic Communist Manifesto. There is one
outstanding fact which that manifesto proclaimed:
That the proletariat is the only class capable of carry-
ing civilization forward; the class that is destined by
its own act to emancipate itself. The struggle for
proletarian emancipation first took definite form in the
Paris Commune of 1871, when the working class for
three whole months held political power.

The commemoration of these valiant struggles af-
fords us not only a source of inspiration to further ac-
tion but object lessons for the guidance of the organiz-
ed workers movement. The Communist Manifesto
with its vigorous injunction: Workingmen of all
countries unite! saw its practical application in the
formation of the First International. This practically
went out of existence with the tragic termination of
the Paris Commune.

The Second International, formed by different na-
tional groups of socialists, was responsible for the in-
auguration of the International Labor Day. It was at
the International Socialist Congress of 1889, in the
city of Paris, that the resolution was introduced by
American delegates for the setting aside of the first
day of May for the celebration of International Labor
Day. The object of the resolution was to use such a
day to get the workers of all races and nationalities
to celebrate throughout the world their own holiday,
and thus demonstrate to the world that in spite of ar-
tificial boundaries that their interests are the same,
and they all belong to one class. Thus we see that May
Day was not handed.down from above by a “benevo-
lent” master class, like the Christmas and Easter holi-
days, but has been set up by the workers themselves
and mantained by them in spite of all opposition.

The hopes and aspirations that May Day typifies
were dashed to the ground with the advent of the
world war and the collapse of the International, In
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the chaos and disorder that ensued only here and
there a bright gleam of revolutionary consciousness
flashed out of the darkness, proving that the spirit of
revolt was not dead. These manifestations came in
many instances from the elements that had stead-
fastly refused to support the Second International be-
cause of its reactionary character. There was great -re-
joicing in the capitalist camp when their press pro-
claimed that “the shibboleth of internationalism had
perished.” Reaction was triumphant in every land.
The acquisitions of organized labor—the result of
years of struggle—were cast at the feet of the goddess
of national patriotism. Civic rights of all kinds, free-
dom of speech, press and assemblage, were completely
suspended. The workers of all countries were at each
others throat.

Then, out of the midst of death and disaster there
flashed like a meteor in the night the Russian revolu-
tion. How anxiously the class conscious workers of
all countries followed the course of its development.
Hope again beat high in the ranks of those not com-
pletely under the spell of jingoistic democratic phrases.
With one blow the Russian proletariat demonstrated
that international socialism was NOT dead, but only
the miserable perversions that had masqueraded as
socialism for so long.

Once more the class struggle takes definite form,
vigorously shaping its course through the noise and
confusion of a world war. The weakest link in the
capitalist chain of nations had snapped with a stag-
gering force and although for a time the loose ends
were held together by a middle-class government, the

breach soon widened under pressure of the revolution-
ary workers and peasants. Soon after the ascendancy
of the Bolsheviki to power the revolution crossed the
German border and smote the militaristic power of
the Junkers, defeated the Kaiser and his crew, and
drove them into exile. Since then the progress has
been so rapid and so extensive that a detailed account
of it is well-nigh impossible.

The revolution is in full swing this May Day
throughout the whole of Central Europe. The work-
ers are rising in their might, struggling to cast off
the age-old yoke of servitude. So this May Day above
all others is a day of action. Their fight is our fight;
their losses our losses; our heads bend with theirs as
we recall on this day the noble sacrifice of the Sparta-
can leaders of the modern slaves—Karl Liebknecht
and Rosa Luxemberg; and last but not least, their tri-
umphs are our triumphs.

May the American proletariat draw strength and
inspiration for action from the militant working class
of Central and Eastern Europe. True, we are far re-
moved from the actual scene of action; in a different
land with, at present, different conditions but that is
no reason for apathy. The proletarian revolution
while expressing itself differently in different countries
with different settings is, nevertheless, by the very na-
ture of modern society, a world revolution. The char-
acteristic developments of it cannot be accurately fore-
told, nor the exact line of method of action predeter-
mined by those destined to participate in the conflict.
Meanwhile, let us on this May Day pledge ourselves to
adhere tenaciously to uncompromising and unceasing
struggle for Proletarian Emancipation.

Peace or Revolution?

ROM surface indications it would appear that the

gentelmen composing the peace conference had
»=__ finally reached some definite conclusions as to the
main outline to be followed by the Allied countries.

The problems confronting the Big Four were stupen-
dous. First of all the conference had to decide wheth-
er it wanted international imperialism or international
socialism, and as there was only one choice, the result
was the League of Nations. Then there came the ques-
tions of indemnities and the one of territories. To the
socialist these problems are quite simple, but to the
Bourgeoisie they were quite complicated, and were
made more so by the fact that the agreement arrived
at had to conform apparently, if not actually, to the
fourteen points laid down by the Professor from
Princeton.

Russia, which has instituted the Dictatorship of the
Proletariat, is naturally placed in the position of be-
ing forced to wage a continuous war against the other
nations of the world, and the others must necessarily
enter into combat against her. This is so because the
governments of these nations are controlled by differ-
ent classes, and the class war is a continuous one. Both
states are class states. The one ruled and controlled
by the Bourgeoisie and for the benefit of the Bour-
geoisie. The other ruled and controlled by the Prole-
tariat and for the benefit of the Proletariat. The state
which is ruled and controlled by the proletariat has
this advantage over the state ruled and controlled by

the bourgeoisie. The proletarian state must erush the
bourgeoisie of its own country and reduce them to the
status of workers, and this is accomplished by taking
away from them the means of production and utilizing
them for the benefit of the workers. The bourgeois
state is unable to eliminate the proletariat for the
reason that it relies upon the proletariat to produce
the surplus on which it feeds, and further, it needs a
section of the proletariat to keep the workers at home
in subjection, and at the same time is forced to eall
upon the workers to combat their revolutionary com-
rades of other countries. To allow Russia to continue
would simply be holding out the constant temptation to
the workers of the rest of the world to do what they
are doing, i. e., eliminate the bourgeoisie. Now that
Russia has demonstrated to the world that the work-
ers are capable of running their own industries, the
bourgeoisie of the other countries have been thrown
into a state hysteria, because of the fact that
the workers of the other countries might get similar
notions and decide to do the same thing. If the na-
tions of the world go on in the same old way, without
co-operating with each other, they will be swallowed
up, so the only logical thing to do is to combine, for in
union there is strength. It was the only alternative
and they followed the advice of Benjamin Franklin,
who in a similar situation, said: “We must hang to-
gether, or we will hang separately.”

The question of indemnities was just as serious and
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fraught with as much danger. Lloyd-George, in
seeking re-election, and those who were swept into of-
fice with him, pledged themselves to get the last farth-
ing from Germany, to help pay the enormous debt con-
tracted to conduct the war. Belgium and Servia simply
must have funds in order to rehabiliate themselves,
and Frnace is placed in a similar position. Without an
indemnity these countries will face insurmountable
obstacles. Circumstances therefore force these coun-
tries to demand their pound of flesh. But in demand-
ing this they are playing into the hands of the enemy.
The workers of Germany naturally cannot pay any in-
demnity out of their wages, and it is questionable
whether the bourgeoisie can extract a big enough sur-
plus out of the workers and at the same time conduct
the industries. The only alternative the bourgeoisie of
Germany have is to turn the state over to the prole-
tariat, if the Allies insist upon getting a large indem-
nity, and as this would only make matters worse for
the bourgeoisie of the Allied countries, we can confi-
dently assert that the indemnity will not be as large as
anticipated. This, no doubt, will be a severe blow to
France and the other countries that have been devas-
tated, and a severe blow to Lolyd-George, because he
will not be able to make good his election pledges, al-
though in the past election pledges, have never been
much respected, no less carried out, but at present a
large part of the English workers are in that frame of
mind where it is dangerous to trifie with them. In ad-
dition to these troubles, the German Empire is split-
ting up, and there seems to be a steady progression on
the part of the South German states to leave Prussia
to fight it out aolne. Bavaria has already gone the
same way as Hungary. Saxony, Wurtenburg and
Baden are on the way. Austria is likely to fellow suit.
Yet these countries will have to pay their share of the
indemnity which the Allies are demanding, - and if
Prussia is compelled to stand the thing alone, the bour-
geoisie will throw up its hands and turn the state over
to the proletariat. It reminds us of the old advertise-
ment. “Going, going, gone.”

The territorial problem from a nationalistic stand-
point is just as difficult as the others. The United
States wants nothing in the line of territories, but will
no doubt secure compensation some other way. Italy in-
sists upon getting Fiume, which someone else insists
should not go to Italy. Orlando insists upon getting it,
because if he does not there is great likelihood of
trouble in Italy, which resembles a tinder box at pres-
ent. If Italy does not get the coveted territory
she will come out of the war empty handed, and if she
does get Fiume then there is great likelihood of trouble
in the Balkan Peninsula. Truly a sorry mess. Then
to make confusion worse confounded, along comes Ig-
natz from Poland, who has achieved a reputation for
producing melodious and mellifluous tones, and strikes
an attitude which is anything but harmonious. The
long haired one insists that Danzig must go to Poland,
but it so happens that the country surrounding Danzig
and Danzig itself is inhabited by Germans. This, there-
fore, then, comes in direct conflict with the self deter-
mination of peoples. But without Danzig, Poland is
without a port, and will therefore be economically de-
pendent upon ifs neighbors. A serious plight.

Having considered the various phases of the prob-
lems, the workers of the different nations probably will
ask, What do the workers get out of all this? The

people, the workers of this country probably will be
satisfied to know that Alsace-Lorraine goes to France,
that Italy gets the Italia Irredenta, and Ignatz, the
piano player, gets Danzig, and on the first of the
month when the landlord wants his rent all we will
have to do is to tell him what a wonderful piano player
Paderewski is, and he will hand us a receipt. And
when the children want shoes we can tell the merchant
that the immigration officials are now deporting all the
agitators and everything will be lovely. The workers
of England will be satisfied to know that Britannia still
rules the waves, that the good Queen George and King
Mary still occupy the throne by the Grace of God. The
Belgians will be tickled to death to learn that they
will again be allowed to work, maybe, and that they will
again be protected against the next war by all the Big
Powers. France has gotten her revenge, and this will
no doubt satisfy the French workers. The people of
Germany, the poor devils, have learned that they were
betrayed, and before the year is up will learn that the
crowd now running things in Berlin are of the same
stripe as the ones who were kicked out, the only differ-
ence being that those who rule now have not yet had
time to pin medals on each other. The Russians and
Hungarians have at any rate gotten rid of their masters
and emancipated themselves. Each day brings news
of further revolts. As we go to press the plot thickens.
Verily, the grave diggers of capitalism are on the job!

Ad maiorem proletari gloriam.

The Mooney Strike

HEN the call for the Mooney Congress recently

held in Chicago was made, the response was

such as to surprise even those who issued the
call. From east and west, north and south, came dele-
gates from the most conservative branches of Ameri-
can labor organizations. It was a gathering of men
who more truly represented the rank and file of the
American Federation of Labor than any convention of
that organization on record. The delegates came with
instructions to vote in favor of a general strike, if
such drastic action were necessary to free Mooney.
They obeyed instructions. There was not one dis-
senting vote, nay, not one dissenting voice, against the
use of the general strike. They did more. Plans were
formulated to carry the case to a definite conclusion,
so that there may at no time be any hesitation in the
propaganda to arouse the workers to act as a unit in
his cause.

It was not merely the Mooney case which brought
about the feeling necessary to this action. Tom
Mooney was merely the vehicle by which these men
expressed their resentment against the oppressive
laws which, under the guise of war-time necessity, our
rulers have used to shackle labor and render impotent
its effort to ward off the encroachments of eapital.
The powder wag there—the Mooney case was but the
first spark to alight in its midst.

And what a spark! The workers by studying the
Mooney case are beginning to realize the nature of
class struggle. It exposed the nature of government
in its true colors and has demonstrated conclusively
the hopelessness of recourse to the courts of the mas-
ters for the redress of any grievances they may have,

This is of supreme importance, for as long as the
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worker is laboring under the delusion that by appeal-
ing to the state he may receive redress for his wrongs,
so long will he remain in ignorance of the class
nature of government,

But the American worker is learning the lesson. One
of the things necessary to capturing the powers of the
state is the destruction of the confidence in the pres-
ent rulers. Homestead, Ludlow, Calumet, Debs,
Moeney, Haywood, the world war, the War Labor
Board, conscription and the Peace Conference — all
these have added thdir bit toward destroying the con-
fidence of the workers. These incidents were all of
historic necessity, for just as no remedy can be de-
vised until the need for it is evidenced, so too the
dictatorship of the proletariat is impossible until the
failure of the present rulers to function in the interest
of the workers has become firmly established.

Care must be taken that the agitation for the re-
lease of Mooney does not interfere with real class-
conscious agitation. Our efforts must be expended
only when the fight to free Mooney is waged as a class
war issue. An attempt may be made to use the
Mooney case as a means to forestall action in the case
of Debs and other class war prisoners. This must be
guarded against, for it would indeed be a triumph for
the reactionaries in the labor movement if they could
confine all action to Mooney while Debs, Haywood and
others serve long terms of imprisonment.

The Mooney case has further possibilities. There
has long been a feeling of estrangement between the
rank and file of the labor movement and their leaders,
as expressed by Gompers and Company, whose main
function in these stirring times seems to be to prevent
the workers from taking any action which might em-
barass the powers that be, no matter how essential
such action may be to the welfare of the rank and
file. Their indifference, nay their antagonism, may
be the straw which will destroy whatever influence
they may have in determining the course of the labor
movement in this country.

Already they have launched a slanderous compaign
against the Mooney Strike by such lying statements
as recently appeared in the Michigan Unionist, pub-
lished in Lansing. The issue of March 4th contains
the statement that “the radical socialists, I. W. W. and
Bolshevik agitators who in a convention in Chicago
called for the purpose of aiding Tom Mooney
in his fight for justice—but manifestly a crude at-
tempt to foist upon the American workingmen the
utter ahsurdity of the Soviet madness—threatened to
take charge of the American labor movement and
steer it into a nation-wide srike and what not else.”

This statement is a deliberate falsehood for only
those delegates bearing credentials from bona fide A.
F. of L. organizations were seated at the Mooney Con-
gress. Its tirade against the Bolsheviki will only re-
sult in widening the gulf which has for some time ex-
isted between the men and the “machine.” The sym-
pathies of the rank and file are with the Workers
Government of Russia and the spectre of Bolshevism
has no terrors for them. It is rather a ray of hope
in an otherwise beclouded sky.

There is an attitude of expectancy manifesting itself
in the labor movement. No one knows what tomorrow
may bring forth. In spite of the warning against cut-
ting wages which was issued by far-seeing employers,
wages have been reduced and hours increased; the cost

of the necessities of life which receded a few cents
again threatens to outdo its former record. The stand-
ard of living of the average worker has been reduced;
the buying power of wages is lower than before the
war, and this in spite of the fact that wages have
been increased in a great many instances.

No one can adequately gauge the power of the Amer-
ican proletariat. America, unlike Europe, has no tra-
ditional working class. The great natural resources of
this continent gave to every man of ability an oppor-
tunity of rising above the station of the wage-slave.
But this has all been changed in recent years. The
conclusion is slowly but firmly being foreced upon
the consciousness of the American worker that he can
rise only with his class, His environment is rushing
him forward at break-neck speed. The worker of to-
day is not worker of six months ago.

Progress comes always from the bottom upward;
never from the top down. Power tends always to-
ward conservatism. No sooner has a class or an indi-
vidual ascended to power than the forces which render
their ideas and tactics obsolete are at work to replace
them with others who more nearly conform to the
ideas of those who suffer or benefit by their actions.
Just as the labor movement of Great Britain was fore-
ed to act over the head of its leaders, so are events
paving the way for similar action in this country.

—FRED W. HURTIG.

Radicalism a la Mode

o ADICALISM” has become fashionable. To be
in the mode now one must speak of “the rad-
icals” in an intimate sort of way, discuss “rad-

ical” movements, advocate “radical” changes, and be

a regular fire-eater generally. ‘“Have you read Upton

Sinclair’s latest book ?” asks our hero when you meet

him on the street; Isn’t it fine that the A. F. of L. is

coming out flat-footed for freedom of speech?” “Did

you hear that radical sermon in the Congregational

church last Sunday?” And some one else, fresh from

a perusal of a New Republe editorial or Wilson’s “Four-

teen Points,” sidles up to a Socialist with an unmis-

takable air of comraderie and remarks, “Why, I'm a

radical myself.”

Even the churches are becoming “radical”’—taking
them at their own valuation. There are “open forums”
in our Y. M. C. A’s where questions of the day are
discussed ‘“from all angles.” Respectable pastors are
almost preaching revolution—but not quite. In fact,
wherever people congregate you will find self-styled
“radicals,” whose opinions are about as vague as the
use of the term implies. The word “radical” may mean
anything or nothing; it is an euphemistic expression
supposed to be a password into Socialist circles, but at
the same time not connecting any definite Socialist idea
that would at all embarrass its possessor in a bourgeois
drawing-room.

It is a bit disgusting to observe the importance at-
tached to this word by some Socialists. Even “mem-
bers of the party” may be heard referring to Anar-
chism as “more radical” than Socialism; whereas as
a matter of fact Anarchism is “radical” only in the
sense that it is radically wrong. The same class of
half-informed Socialists look with admiration and
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favor upon the “radical” platforms of the Non-Partisan
League and the Catholic Bishops and the “Committee
of Forty-Eight.” It is essential that the working-class,
in order not to be misled, realize that these are signs,
not that eapitalism is on the verge of adopting Social-
ism, but that an ambuscade has been set for the
awakening proletariat. We must realize that these pro-
grams are not for proletarian emancipation, but for
proletarian palliation. They may be regarded as signs
of capitalist capitulation only under this condition,
that the proletariat maintains warily its class-con-
scious, uncompromising position on the basis of Marx-
ism—and nothing else. No “radicalism” will do as a
substitute.

One of the striking phases of this Cult of the Radical
is the flood of red that has today dyed a multitude of
emotional Socialists who were but yesterday decidedly
lukewarm in their allegiance to revolutionary princi-
ples. These are aptly called “November Bolsheviks”

—Bolsheviks who out-revolt the original revolution-
ists. They revel in descriptions of “mass-action” and
are not averse to riots—anything that has a “radical”
look, whatever the basis or the object may be. Such
Socialists, who may have scarcely a speaking acquaint-
ance with the “Communist Manifesto,” call loudly for
the immediate organization of “Soldiers’ and Work-
ingmen’s Councils” in the United States, styling all
calmer Socialists “Mensheviks,” forgetful of the fact
that these “Councils” may, if controlled by reactionary
elements, hinder rather than help the Socialist cause.
What is needed by these discontented soldiers and work-
men is rapid educational work, intensive and extensive,
in the principles of Scientific Socialism, so that these
“Soldiers and Workmen’s Councils,” when organized
under the pressure of social conditions, will contain
the largest possible number of well-informed Marxians.
It is SOCIALISTS that are needed now, not “radicals.”

—OAKLEY C. JOHNSON.

Lions, Lambs and Other Animals

HE founder and first editor of the “Saturday
Evenng Post” of Philadelphia was Benjamin
Franklin. Franklin was a man of literary tal-

ent as well as one who had a considerable understand-
ing of economics. It was he who defined man as a
tool-making animal—a definition that the present edi-
tor would do well to ponder on; certainly if he had one-
third the grasp of economics that was Franklin’s he
could not make the absurd mistakes that are to be
found in the editorial columns of the “Post.”

George Horace Lorimer has a sonorously resounding
name, but alas, it is the empty wagon that makes the
most noise. Recently we happened on one of his edi-
torials and were amazed at the profound thought and
brilliant argument to be found there. Ourselves over-
come with admiration we hasten to share with you
these pearls from the pen of the modern bearer of
Benjamin’s standard:

The French Minister of Commerce spoke recently about
his country’s situation. There is a huge wastage to be made
good, a heavy debt to be borne. In that respect other coun-
tries find themselves in much the same position, so stiff com-
petition should be expected, for raw materials on the one
hand and for markets for finished goods on the other. Be-
sides dislocation of her industries, due to war, France’s man
power or labor power is seriously diminished.

That, briefly put, is the nation’s problem—a hard problem,
certainly. But M. Clementel turned to the other side of the
account—namely, to the, mighty things France had accom-
plished during more than four years of a life-and-death
struggle. The great achievements of war, he said, had been
possible by united effort--all working heartily together. And
to solve, the problem of reconstruction France must reject
the German idea of implacable division along class lines and
adopt a French idea of co-operation of all classes in the

common interest.

So then, “the idea of implacable division along class
lines” is exclusively German. That class lines were
rigidly drawn in Germany is true enough, but to make
the ignoble “Hun” bear all the odium of the bourgeois
anti-aristocrat hatred would surely astonish the vener-
able Franklin could he be a reader today of the paper
he founded more than a century ago. War, as well as
politics makes strange bed-fellows.

Not so many years ago “perfidious Albion” was re-
garded by Americans and French as the staunchest

defender of “implacable” class division. Still, it is of
little importance; let it stand. We will consider “im-
placable division as being essentially German and “co-
operation of all classes” French. The word “impla-
cable” seems to be a favorite with Mr. Lorimer; we
find in the next paragraph that the Socialist theory is
also guilty of something “implacable.”

The Socialist theory is that all those who engage in pro-
duction must align themselves in two implacably hostile
classes and fight until one destroys the other. It is founded
on as false and shallow a notion as ever gained extensive
currency among men—the notion of an inveterate hostility

between the interests of capital and the interests of labor,
so that one can prosper only at the expense of the other.

Before Mr. Lorimer pooh-poohs us altogether out of
court may we (respectfully and quite humbly) ask from
whom this “Socialist theory” was derived? It must
have been that other great economist who writes for the
“Post”’—“English” William Walling. None other could
attain to such heights of absurdity. In spite of the
dizzy pinnacles of authority reached by that notorious
renegade we must warn Mr. Lorimer against being
taken in by shysters of Walling’s stamp. Being a cap-
italist journal we do not expect the editor of the “Post”
to know anything really worth while, but before rush-
ing into an unfamilar field he ought to take the advice
of Mark Twain and “inquire.”

We do not contend that “all those engaged in pro-
duction must align themselves in two implacably hos-
tile classes and fight until one destroys the other”;
that isn’t even good imitation Socialism. Our position
is the exact opposite. We insist that those who “en-
gage in production” must co-operate to the end that
the fruits of production shall be the property of the
producers, Inasmuch as the Socialist program ecalls
for the personal participation of all the able-bodied in
production (using the term to include the socially nec-
essary distribution, ete.) it must follow that there shall
be co-operation of all the individuals in society for so-
ciety’s benefit, collectively and individually. Apparent-
ly very simple but still a bit deep for those champions
of co-operation who wish the producers to continue co-
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operating for the benefit of the capitalist class. We
would discontinue that system which obliges the ma-
jority of society to slave for the comfort an enrichment
of that powerful minority which owns the means of
production but does not operate them. Our program
calls for a genuine co-operation in the “sweet” as well as
the sweat of production. Truly “a false and shallow
notion.” We do not desgire to destroy the capitalist
class in the sense that Mr. Lorimer wishes to infer.
We are not wasting any effort on the products—we are
gunning for the system, not its fruits. We are fighting
the capitalist system because we are out for the co-oper-
ative commonwealth. If the capitalists, personally or
as a class get in the way of social progress they will
most likely get run over. The industrial overlords of
today might well study the history of the Bourbons.
The lesson is clear—those who throw their puny
strength against the awful might of social revolution
will be destroyed. The Social Revolution demands no
bloody sacrifice; it is the attempt to stay the march of
material, social advance by physical force on the part of
the tottering ruling classes that has caused the whole-
sale destruction in past revolutions.

Mr. Lorimer is not the first to misrepresent Social-
ist theory or to try to explain away the class struggle.
Not that he makes a real effort to explain anything—
that would require some research and hard thinking.
Editors of the capitalist press are not paid to explain
social phenomena. Their function is to charm the;
sheep into acquiescence or indifference while the kind
shepherds lead them to the shearing. If the sweet
strains fail in their purpose a hulabaloo about nothing
will serve to confuse their weak minds until driven
to the desired spot.

Socialists refuse to be lulled or confused. They have
the annoying habit of basing their arguments and
theories on uncompromising, unpoetic, material actual-
ities. To enter the controversial ring with them is per-
ilous business. To honestly state a Socialist position
and then to logically refute it step by step and in en-
tirety is an impossibility. The defender of the capital-
ist system has no better tactic than to let loose such a
broadside of reverberating phrases as will stun the
public into a sort of intellectual stupor.

If there were no Russian example common sense and com-
mon experience could still affirm positively that reconstruc-
tion would fail to make progress in any country exactly in
proportion as that destructive idea prevailed; for if there is

anything common sense and common experience know it is
that men prosper by co-operating and not by fighting.

Mr. Lorimer doesn’t say so openly, but it is quite
evident that the way reconstruction is going in Russia
doesn’t please him. We gather that from the cloud of
smoky words. We are not surprised that he does not
approve of a society that requires capitalists to take
orders from their “co-operating producers”—it isn’t
nice or democratic and the liberty of the capitalists to
direct production in their own interests is seriously in-
terfered with. The last reliable information from Rus-
sia indicated that reconstruction on the plan of co-
operation among the producers was going on rapidly
and successfully. There was some opposition from
those who preferred a different sort of co-operation—
ander the direction and to the benefit of those who had
formerly owned the means of production or had hoped
to in the future. It is likely that the worker’s govern-
ment would not have interfered with the opposition if
they had confined themselves to objections. But as al-

ways, the reactionaries tried to resort to force in order
to bring their objections to the workers’ attention. The
details of what followed are still being disputed. It
seems to be agreed, however, that 1918 was not a good
year for capitalist counter-revolutions in Russia. It is
also agreed that the wealthy and their intellectual toad-
ies have not prospered-—some are said to be in desper-
ate straits, that is, for capitalists. Former landowners
without their necessary wine, women and song (except
the International), and duchesses working for a living.
Truly an intolerable state of affairs in the eyes of a
sentimental American bourgeois.

The editorial is brought to a triumphant close with as
entertaining a piece of utter nonsense as we have seen
in many a day. Were not the Philadelphian dignity of
the “Post” so well established we should take it all as a
jest.

Buyers and sellers represent opposing interests; one wants
the goods cheap; the other wants them dear. They do not
fight, but sit down and dicker until they reach a point where
they can agree; and at that point, by and large, both of them
profit by trading. The interests of capital and labor are in
opposition to the same degree. Socialism’s stock in trade is
to prevent them from agreeing. It would be difficult to im-
agine a less serviceable doctrine—especially in this junc-
ture of the world’s affairs.

A picture irresistably presents itself to our mind.
Henry Dubb and the suave Mr. Grabitall are seen sit-
ting on opposite sides of a Beevo keg in a “friendly
dicker” over the price of Henry’s labor-power. Henry,
clad in patched overalls, well-worn brogans and the con-
ventional paper cap. His guileless countenance carries
the uneasy expression of one who is conscious of his im-
pending trimming. His master, clad in elegantly cut
clothes, shiny shoes and silk hat, bears his character-
istic benevolent smile.

We anxiously observe them approaching “that point,
by and large” where “both of them profit by trading.”
As his final argument, Henry, sweat of unaccustomed
mental effort running down his “brow,” presents last
month’s bill (unpaid) for food, clothing and rent. Mr.
Grabitall, after a struggle, capitulates and grants a
wage sufficient to cover the amount. He severely lec-
tures Henry’s lack of thrift and then generously adds a
nickel for the movies just to show that the capitalist
has a heart after all,

At this point the socialist ridicules Henry for selling
his services like his long-eared brother for mere hay,
shelter and harness. We point out to him that his
labor-power produces wealth far in excess of the cost
of his own maintenance as well as that of Mrs. Dubb
and the Dubblets. We insist that he claim the entire
social value of his product. It is our purpose to per-
suade him not to accept anything else. Because he is
so much like his brother we, who are also workingmen,
must accept the meagre ration that contents him. We
cannot accomplish the capture of the State and our
emancipation without his help. With our Socialist doc-
trine we will shear his long ears.

We must acknowledge ourselves fully in accord with
Mr. Lorimer’s final opinion that ‘it would be difficult to
imagine a less serviceable doctrine—especially in this
juncture of the world’s affairs.” Less serviceable to
capitalism, surely! Naturally, they don’t like our doc-
trine. In this hour of danger the sweeter one of “Peace,
Love (and above all) HARMONY” must be inculcated
at any cost.

“The Lion and the Lamb shall lie down together"”—
with the lamb inside.

BREIT.
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International Notes
By John Keracher

A review of the recent events in the
Germany various German states reveals a con-
dition of unceasing struggle. Following close upon the
Hungarian revolution Bavaria proclaimed the dictator-
ship of the proletariat forcing the bourgeois govern-
ment to retreat from Munich, the capital.

For a time it seemed that the Ebert-Scheideman
forces had succeeded in suppressing the newly estab-
lished workers’ government, but simultaneously with
the reports of its overthrow came news of uprisings in
widely separated sections of the country. This would
indicate that the proletarian revolution is gaining in
spite of the repressive measures employed to crush it.

Twenty thousand strikers in the city of Danzig pro-
claimed their allegiance to the Soviet principle of gov-
ernment. In Saxony the workers are developing ex-
tensively the organization of workers and soldiers
councils. The moderate socialist government con-
tinues to maintain its existence by force of arms and
the most desperate measures, using all the strength of
the bourgeosie and their social institutions to with-
stand the onslaught of the proletariat.

Munich is again in the hands of the Communists,
with constant street fighting going on. In Berlin,
Chemnitz and Mannheim the bank clerks are on
strike, forcing all the large financial institutions to
close. The bankers have sent a delegation to Wiemar,
where the German cabinet still sojourns, to find out

what they are going to do about it.

R . The month’s progress in the first Red Re-
ussia public, although not spectacular, is

worthy of mention.

Odessa, on the Black Sea, was taken by the Bolshe-
viki, and likewise the greater part of the grain grow-
ing territory of Russia, the Ukraine, and the northern
part of the Crimea. This advance, great as it is from
the territorial standpoint, is nothing when compared
with the economic advantage in gaining possession of
this source of food supply. From a military standpoint
it puts the Bolsheviki in closer touch with the
Hungarian soviet forces.

Within Russia the Bolsheviki forces have met with
some reverses on the near-Eastern Tront, in their clash
with the counter-revolutionary government with
headquarters at Omsk, We read of a new frort being
established by the Bolsheviki in the Far ltast, near
Vladivostok. The Archangel district seems to be of
secondary importance, and judging from reports of
Allied regiments protesting against being forced to
fight, it appears that the Red Guard is holding its own.

Meantime the social groups within European Russia
which formerly gave considerable trouble to the Work-
ers’ Government, have either been won over to Bolshe-
vist rule, or have at least ceased to obstruct its decrees.
Notable in this respect is the attitude of the remnants
of the Mensheviki, who whilst still refusing to endorse
the principle of Bolshevism, record their opposition to
foreign intervention and pledge their support to the
government on that issue.

Roumanian forces are now being driven from Rus-
sian territory, through Bessarabia. Will the Rouman-
ian’s be able to stop the Bolsheviki at the border, or
will Roumania also become Red territory?

Another strong point in the Archangel situation is
that two of the Allied countries, England and America,
have empowered Dr. Fridjor Nansen, the Norwegian
explorer, to arrange an armistice with Russia on their
behalf through neutral channels. It is understood that
food is to be supplied through neutral channels provid-
ing the Bolsheviki cease fighting and allow the Amer-
ican and English troops to withdraw. Apart from the
advantage of securing supplies of food, the Bolshevik
northern army will be released for action elsewhere,
most likely against the anti-Bolshevik forces in the
East. The feeding of Russia now, one dispatch tells
us, is “humanitarian and not political.”

The proposal of Lenine to visit Budapest and there
call together a conference of representatives of the
New International has raised a storm of indignation in
the capitalist press, which only proves that the exploit-
ers of the working class in every land see the writing
on the wall. Russia, the new proletarian world power,
is shaking the very foundations of the present social

order.

L A Joint Industrial Council of
Great B r1tain  |aghor representatives and em-
ployers met in London and reported to Lloyd-George
their intention of making the council a permanent
body “to advise the Government on national and in-
dustrial questions.” “Sir Robert Horne read a letter
from the Premier welcoming the report and stating
that the Government would give it immediate and
sympathetic consideration. Later, Mr. Arthur Hender-
son moved a resolution welcoming the report, agreeing
to submit it to their constituent organizations for ac-
ceptance. Sir Allan Smith, for the employers, second-
ed, and the resolution was carried with acclamation.”
Doesn’t it sound like the doings of our old friend the
National Civie Federation? We wonder if this is the
result of British labor fraternizing with Sammy
Gompers. It is worthy of note that the miners and
transport workers refused to take part in the confer-
ence, although the miners have since endorsed its
findings.

The Mother of Parliaments was recently thrown into
an uyproar when some women appeared in the Strang-
ers’ Gallery of the House of Commons and loudly pro-
tested against the present parliamentary procedure,
demanding instead the Soviet form of government.
That was surely the last place on earth to look for it,
of course—but such happenings indicate the trend of
political opinion in John Bull’s islands.

Limerick, in the north of Ireland, is seething with
industrial strife; martial law has been proclaimed.

Lloyd-George has just broken with his political
team-mate Lord Northcliffe, who has been using his
chain of newspapers to criticise the Peace Delegates.
In replying to these attacks the Premier asserted that
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the noble lord was suffering from ‘“the disease of
vanity,” and charged that “he has been carried to the
point of sowing discord between nations upon whose
co-operation the peace of the world depends” * * *
“to make France distrust Great Britain and hate
America, and to make America, France and Italy
quarrel.”

Northcliffe is the spokesman of the Shylock element
in England who insist upon the full pound of flesh
from Germany and her former allies. Lloyd-George
and others are at least wise enough to realize that such
a policy might bring about the same fate as that which
overtook the authors of the “Brigand’s Peace” of Brest-
Litovsk.

The moderate policy of the British Premier in the
Paris negotiations brought forth from the Northcliffe
element in Parliament a telegram of protest which was
sent to Lloyd-George signed by four hundred members.
Evidently the Premier is now making his answer to
the telegram. To the average American these hap-
penings have little or no siginficance. A personal row
between two congressmen would have little effect upon
the general political situation in this country, but in
Britain a clash between these two powerful political
leaders means a new alignment of Parliamentary
forces, if not a general election as a consequence.

Already there is some talk of Lloyd-George lining up
with the Labor representatives; this would require no
great change of policy on his part as the parliamentary
labor group in England are but bourgeois radicals and
social patriots, little if any better than the Eberts and
Scheidemans of Central Europe. The straight social-
ist elements of Britain have no parliamentary repre-
sentation, although they are gathering considerable
strength within the labor movement and working class
organizations in general.

The National Socialist Party, as reactionary an
clement as can be found anywhere, recently called upon
the government to aid them in their fight against
Bolshevism in England, which goes to prove that the
workers movement has its Right and Left wings there
as in other countries. And judging from their frantic
squeals Bolshevism must have a considerable hold.
Taken altogether, the indications are that there is
trouble ahead for those in power in Merrie England.

C d The order recently enforced in Canada
anada  gyppressing all radical organizations and
literature has evidently had the opposite effect than
that intended. The organized labor movement has
split wide open. The unions in the eastern portion
tend to stick to the conservative policies so long pur-
sued but those in Western Canada have gone over al-
most entirely to the industrial form of organization.
The action to form such a union and to withdraw from
the old craft organizations was taken at the Inter-
Provincial Labor Conference at Calgary. The new body
will be known as the Federated Labor Party of West-
ern Canada and announces that its purpose is “fo se-
cure collective ownership and democratic operation of
wealth production.” The spirit of the conference can
best be understood through the statement of one of
the delegates that “they were not interested in giving
Canadian citizens the jobs held by aliens, as the only
alien existing so far as Labor is concerned is the cap-
italist.”

The Trades and Labor Council of Regina, Sask., has
voted to affiliate with the new organization.

The government at Ottawa is alarmed. One of the
senators of the Upper Chamber, Gideon Robertson,
Minister of Labor, announces that the Government in-
tends to appoint a commission, representative of both
capital and labor, for the purpose of bringing about
joint eontrol by capital and labor in certain industries.

Speaking of the “vast interests in common of capital
and labor,” Mr. C. H. Cahn, K. C., says, “no difficulties
can arise between them that cannot be solved, in a
manner reasonably satisfactory to all, by careful study
and investigation and by constant application of the
golden rule of doing unto others as we would have
others do unto us.”

This is the same Mr. Cahn, who, as chairman of the
Public Safety Department (which by the way, died in
its infancy) told of the menace of “bolshevism” in Can-
ada, and how certain manufacturers found it neces-
sary to arm those among their employes who were
“loyal” with revolvers. We presume they were only
preparing to put the Golden Rule into practice. Or
has Mr. Cahn made a mistake and put the last word
first—perhaps it is the Rule of Gold he has in mind.

At their recent convention, with delegates represent-
ing 9,000 coal miners in Alberta and part of British
Columbia, the United Mine Workers passed without a
dissenting vote and amid applause, the following: “Re-
solved, That greetings be conveyed from this conven-
tion to the Russian Soviets and all the workers of Rus-
sia struggling for the same millenium, the complete
overthrow of the capitalist system.”

P 1 d With the victorious march of the Bolshe-
olan vik forces in Ukrainia, the Polish and
Ukrainian bourgeois forces are showing a tendency to
drop their own quarrels. Poland’s plea for help has
been answered from Paris by the sending of Polish
legions from France. Danzig was selected as the en-
tering point for these regiments. It is difficult to
determine what arrangements have been entered into
between the Paderewski and Ebert governments.
Evidently Paderewski’s journey to Paris was for the
purpose of entering into some compromise. It is cer-
tain that the wily bunch who control the present Ger-
man government see the need for the Polish bourgeoisie
holding out against the proletarian rebels within and
the Bolshevik forces on their eastern border, for if
Poland goes over to the Reds the “democratic” govern-
ment in Germany will not last long.

I 1 Clash, clash, is the order of the day in the
taly Eternal City. Dispatches from Rome indicate
that with the coming of spring the proletarian revolu-
tion is beginning to sprout. Parades by a group of
socialists calling themselves Spartacans, commemorat-
ing Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg and demon-
strating sympathy with the Russian revolutionists,
were broken up by the police and patriotic sections of
the populace. These assailed the demonstrators and
tore down the red flags the marchers carried.

As in other countries, the socialists are sharply
divided—one group supporting the government and

the other in opposition.

Italy has for a long time been torn with unrest and
now that the war is over and revolution shaking the
powers of Central Europe, the populace is dividing on
the world-wide class issue.
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Our First Anniversary

ITH the present issue The Proletarian starts
upon the second year of its career. Much
water has flowed beneath the bridge since it

first appeared; much has been accomplished for the
furtherance of the working class cause. At this time
last year we were still in the midst of the world war;
black reaction was triumphant everywhere. Only in
Russia was there a ray of hope, and even there the
future appeared by no means promising. The im-
mengse difficulties to be overcome appalled all but the
most courageous; German armies were then marching
on Petrograd, threatening to crush the Soviets before
they could firmly establish their rule.

The Socialist movement in America was at its low-
est ebb. Working class papers were being suppressed
and barred from the mails; indictments and persecu-
tion of all who dared express opinions detrimental to
the dominant clagss were the order of the day. The
reactionaries who have for so long dominated our
movement seemed as firmly intrenched as ever. A
socialist paper which dared to take a critical attitude,
as did The Proletarian, was considered being guilty of
little short of heresy. Many cheerfully predicted its
early demise.

What a change has come over the scene!

The Russian revolution, after many anxious moments
and fighting its enemeis within and without, has con-
vincingly demonstrated its staying powers. Every at-
tempt to crush it, whether by the armed forces of the
German or Allied imperialists, or the more sinister at-
tacks of counter-revolutionists, have failed to shake the
determination of the Russian workers to establish their
own form of society.

More than that, the revolution has spread with
giant strides until it today threatens the whole of

-Europe. The provinces of the former Czar are now,

or soon will be, under Soviet rule. The red flag of
proletarian interntaionalism flies over Hungary and
Bavaria and the heroic struggles of the Sparta-
cans adds to the hope of the workers in every land.

This time last year the great question was: Who will
win the war? Today it is: What will stop Bolshevism?

The historic events in Europe have had their effect on
the movement in this country; the working class in
ever greater numbers are rallying around the standard
of international socialism. The change in view-point
on the part of the rank and file is almost unbelievable,
especially to those who have for years labored to place
the movement upon the straight and narrow path that
leads to victory. New papers, most of them with a
decided leaning toward the Left, are springing up.
Manifestos, all recognizing the need of a change in
Party policy, have been formulated and discussed. Left
Wing groups all over the country are making them-
selves heard; many Locals and one entire state organ-
ization have come out flat-footed for the repudiation
of the reform tactics of the past.

After the exposure of the counter-revolutionary ac-
tivities of the “Yellow” elements in the European social-
ist parties—the callous, brutal and murderous exploits
of Ebert, Scheideman and their counterparts—if there
be any of their ilk who believe they can impose the
same false concept of socialism on the working class of
this country they are sadly mistaken.

The Proletarian is well pleased with the progress
that has been made in this past year. Though the
socialist movement is still far from all that we could
wish, the tendency is unmistakably in the right direc-
tion. At the present time we feel that a paper based
squarely upon the class struggle and devoted to spread-
ing knowledge, encouraging education, and pointing out
the necessity for clarity on questions of principles and
tactics is more than ever needed.

We will continue the struggle against the system
until the goal is reached; we will continue the attack
upon all reactionary elements within until they realize
that there is no place in our movement for any who
are not socialists.

In this we ask the hearty co-operation of our

readers. THE EDITORS.

The Proletarian University of America

S NO mention has been made of the progress
of the Proletarian University of America for
some months it is possible that some of our

readers may have conciuded that the study class work
has been suspended. Again, some of our new readers
may not be aware of the existence of this organization.
It will not be out of place, therefore, to recount the
past and present activities in this field.

Following the State Convention of the Socialist Party
of Michigan, held in Detroit last September, a group
of the delegates met in the office of The Proletarian for
the purpose of combining and unifying the work of the
various study classes then in existence in this and
other states. The result was the formation of the
Proletarian University of America. Since that time

this organization has made rapid progress, and has
accomplished greater educational results than it is
possible to record in this article.

We are nearing the close of a successful season in
Detroit. Many classes have been conducted under the
auspices of the Proletarian University, drawing the
greater part of the students from the Young People’s
Socialist League and the various branches of Loeal
Detroit. In the language branches the Polish, Russian
and German comrades have conducted classes with
noteworthy results. It is worthy of mention also, that
classes in economics for members of the “economice or-
ganizations” have been successfully conducted within
the labor unions of the city. These classes have devel-
oped a goodly sized group who have a fairly thorough
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grasp of socialist fundamentals, with a few who show
promise of becoming capable speakers and writers.

The Comrades of Local Rochester, N. Y., have been
conducting five classes each week under the direction
of their secretary-organizer, C. M. O’'Brien. The stud-
ents there have shown marked progress. Judging from
reports that are received the study class activity has
placed Local Rochester in the front rank. A high
standard of average intelligence is a better standard
of measurement than one or two brilliant minds with
a large but uninformed following.

Through the efforts of a few Comrades, Local Buf-
falo (N. Y.) endorsed the study class work and in
January secured the services of one of the Comrades
associated with The Proletarian, who has since been
devoting his entire time to conducting classes in that
city. A recent report shows eight classes in full swing,
with many of the students developing into class in-
structors. The development of a well-informed group
in Buffalo will in time prove the greatest strength of
that Local.

Another Comrade who had long been active in the
study class work in Michigan, and who is now residing
in Chicago, reports that three classes have been or-
ganized and that there are excellent prospects for
further extension. Until quite recently, Chicago, next
to New York City, has been a center of reaction; but
thanks to the Russian and other groups, a fair start
has been made on the road to clarity.

In the western part of Michigan Comrade W. E.
Reynolds is conducting weekly classes in Muskegon,
Grand Rapids, Holland and Battle Creek. Excellent
work has been accomplished along these lines by D. E.
Earley, State Organizer.

Toward the end of 1918 the Comrades of the Left in
Minneapolis formed a class and affiliated with the P. U.
of A. Comrade A. L. Sugarman, who recently toured
Michigan, reports that excellent progress is being made.
On the Pacific Coast several classes have been formed,
those in Portland (Ore.) being especially successful.

Many inquiries are received from Comvrades in var-
ious sections as to the methods followed in thgse
classes, indicating thal considerable interest is being
taken in this phase of socialist activity. In answer to
these inquiries, and for the information of others who
may be interested, a brief outline of the methods used
will not be amiss.

In former issues we have recommended for beginners
Mary Marcy’s “Shop Talks on Economies,” to be fol-
lowed by the “Communist Manifesto.” After the class
has finished with one of the above mentioned books or
both, if enough members can be gathered another be-
ginner’s class should be started to go over the same
books while the old class goes on with the study of
Marx’s “Value, Price and Profit” or “Wage, Labor and
Capital,” by the same author. Engel’s “Socialism, Utop-
ian and Scientific” has been found to be an excellent
work for intermediary study followed by LaFargue’s
“Social and Philosophical Studies,” or his “The Evolu-
tion of Property.”

To those Comrades who are instrumental in start-
ing classes we would say that the choice of text books

depends largely upon the stage of advancement of the
class contemplated. Do not hesitate to go on with the
work, for after all, experience is the best teacher. The
class director will develop the tact and ecapacity for
dealing with little obstacles that may arise. Many im-
agine that in going through one of the above mentioned
books they should be able to explain every clause and
sentence, but while we are not advocates of superficial-
ity, we realize that it is possible for the students in
class work to get the full value of such classic works
only after many readings and re-readings. Still, it
should leave in the mind fo the average member an
outline or skeleton of the work, embracing the main
points. On this framework of fundamental knowledge
the student can go on building indefinitely.

The class director should insist upon each student
standing and reading slowly and distinctly, setting the
example by reading the passage the second time,
previous to discussing what has just been read. As a
matter of courtesy, the individual who has read the
passage should be given the first opportunity to explain
its meaning. Then it should be opened to the other
members of the class, to explain and bring out further
points. The director, of course, always tactfully keep-
ing the discussion on the actual subject matter just
read, and keeping those participating from wandering
from the subject.

The thing to keep in mind all the time is not what
the other fellow thinks should be in the book, or what
interpretation one would like to place on the passages,
but just what meaning the author is trying to convey.
Added interest is aroused by using illustrations from
present day conditions whenever possible,

On the whole, the success of the Proletarian Uni-
versity has exceeded the expectations of those who
were instrumental in its formation. We are aware
that this is one of the most difficult phases of socialist
endeavor; it is easy enough to sell a book or periodical,
or to deliver an occasional lecture, but by far the hard-
est task of all is to get socialists to study socialism.

The army of the proletariat must be well-equipped
with the theoretical weapons with which to demolish
the contentions of class antagonists; every member of
the organization should be capable of doing propaganda
work among their fellow workers. In the classical
works of modern socialism we have a vast wealth of
information upon which to draw; the study class is the
workshop in which the intellectual weapons of the
workers are forged.

There is great demand for socialist writers and
speakers and these must be supplied from our own
ranks. Unless we meet this need the movement will
again fall into the hands of “middle class” intellectuals
as in former times. In these portentious days every
sincere Comrade must stand prepared to throw his full
strength into the movement; through the medium of
study classes such ag are now being conducted by the
Proletarian University the capabilities of the individ-
ual members are increased and the whole organization
placed upon an efficient and substantial basis.



THE PROLETARIAN

Thirteen

Rig}lt, Center and Left

By Dennis E. Batt

HE modern labor movement appears to be devel-

oping as many ‘“wings” as an aeroplane. Proper-

ly speaking there can be but one wing to the
socialist movement, for as the workers advance in
their knowledge of the socialist philosophy there can be
no doubt as the “wing” they will line up with. Just
now we are confronted with the difficulty of absorbing
a great number of “November Bolsheviks” and it be-
hooves us to carry on more actively the educational
work that is essential before we can ever hope to ac-
complish the emancipation of our class. We find that
the socialist movement is divided into three sections,
known as the “Right,” “Center” and “Left” wings.
The events in Europe since the break-down of the
Second International (which was neither international
nor socialist) have called attention to the fact that
there was something wrong with the make-up of the
socialist movement. In Europe the so-called Right and
Center clearly showed their counter-revolutionary
character. If we are to profit by the events which
have taken place “over there” it is necessary that we
understand which groups in our own movement rep-
resent counter-revolutionary tendencies.

We find that socialists of the Ebert and Schiedeman
type in Europe have always taken a reactionary at-
titude; this was well known long ago to those who un-
derstand the real nature of socialism. Their acceptance
of internationalism and the Marxian philosophy was
never more than mere formality. We have had and
still have their counterpart in this country. The na-
tional programs of the Socialist Party have been pro-
grams of reformism. The sole aim has been to make
the conditions of the workers’ slavery a little more en-
durable. The Social-Democratic Party of Germany
was an ideal organization in the eyes of our “leaders,”
who have endeavored to follow in the footsteps of
those who are today recognized as the most dangerous
of all the enemies of the workers. Their aim was and
is to build a great vote-catching political machine. To
this end they have prostituted all their efforts; they
have consciously and deliberately obscured the class
character of the socialist movement. One has to go
back no farther than their recent call for a convention
of all the freaks in the country—the infamous “Amnes-
ty Convention” which is to be held in Chicago. This
is a deliberate attempt to obscure the class nature of
the workers’ fight to free class war prisoners. No
measures proposed by this group (which is properly
called the Right) seriously menaces the continued ex-
istence of the capitalist system. In fact, any or all of
their proposals could be endorsed by an intelligent and
progressive capitalist as meansures that would patch
up the existing system and make it last a bit longer.
This group which is represented by Berger, Work,
Germer, Stedman and others, is even now working to
prevent the class character of the movement from be-
ing exposed. Stedman, at least, has worked for the al-
liance of the Socialist Party and the Non-partisan
League. The “yellow” character of Berger’s socialism
is too well-known to need any comment. In discussion
with their defenders one will be confronted with the
statement that because the government has feared
them enough to put them in jail they must be real

socialists. We refuse, however, to accept the judg-
ment of some stupid government official as a criterion
of the caliber of a socialist. A jail sentence will not
serve as a substitute for a clean record. Kerensky and
Breshkovskaya were both jailed repeatedly, and an-
archists without number have been imprisoned, yet
their counter-revolutionary bend is undeniable.

The “Center” presents another problem. It has but
recently assumed any importance in America. This
group presents an even greater problem than the
Right. In general, the Centrists agree in part with
the program of the revolutionary socialists, but the
points in which they dc not agree are the most import-
ant. The Center socialist possesses a natural tendency
to compromise with the reactionists of the Right; in
this they are actuated by the fond hope that they can
use the Right to further revolutionary organization
and propaganda, whereas in reality it is the reverse;
the Center is used by the Right to further their reac-
tionary schemes. They justify their action by a plea
for “harmony and unity,” but there can be no harmony
or unity in the workers’ movement except that which
springs from a clear understanding of the socialist
position. Those who urge the compromising of funda-~
mental principles in order to get the support of re-
actionary elements are surely urging us to lvan upon a
broken reed. We must not fall into the trap but must
at all times insist upon a clear and definite working
class stand.

That the rank and file is beginning to realize this
is evidenced by the fact that everywhere Left Wing
groups are springing into existence. Manifestoes issued
by these new groups show a lack of grasp of socialist
tactics, yet their intention is clear. Fach and every
one is an attempt to get away from the vote-catching
methods which the party has used in the past. Seeing
the proletarian revolution in action they have realized
that the pure-and-simple parliamentary socialists are
not to be relied upon in times of stress. Because of the
very manner in which these newly forming Left Wing
groups have acquired their affection for the uncom-
promising socialist tactics there is danger that they
will allow themselves to be used for reactionary pur-
poses. A great many of the individuals in these groups
have been attracted upon purely emotional grounds and
as yet have not a proper understanding of the ques-
tions at issue. Nevertheless, the trend is in the right
direction and unless we allow enthusiasm to get the
best of our heads we will succeed in placing the Social-
ist Party upon a sound basis.

As one looks over the different manifestoes which
have recently been issued the thought arises that
there is a danger that the Left Wing tendency now de-
veloping may swing to the other side of the arc and
become as reactionary in one direction as the Right is
in the other. Space does not permit a detailed analysis
of the various manifestoes, yet a general tendency may
be noted. All seem to be predicated upon the idea that
the revolution is just around the corner. They seem to
lose sight of the fact that the capitalist system as it
exists in this country shows no signs of collapse in the
immediate future; at least there seems to be no evi-
dence of weakness. It may be a case where the wish is
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father to the thought. There is also a tendency in
some of these manifestoes to lose sight of the political
factor and lean toward the anarchist position. We must
not forget that the first thing which the workers must
do is to raise the proletariat to the position of ruling
calss. We must gain control of the political state. With
a few notable exceptions the manifestoes which have
come to our attention have either ignored or slighted
this factor.

As a basis for the successful accomplishment of their
own emancipation the workers must have an under-
standing of the class nature of society. Consequently
the thing that we must concern ourselves with most
at this time is the spreading of this knowledge among
the workers. This our first duty as socialists.

The proletarian revolution in action has demonstrat-
ed the necessity of gaining control the state power. We
are deceiving ourselves if we neglect the work neces-
sary for the conquest of political power.

This is the most critical period the Socialist move-
ment has ever faced, and it behooves us to work harder
than ever before. We must spread the knowledge of
the class nature of society and this cannont be done by
merely stating that governments are used in the inter-

Grant

A Tribute to His

ANY of the ablest thinks of the revolutionary
movement are forgotten except by a few.

Social science has given us notable pioneers

whose work and memory are neglected because they
did not serve in a popular cause. Karl Marx set an ex-
ample in giving due recognition to his fore-runners. In
“The Poverty of Philosophy” (1847) he is careful to
acknowledge the able work of the early socialist of Ire-
land—William Thompson—whose “Inquiry into the
Principle of Human Happiness” (1827) was a book on
surplus value, remarkable for its time. John Gray,
author of “The Social System” (1831) and J. ¥. Bray,
who wrote “Labor’s Wrongs and Labor’s Remedy”
(1839) were both rescued from oblivion by Marx’s in-
ternational lectures and studies. How easily gifted
workers for socialism are eclipsed in our memory can
be gathered from the few who recall the writings and
activities of Peter Lavroff and Felix Volkhovsky who
did so much for the Russian revolution and died in exile
before they saw the Promised Land of their ideals. So
too, men like Paul Lafargue and women such as Elean-
or Marx Aveling never received one-tenth the atten-
tion given to less able if more popular stars in the
socialist firmament. And the same is true of natural
science. Lamarck the deep and original thinker of evo-
lution who died in abject poverty has been practically
forgotten by those who praise Darwin to the skies.
Professor William Kingdon Clifford, the brilliant es-
sayist of evolution and rationalism, died when young
and his spirited warfare against superstition and ignor-
ance is now hardly known. Half a century ago in the
days when Darwinism was fighting for its life, the sol-
diers of science used no kid gloves and called a spade a
spade unlike our respectable and apologetic rationalists
and men of science now living. And in sheer abiltiy
and quality of effort they are unequalled in this age of

est of the class which controls them. To understand the
function of the state it is necessary that we study the
laws underlying social development. While every
workingman cannot be expected to become a thorough
student of socialism, it is necessary at least for those
who are sufficiently class conscious to belong to the
Socialist Party to be familiar with the fundamental
principles upon which the socialist movement is based.
This need for study is being met all over the country
by the organization of study classes. This work should
be encouraged by every socialist who has the best in-
terest of the movement in mind, for by that means
alone will we eventually clarify it.

The Party is growing fast. It is by the study route
alone that we will be able to assimilate the newcomers
to the movement. The immediate future is pregnant
with possibility for securing the organization for
socialism. It would be a great calamity if we were to
reject opportunism only to turn to the other extreme
of reaction. This can be prevented if study classes are
started in all Locals so that the membership may have
opportunity to become informed on the fundamentals
of socialism. If we train the newcomers in our ranks
and school them in the work of training others then
the future belongs to us.

Allen:

Scientiﬁc Work

cut-throat commerce and break-neck-speed industry.
Modern America is the country, par excellence, where
instruction is plentiful but ideas scarce. The rec-
ord of the fine work and unrewarded genius of such a
thinker as Grant Allen should be useful to stimulate
study and illustrate the truths we teach.

Born in Canada in the memorable year of 1848,
Grant Allen came from Celtic stock., His father was an
Irish clergyman who later revolted against the com-
pulsory reading of the Anthanasian Creed with its
damnation clauses for those who honestly disbelieved.
His mother was Scotch of French parentage and thus
the Celtic spirit of lively, alert and fluent power com-
bined with scientific knowledge to make Allen the man
he was. Life as a boy amongst the flora and fauna of
the “Thousand Islands” of Eastern Canada, taught
him much of that fine grasp of plant and animal life
which blossomed later into the scientific studies which
have charmed and helped our generation. Those flow-
er and bird and insect rambles ripened into his “Evolu-
tion at Large,” “Flowers and Their Pedigrees,” ‘“The
Colors of Flowers,” “In Nature’s Workshop,” “Common
Sense Science,” “Science in Arcady,” “Falling in Love,”
“Story of Plant Life,” “Colin Clouts Calendar,” ‘“Vig-
nettes from Nature” and many others. These books
combine charm and simplicity of language with the
latest science such as not even Huxley could excel.

Adverse falls in family affairs cut short his Oxford
University life and drove him to private tutorship—
the last hope of a university man. Spencer, Darwin,
Huxely, Tyndall, and others were making scientific his-
tory and Grant Allen saw his life work in the same
field. He began to accumulate materials for an in-
vestigation into the History of Religion but he had to
spend his days in a bitter struggle to provide food and
shelter for himself and wife and child. He became
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Professor of Moral Philosophy at Spanish Town Gov-
ernment College, Jamaica, but British capitalist domin-
ation did not arouse the negro to education and Allen’s
classes lacked pupils and he was jobless again. So like
many others he found that unless you prostituted your
education to the service of the few—poverty stares
you in the face. As Jack London has so bitterly record-

ed—you can make more money writing rubbish than.

scientific books.

People spoke of London’s “Call of the Wild” and
“White Fang” as good dog stories, whereas they were
written as applications of Spencer and Darwin’s teach-
ings on heredity and the struggle for existence. Grant
Allen incorporated truths of science—heredity, ethno-
logy and psychology in his stories but people saw the
romance and tragedy and understood nothing more.
Like Jack London—Grant Allen had to satisfy popular
“taste” and his own pressing needs by writing pot-
boilers such as “Hilda Wade,” “The Typewriter Girl,”
“The African Millionaire,” etc. “What’s Bred in the
Bone,” “The Great Taboo,” “Rev. John Creedy” were
written to embody scientific principles but publishers
wanted “light stuff” and the talented man of science
bitterly turned his back on the real work of his life for
many years. As soon as possible, however, he began
to write books which pleased himself and will please
many generations to come—if they value knowledge.

In his earlier days he had written many magazine
articles such as “The Positive Aspect of Communism,”
“Socialism and Natural Inequality,” “The Genesis of
Genesis” and many articles on woman’s share in prim-
itive social life, in debate with Lester Ward whose
theories of the female being the original sex Al-
len disagreed with. His study of original materials
gave us “Anglo-Saxon Briton”—a history of social in-
stitutions and social evolution in early Britain—not a
history of kings and heroes but a great advance upon
the history-writing methods of his day. Andrew Lang
—the prominent writer on mythology—said of Allen’s
“genius, the most versatile, beyond comparison of any
man of his age. Had he been able to devote himself en-
tirely to physical science, as he desired, it is not for
me to conjecture what he might have added to the sum
of human knowledge. But”-—here the tragedy—‘“he
had to live by his pen—Dby scientific work he could not
live.”

Allen found more money in writing guide-books to
Italy and France than by his most brilliant studies in
science. He stopped writing a “Philosophy of History”
based on the facts of evolution in order to write such
novels as “All Shades” to keep from starvation. Long
study of physics caused him to plan the original work
on “Force and Energy”” which he was compelled to issue
privately in 1878. Publishers did not care to speculate.
The theory of attractive force and repulsive energy
foreshadowed many ideas which are commonpalce in
our day. Jack London and Grant Allen had in common
profound regard for the writing of Herbert Spencer
who influenced the views of both these men consider-
ably. Spencer had nothing but high praise for that
now scarce book of Allen’s “Physiological Aesthetics,”
an original treatise on the origin of the pleasure we de-
rive from natural and artificial products. Allen show-
ed that the foundation of all sensation is in the laws of
nervous action and that all aesthetic feeling is finally
based on sense delight, tastes, smells, touches, sounds,
forms or colors. Dedicated to Herbert Spencer the lat-

ter said it was a valuable development of evolutionary
thought. Spencer tried to get Allen a position as edu-
cator, but in vain. Not more than three hundred copies
of the book were sold and Allen lost two hundred and
fifty dollars through advancing science. In 1879 he
published that remarkable study in psychology—*“The
Color Sense.” Darwin, Wallace and Spencer esteemed
it a valuable investigation into that difficult problem of
comparative psychology—The Origin of a Color
Sense. After ten years Allen obtained one hundred
and fifty dollars from the book and he sarcastically
said: “As it took me only eighteen months, and in-
volved little more than five or six thousand references,
this result may be regarded as very fair pay for an
educated man’s time and labor, and should warrant the
reproach of the thoughtless critics for deserting the
noble pursuit of science in favor of fiction and the fil-
thy lucre.”

Allen’s journalistic work on the staff of “London”
came to a sudden end with the collapse of that paper
and he accepted the drudgery of compiling an index for
the Indian Gazeteer. This was done to the end that he
could later devote hmiself to his late work on the in-
quiry into the origins of religion, and after twenty
vears’ patient study, collection and comparison of ma-
terials he published the book that took him ten years
to write—"“The Evolution of the Idea of God” (1897).
The title was suggested by Herbert Spencer and the
book is one of the greatest proofs of the earthly origins
of Gods and belief in “Spirits” ever written. Huxely
and Spencer, amongst many others, considered it a
masterpiece, though the view Allen took of the origin
cr religion differed in some respects from his contem-
porary investigators. Those who are familiar with the
great work of I'razer “The Golden Bough”, Tylor’s
“Anthropology” and Spencer’s “Sociology” will find
casy indications of the foundations of Allen’s views.

Allen adopted the essentials of Spencer’s position
that religion arose among savages in Ancestor Wor-
ship. Answering the question, “By what successive
steps did men come to frame for themselves the con-
ception of a deity 7’ Allen summarizes the evidence of
the early beliefs of savages, past or present, and the
testimony of historical documents and ancient monu-
ments. How did men come to believe first in many gods
—polytheism? How did men come to remove most of
their gods until eventually certain races believed in
one single, supreme and all-powerful God? And from
that how did the advanced races and civilizations con-
ceive of God as a trinity with a human person as one
of its three forms—The Origin of Christianity? Allen
followed the main conclusion of Spencer but added' to
it and modified it many ways. He adopted thge view
that ghost worship was the foundation of belief in
gods, and the worship of corpses and not the associa-
tion of spirits with non-living things was the first form
of practiced religion.

The conception of the life of the dead was shown to
pass through three stages, corpse Worshlp, gh.ost
worship and shade worship, and were ‘associat-
ed with the three stages of mqmm1ﬁcat1on,
burial and cremation. “In its origin,” says
Allen, p. 16, “the concept of a God is nothing more
than that of a dead man, regarded as a still surviving
ghost or spirit, and endowed with increased or super-
natural powers and qualities.” The worship of the
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sun, moon and the stars is not primitive, but a later
derivation. Many writers hold that religion grew out
of fear, but Allen shows that does not answer the ques-
tion, why men revered and worshipped their gods as a
beneficient and yenerous father. Allen demonstrated
that religion consists not in ethical theory but in cer-
emonial practice and custom—prayer, propitiation,
praise, offering, etc. “In its simplest surviving savage
type, religion consists wholly and solely in certain acts
of deference paid by the living to the persons of the
dead.”

In England the Rationalist Press Association pub-
lished a twelve cent edition of this wonderful book, and
in a short time one hundred thousand copies were sold
to working men—much to the dismay of a historic en-
emy—the church. Those who want to understand the
reasons for socialists taking their stand on the scien-
tific grounds of criticism of religion must read Grant
Allen. For two years Allen went from publisher to
publisher, but they were afraid to publish until a rela-
tively obscure man did so. After Allen’s death the ma-
terials for a second volume were found and published
as they stood under the title of “The Hand of God”—
a study in the “Worship of Death”. This is a brilliant
addition to the earleir work and contains many essays
on modern evolution.

The little book on “Charles Darwin” by Grant Allen
is one of the best studies ever written, and as Spencer
well said, is one of the few books on this subject that
is fair to Darwin’s contemporaries and accurate in its
views. It shows the credit due to Spencer for his pres-
entation of cosmic evolution and to Darwin for his dis-
covery of the origin of species. It shows also how every
great mind depends upon the society of his time for
his success.

The barbarous religions and social conventions of his
time found a burning critic in Grant Allen. The hypoc-
ricy of “respectable society”’—the idiotic and property
relatoins between the sexes gave us articles like the
“New Hedonism” and those poems on the woman vie-
tims of a rotten system, printed in his charming “Low-
er Slopes”—the only book of verses Allen issued.

When he felt the hardest part of his sordid struggle
with poverty ending Allen embodied his views on the
marriage and social question in two novels—written to
please himself—not his publishers. After a long strug-
gle he succeeded in getting a publisher and “The
Woman Who Did” and “The British Barbarians” up-
set the respectable world of his time. They picture
people trying to avoid the conventional codes of mor-
ality and show their treatment by the “upright” hypo-
crites around them.

They trace the paralysing influence on men and
women of established institutions and point a better
way to a brighter life. These two books are well
'W(l)li":? attention by the seeker after real pictures of soc-
ial life.

In 1898 he was asked to write an article on the De-
fense of the Dominion for the Canadian Yearbook, and
his reply is a good lesson for the Haeckels and Lankest-
ers of today. Allen wrote:

“You can know very little of my aims and ideals if
you think I would willingly do anything to help on a
work whose avowed object is to arouse ‘military en-
thusiasm’. Military enthusiasm means enthusiasm for
killing people. My desire in life has been not to kill,
but to help and aid all mankind, irrespective of nation-
ality, creed, language or cult. I hate war, and every-
thing that leads to it, as I hate murder, rapine, or the
ill treatment of women. I dislike slavery, however
cloaked under the guise of ‘imperialism’. I contribute
glady to works designed to strengthen the bonds of
amity between nations ands to render war impossible,
but I cannot contribute to one which aims at making
peaceful Canadian citizens throw themselves into the
devouring whirlpool of militarism.”

After a lifetime of illness, Allen died on October
25th, 1898, at the early age of fifty, with much of his
chief propects unfinished. . Down to his last day he
was in Shelley’s words

Singing songs unbidden, till the world is wrought

To sympathy with hopes and fears it heedeth not.

JOHN O’LONDON.

Thick round me in the teeming mud
Breir and fern strove to the blood:
The hooked liana in his gin

Noosed his reluctant neighbors in:
There the green murderer throve and spread,
Upon his smothering victims fed,
And wantoned on his climbing coil.
Contending roots fought for the soil
Like frightened demons: with despair
Competing branches pushed for air.
Green Conquerors from overhead
Bestrode the bodies of their dead:
The Caesars of the sylvan field,
Unused to fail, foredoomed to yield:
For in the groins of branches, lo!

The cancers of the orchid grow.

T

The Woodman

Silent, as in the listed ring,

Two chartered wrestlers strain and cling;

Dumb as by yellow Hooghly’s side

The suffocating captives died;

So hushed the woodland warfare goes

Unceasing; and the silent foes

Grapple and smother, strain and clasp

Without a cry, without a gasp.

Here also sound Thy fans, O God,

Here too Thy banners move abroad:

Forest and city, sea and shore

And the whole earth, Thy threshing-floor!

The drums of war, the drums of peace,

Roll through our cities without cease,

And all the iron halls of life

Ring with the unremitting strife.
—Robert Louis Stevenson.
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