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Revolutionary Unionism On Trial

HE revolutionary Socialist is in-
tensely interested in the trial of the
group of officials and members of

the I. W. W. The trial is an historic
event of the first importance,—not only in
the magnitude of its scope, but in the mag-
nitude of the issues involved.

This trial is the greatest of its kind
in the history of the American Labor
movement. Moreover, the issues are not
personal, but social; not group, but class
in scope. At a time when the cause of
the workers has been betrayed by the
“regular’ unions paralyzed in the A. F.
of L., the proletariat itself takes the bit
m its teeth, acts and strikes aggressively.
And it is this fact that has brought the
I. W. W. to trial.  The I. W. W. is an
expression of latent revolutionary spirit of
the American proletariat; and, accord-
ingly, the capitalist government and the
capitalist-dominated and corrupt bureauc-
racy of the A. F. of L. engage in a covert
conspiracy to destroy the I. W. W., each
Jor pecuilar savidves of its cwn, bt each,
equally, because the revolutionary prole-
tariat menaces their interests.

This unholy alliance is explained by
this fact: once the American revolution-
ary proletariat awakens to consciousness,
organizes itself and acts, it will mean the
end of the domination equally of capi-
talist government and of the capitalist-
dominated A. F. of L.

An important immediate issue involved
is the ability of the workers to strike dur-
ing the war. It is the purpose of .the
capitalist class to curb and abolish strikes
during the war, and in this way make
more profits in the present and set a prece-
dent for the future. But war intensifies
the exploitation of the workers: war means
a more brutal capitalism, a more intensely
exploited proletariat; it means all the evils
of the capitalist system raised to the
highest, most malevolent point. Under
these conditions, the class struggle should
be waged more aggressively. The prole-
tariat can not relinquish its strikes—that
way lies more misery and subjection.

The capitalist class uses war to pro-
mote its own interests: securing new mar-
kets which can absorb its surplus capital,
increasing its military prestige, making
fabulous profits out of war needs, and
increasing its domination over the workers.

The proletariat should use war to pro-
mote ifs interests: multiply its strikes for
better conditions, emphasize its antagonism
to and weaken the domination of the
capitalist class, and develop its revolu-
tionary spirit for action in the days to
come.

The employers in the West used the
war to cheat the government and the
people, to make unheard-of profits. At
the same time, it tried to break’ the spirit
of the workers, crush their organizations
and action. The workers marched out
in revolt, through their own spontaneous
mass action, and rallied around the I. W.
VK. as a true representative of the work-
ers. The capitalist government thereupon

proceeded against the I. W. W. in order
to strike at the workers.

This is a vital immediate issue; but
there is a correlative ultimate issue of
even more vital importance: the trial of
the I. W. W. means the trial of revo-
lutionary unionism.

feasibility of making a Social Revolution,
the revolution of the proletariat which is
the greatest revolution in all history, by
the peurile methods described in the in-
dictment. No, gentlemen, the Social
Revolution is a much more difficult task

than all that.

mote civilization and progress.

an immediate program of action:

tionary Socialism.

Armistice and Peace

Resolutions adopted at a mass meeting held in Arlington Hall, December 20, under
auspices of Local Greater New York, Socialist Propaganda League

The workers of the world demand an immediate general peace, a peace that
shall alter the imperialistic status quo ante in accord with the international aspira-
tions of the revolutionary proletariat of Russia.

The governments of the imperialistic belligerents are determined upon a con-
tinuation of the war in the interest of their particular imperialism; the proletariat
alone as a class is interested ir and can hasten an immediate peace that shall pro-

The class interests of the American proletariat make necesary the adoption of

1. We demand that the government accept the proposal of the de facto govern-
ment of Russia for the immediate conclusion of a general armistice on all belli-
gerent fronts, .

; ‘2. We demaiid tht ihe governmer: insist chat Great -Biitain, France and

‘ Italy shall equally accept the armistice.

3. We demand that the negotiations for an armistice shall not include the
discussion of peace terms, the discussion and formulation of those terms being
left to the peoples of each belligerent nation.

4. We call upon the class conscious workers to prepare the organization of a
proletarian peace congress, which shall discuss our action in co-operation with
the international proletariat and in accord with the peace principles of revolu-

The proletariat must organize as an independent factor in the process of
securing peace, separate and distinct from all other social groups. The proletariat
alone is international in its interests, and it alone can determine the conclusion
of an international peace upon the formula of revolutionary Russia.

We affirm our solidarity with the proletariat of Russia, and express our fra-
ternal appreciation of its intrepid class conscious activity.

The first count in the government’s in-
dictment charges that the I. W. W. is a
revolutionary organization that seeks to
secure for the working class ‘‘complete
control and ownership of all property, and
of the means of producing and distribut-
ing property through the abolition of all
other classes of society (by the members
of said organization designated as ‘capi-
talist,” ‘the capitalist class,” ‘the master
class,” ‘the ruling class,” ‘exploiters of the
workers,” ‘bourgeois,” and ‘parasites’) ;
such abolition to be accomplished not by
political action or with any regard for
right or wrong but by the continued and
persistent use and employment of unlaw-
ful, tortuous and forcible means and
methods, involving. threats, assaults, in-
juries, intimidations and murders upon
the persons and the injury and destruc-

- tion (known in said organization as ‘sa-

botage,” ‘direct action,” ‘working on the
job’) of the property of such other classes,
the forcible resistance to the execution of
all laws and finally the forcible revolu-
tionary overthrow of all existing govern-
mental authority, in the United States.”

This count in the indictment is as stu-
pid as it is illuminating of the motives of
the prosecution in making the indictment.

The individual who framed this indict-
ment is certainly an original sociologist,
a genius in assinity: just imagine the

But the wording of the indictment is
mere camouflage, a cloaking of the real
purpose. Of course the prosecution could
not charge the I. W. W. with having a
revolutionary objective alone, since the
Declaration of Independence provides
and sets a precedent for revolution. It
had to be done “by tortuous means with-
out any regard for right or wrong.”

The purpose is plain. It is to strike at
revolutionary unionism. This could not
very well be done in the days of peace,
so the opportunity of war (that patriotic
pretext for all sorts of capitalist infamy)
had to be used instead.

Now there can be no Socialism with-
out revolutionary unionism and its cor-
related general mass action of the prole-
tariat. Revolutionary unionism and mass
action are the great forces for surmount-
ing the capitalist mode of production;
moreover, revolutionary industrial’ union-
ism will constitute the structure of the
new Socialist society. It is upon the basis
of unionism and mass action that revolu-
tionary Socialism builds. And in the trial
of the I. W. W. is involved precisely the
action of the proletariat as expressed in
revolutionary unionism and mass action.

The task of the revolutionary Socialist
is clear. The I. W. W., with all its
imperfection, is a revolutionary organiza-
tion, an expression of the vast mass of

unorganized unskilled workers, which con-
stitute the factor in the overthrow of Cap-
italism. Rally to the support of the in-
dicted I. W. W.! Rally around. the

revolutionary proletariat in action!

The Constituent Assembly and
the Bolsheviki

TH-E dissolution of the Constituent

Assembly by the decree of the
Bolshevik government was a necessary
and a revolutionary act.

In the decree of dissolution, Nikolai
Lenine, premier of the revolutionary pro-
letarian government, declared that the
Constituent Assembly was elected from
the old election lists, hence necessarily be-
came the organ of the bourgeois republic;
that the Constituent Assembly had set it-
self against the revolution of November
6, which decreed all power to the Coun-
cils; that the revolution had proven to the
masses the deceptive character of the
parlizmentary rpgime. angl that there 1s
only one government capable of maintain-
ing the struggle against the exploiting
class,—the revolutionary government of
the Councils of Workers and Soldiers.

The parliamentary regime is the ex-
pression of bourgeois democracy,—an in-
strument for the promotion of bourgeois
class interests and the deception of the
masses. |he proletarian revolution anni-
hilates this parliamentary regime. The
division of functions in a parliamentary
government is a necessary instrument
against opposition,—the legislature talks
and represents ‘‘democracy,” while the
executive acts autocratically. The revo-
lutonary government of Russia unites
both functions democratically in the Coun-
cils of Workers and Soldiers.

All democracy is relative, is class
democracy. The revolution in Russia
recognizes no other class but the prole-
tariat and proletarian peasantry. Its
democracy is also class democracy, with
this vital difference: that while bourgeois
“democracy” perpetuates class tyranny,
proletarian democracy annihilates tyranny.

The problem of parliamentary govern-
ment is a crucial one in the proletarian
revolution:  Socialism cannot seize the
ready-made machinery of the State and
use it for its purposes. A new form of
government must be organized by the revo~
lutionary proletariat,—as in Russia.

Years ago, Karl Marx indicated the
function of a “‘dictatorship of the prole-
tariat” in the Social Revolution. It is
precisely this dictatorship that is now mak-
ing history in revolutionary Russia. The
dictatorship of the proletariat refuses to
recognize any ‘“‘rights” of the non-prole-
tarian class; it breaks completely with the
institutions, idealogy and superstitions of
the bourgeois regime; it uses dictatorial
measures, the dictatorship of a class, to
promote and establish the revolution and
the new society, in which dictatorship will
be incompatible with the actuality of full
and free democracy.
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N No. 88 of the Isvestya of the Pan-
Russian Council of Peasants’ Dele-
gates there are printed a number .of pro-

posed laws, which are of interest n con-
nection with the agrarian question 1
Russia. The first division of these laws
deals with the general political premises,
the requirements of political democracy,
while the second division is concerned with
the land question.

The land demands of the peasantry in
these proposed laws, consist, first of all,
in an abolition of all private ownership
of land down to the peasant holdings,
without compensation; in handing over to
the state or the communes all parcels
which are under intensive cultivation; In
likewise confiscating all live stock and im-
movables (excluding those of pesaants
with small holdings), and handing them
over to the state or to the communes; in
the prohibition of hired labor; in equal-
izing the distribution of iand among the
toilers, with periodic redistributions, etc.
Among the measures proposed for the
transition period before the convocation of
the Constituent Assembly, the peasants
demanded the immediate passing of laws
requiring the cessation of all buying and
selling of land, the abolition of laws per-
mitting sales of land to the commune, by
persons intending to liquidate, or permit-
ting the cutting down of forests, etc., for
the conservation of forests, fisheries, and
other preserves, etc., for the abrogation of
all long-term leases and the revision of
those made for shorter periods.

A short reflection on these demands
will show the absolute impossibility of
securing the aid of capitalists in their
realization—in fact, the impossibility of
avoiding a bregk with the capitalists, a
determined and merciless struggle with the
capitalist class, in short, a complete over-
throw of their rule.

In fact, the confiscation of all private
ownership in land means the confiscation
of hundreds of millions of bank capital,
with which these lands, for the most part,
are mortgaged. Is such a measure con-
ceivable unless the revolutionary plan, by
the aid of revolutionary methods, shall
break down the opposition of the capital-
ists? Besides, we are here touching the
most centralized form of capital, which
"is bank capital, and which is bound by
a million threads with all the important
centers of the capitalist system of this
great nation, which can be defeated only
by the equally well-organized power of
the proletariat of the cities.

Moreover, there is the matter of hand-
ing over the highly cultivated estates to
the state. Is it not clear that the only
“state”” which is capable of taking them
over and actually administering them in
the interest of the toilers, and not for the
good of the chinovniks (officials) and of
the capitalists themselves, must necessarily
be a proletarian revolutionary state?

The confiscation of stud-farms, etc.,
and then of all cattle and immovables,
these measures are not only increasingly
crushing blows against private ownership
of the means of production. They are
steps toward Socialism, for the passing
over of this property “into its exclusive
utilization by the state or the communes,”
makes absolutely necessary a huge Social-
istic system of agriculture, or, at least, a
Socialistic regulation of its functioning.

But, how about “the prohibition of
hired labor?” This is an empty phrase,
the helpless, unconsciously naive hope of
the downtrodden petty farmers who do not
see how impossible it is “not to permit”’
hired labor in the country, if it is to con-
tinue to be permitted in the cities,—in
short, that the “prohibition” of hired labor
can never be nothing else than a step to-
ward Socialism.

This brings us to the fundamental ques-

Peasants and Workers

By NIKOLAI LENINE

tion of the relations of the laborers to the
peasants.  The social-democratic mass
movement in Russia has been going on
for twenty years (if we count from the
great strikes of 1896). Throughout this
interval, passing through the two great’
revolutions, there runs, a veritable red
thread of Russian political history, this
great question: shall the working class
lead the peasantry forward to socialism,
or shall the liberal bourgeoisie drag them
back, into a conciliation with capitalism?

The revolutionary Social-Democratic
Party has all this time been fighting to
remove the peasants from the influence of
the cadets and has offered them, in place
of the utopian middle class view of So-
cialism, but a revolutionary-proletarian
path to Socialism. ,

“Conciliate yourselves with the rule of
capital, for ‘we’ are not yet ready for
Socialism,” that is° what the Mensheviki
say to the peasants. In other words, they
misrepresent the abstract question of *“‘So-
cialism” as being the concrete question of
whether the wounds inflicted by the war
may be healed without taking resolute
steps toward Socialism.

The Monarchy has been abolished.
The bourgeois revolution was crowned
with success, inasmuch as Russia became
a democratic republic with a government
consisting of Cadets, Menshevists and S.
R.’s. But, in the course of three years,
the war has driven us thirty years ahead,
has made compulsory military service uni=

versal in Europe, has led to a forced”

monopolization of industry and brought
the most developed nations to suffer hun-
ger and unparalleled destruction, forcing
them to take definite steps toward So-
cialism. ) Tt

* Only the proletariat and the peasantry
can overthrow the Monarchy—that has
been the fundamental declaration of our
class policy. And it was a correct po-
sition, as the months of February and
March, 1917, have once more confirmed.

Only the proletariat, leading on the
poorest peasants (the semi-proletariat, as
they are called in our program) may
terminate the war with a democratic
peace, may heal its wounds, and may un-
dertake the steps toward Socialism that
have become absolutely unavoidable and
non-postponable. That is the clear de-
mand of our class policy at present.

The course of history, accelerated by
the war, has made such huge strides for-
ward, that the ancient slogans have been
filled with a new content For instance:
“The prohibition of hired labor” was
merely an empty phrase of the petit bour-
geois intellectual. Millions of impover-
ished peasants, in 242 instructions, de-
clare that they want to attack the problem
of abolishing hired labor, but do not know
how to go about it. But we know how.
We know it can only be done by coopera-
tion with the workers, under their lead,
and not “in agreement” with the cap-
italists.

Only the revolutionary proletariat can
actually carry out the above plan of the
impoverished peasants, which they present
in the 242 instructions. For the revolu-
tionary proletariat is actually going about
the task of abolishing hired labor, and by
the only real approach, namely, by over-
throwing capitalism, and not by forbid-
ding the hiring of labor. The revolu-
tionary proletariat is actually going to
confiscate the lands, the property on them,
the agricultural corporations—which is
exactly what the peasants want.

Here is the change to be made in the
outline of the workers’ appeal to the peas-
ant: We, the workers, want to give you,
and do give you, that which the impover-
ished peasantry wants and seeks, without
always knowing where to find it. We,
the workers, are defending our interests

against the capitalists, and these interests
are those of the vast majority of the
peasantry, c % =

Let me remind the reader of what
Engels said, not long before his death,
concerning the agrarian question. Engels
emphasized the point that nothing was
further removed from the minds of social-
ists than the intention of expropriating the
smaller peasants, and that the latter should
be made to see the advanatage of ma-
chine-process, socialist agriculture, by the
force of example alone.

The war has now placed before Russia,
in a practical form, this very question.
Of farm property there is little. Simply
confiscate it, and ‘‘do not divide” the
highly cultivated estates.

The peasants have begun to see this.
Need made them see it. The war made
them see it; for the farm accessories are
not worth taking. They must be hus-
banded. But management on a large scale
means the conservation, both of labor on
these accessories, and of many other
things.

The peasants want to retain their smal}
holdings and to arrive at some place'bc'l)
equal distribution. So be it. No sensible
socialist will quarrel with a pauper peas
ant on this ground. If the lands are
confiscated, so long as the proletarians rule
in the great centers and all pol}tlcal power
is handed over to the proletariat, the rest
will take care of itself, will be a natura’!
outcome of the ‘‘power of .example;
practice itself will do the teaching here.

The passing of political power to the
proletariat, that is the whole thing. Tben
all the essential, fundamental, real points
in the program of the 242 instructions
become realities. And life will point out
with what modifications this realization 1s
to proceed. We should worry: we are
not doctrinaires.

We do not pretend that Marx or the
Marxians know every detail of the road
which leads to Socialism. That would be
folly. We know the direction of the
road, we know what class forces will lead
to it, but the concrete, practical details
will appear in the experience of the mil-
lions when they tackle the job.

The July Uprising

From Petrograd “‘Vperiod’’, July 25, 1917

LOOD has flowed in the streets of
Petrograd. A tragic chapter has
. been added to the Russian Revolu-
tion. Who is to blame? ‘“The Bolshe-
i viki,” says the man in the street, repeating
what his newspapers tell him. The sum
total of these tragic happenings is ex-
hausted, as far as the bourgeoisie and the
# time-serving *pofi:icians are concerndd, in
the words: Aurrest the ringleaders and dis-
arm the masses. And the object of this
action is to establish ‘‘revolutionary or-
der.”” The Social Revolutionists and the
Mensheviki, in arresting and disarming the
Bolsheviki, are preparing to establish “or-
der.”” There is only one question: What
kind of order, and for whom?

-

The Revolution aroused great hopes in
the masses. Among the masses of Petro-
grad, who played a leading role in the
Revolution, these hopes and expectations
were cherished with exceptional earnest-
ness. It was the task of the Social-Demo-
cratic Party to transform these hopes and
expectations into clearly-defined political
programs, to direct the revolutionary im-
patience of the masses in the channel of a
planful political action. The Revolu-
tion was brought face to face with the
question of stafe power. We, as well as
the Bolshevik organiation, stood for a
handing over of all powers to the Central
Committee of the Councils of Soldiers,’
Workers” and Peasants’ Delegates. The
upper classes, and among them we must
include the Social-Revolutionists and the
Mensheviki, exhorted the masses to sup-
port the Milyukov-Guchkov government.
Up to the last moment, that is, up to the
time when these more distinctly imperial-
istic figures of the first Provisional Gov-
ernment resigned, both the above men-
tioned parties were firmly united with the
government all along the line. Only after
the reconstruction of the government did
the masses learn from their own news-
papers that they had not been told the
whole truth, that they had been deceived.
They were then told that they must trust
the new “coalition” government. The
revolutionary Social-Democracy predicted
that the new government would not dif-
fer essentially from the old, that it would
not make any concessions to the Revolu-
tion and would again betray the hopes
of the masses. And so it came to pass
After two months of a policy of weak:
ness, of dema}nds for confidence, of ver-
bose exhortations, the government’s posi-

tion of beclouding the issues could no
longer be concealed. It became clear that
the masses had once more—and this time
more cruelly thar ever before—been di-
vided. The impatience and the mistrust
of the great body of workers and soldiers
in Petrograd was increasing, not day by
day, but hour by hour.
fed by “the prolonged war, so hopeless ™
for all participating in it, by economic dis-
organization, by an invisible setting-in of
a general cessation of the most important
branches of production, found their imme-
diate political expression in the slogan:
“All power to the Soviets!” The retire-
ment of the Cadets and the definite proof
of the internal bankruptcy of the Provi-
sional Government convinced the masses
still more thoroughly that they were in
the right as opposed to the official leaders
of the Soviets. The vacillations of the
Social-Revolutionists and the Mensheviki
simply added oil to the flames. The de-
mands, almost persecutions, addressed to
ghe Petrograd garrison, requiring them lo
tnaugurate an offensive, had a similar cf-
fect.  An explosion became inevitable.
All parties, including the Bolsheviki, took
every step to prevent the masses from mak-
ing the demonstration of July 3rd (N. S.
lf)): but the masses did demonstrate, and
with weapons In their hands, moreover.
All the agitators, all the district repre-
seritatlves, declared on the evening of
July 3rd (N. S. 16), that the July 4th
(N. S 17) demonstration, since the
question of power remained unsettled was
bound to take place, and that no ;ne
as-
v_.lreshcould hold back the people. That
Party, and wiih o oty the Bolshevik
"arty 1t our organization, d
cided not to stand aloof and w i] v
hands of the consequences, b ol
everything in its power to cel? ot do
4th (N S.17) affair inte 5 ree the July
demonstration. No oth  Peaceful mass
0 other was the
of the July 4th appeal It wa 01;1eamng
clear, n view of the ceytajp ; course
of counter-revolutionary o eovention
bloody conflicts would .};ris P ha

. . e' It v
ltqlzlave been possible, it is trye to d‘:. 01:l M
e masses of any politica) guidanc}e) “:J

ecapitate them politi

call
and to leave them, by £
them, to theiy own fate

the Workers® i .
would Fc:ll;cc;«s, pll:iiltgs* tnelﬂ‘lel- could nor
E: actics: we decid 3
ed

to join in with ¢

) € mass 1
them, in order to introcsles al']d O ek to
mental turmoj]

f 3 1t were,
Yetusing to diyect
- . Put we, being

These feelings. _ e
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ganization attainable under the circum-
stances, and thus to reduce to a minimum
the number of probable victims. The facts
are well known. Blood has been spilled.
And now the “influential” press of the
bourgeoisie, and the other newspapers
serving the bourgeoisie, are attempting to
put on our shoulders the entire burden of
responsibility for the consequences—for
the poverty, the exhaustion, the disaffec-
tion and the rebelliousness of the masses.
To accomplish this end, to complete this

labor of counter-revolutionary mobiliza-
tion against the party of the proletariat,
there issue forth rascals of anonymous,
semi-anonymous, or publicly branded va-
rieties, who circulate accusations of brib-
ery: blood has flowed because of the Bol-
sheviki, and the Bolsheviki were acting
under the orders of Wilhelm.

We are at present passing through days
of trial. The steadfastness of the masses,
their self-control, the fidelity of their
“friends,” all these things are being put

to the acid-test. We also are being sub-
jected to this test, and we shall emerge
from it more strengthened; more united,
than from any previous trial. Life is with
us and fighting for us. The new recon-
struction of power, dictated by an ineluc-
table situation, and by the miserable half-
heartedness of the ruling parties, will
change nothing and will solve nothing.
We must have a radical change of the
whole system. We need revolutionary
power.

The Tseretelli-Kerensky Policy is di-
rectly intended to disarm and weaken the
left wing of the Revolution. If, with the
aid of these methods, they succeed in
establishing *“‘order,” they will be the first
—after us, of course—to fall as victims
of this “order.”” But they will not suc-
ceed. The contradiction is too profound,
the problems are too enormous, to be dis-
posed of by mere police measures.

After the days of trial will come the
days of progress and victory.

The Russian Revolution

By ANTON PANNEKOEK

ITH the overthrow of Czarism, the
Government naturally came into
the hands of those who heretofore

had constituted the opposition. In the
Duma this was the bourgeois opposition of
the Cadets, and, from the Left, the Social
Revolutionists (peasant-delegates) with
Kerensky “and the Menshiviki with
Tscheidse as their best known representa-
tives. At the same time that the reaction-
ary Duma disappeared the Provisional
Government was formea from the Duma
opposition.

Here the same development as in a
number of previous revolutions occurred
again; although the masses are instru-
mental in making the revolution, a com-
mittee of bourgeols politicians constitutes
itself as government and assumes a popular
character by assimilating a few well-
known leaders of the masses. But con-
trary to previous experiences in Western
European revolutions—in which the mas-
ses fell apart in powerless atoms immedi-
ately after the action—a higher develop-
ment was reached now: the revolutionary
masses constituted their own powerful or-
ganization. In accordance with the ex-
ample of 1905 the delegates of factories
and the revolutionary army corps organ-
ized into a ““Council of Workers and Sol-
diers” as a kind of permanent parliament,
defending the active force of the revolu-
tion and the democracy of the masses
against the members of the bourgeois gov-
ernment. [rom the very start this Council
acted as the organ of democratic distrust
of the masses against the bourgeois gov-
ernment; the bourgeois press lamented the
intolerable accessory ~government; the
Council considered itself the organ of the
popular revolution against Imperialism
and war. In its name Lenine and other
Russian revolutionaries were greeted by
Tscheidse on their return from Switzer-
land to Petrograd through Germany after
the closure of other routes by the English
And at the same time the
Council addressed all workers and Social-
1sts in neutral as well as in warring coun-
tires with the proud appeal to break with
their imperialistic governments and to hold
a Congress for peace—in defiance of the
Congress of the great betrayal staged in
Stockholm by Troelstra, Branting and
Scheidemann.

Soon the Council of Workers and Sol-
diers acted against the Provisional Gov-
ernment, and at once the inner contradic-
tions in the groups of the revolution be-
came clear. Not yet the deeper and gen-
eral class conflicts :workers, peasants and
capitalists, but the more sgpgrﬁcxal an-
tagonism between the lmperlahstlc policy
of the bourgeoise demanding from the re-
volution a more energetic carrying on of
the war and the masses craving for peace.
The demonstrations in the beginning o‘f
May under the auspices of the Council
forced the bourgeoisie to give in: Miljukof
and Gutschkof, the imperialistic leaders,
abdicated. The Provisional Government
was re-organized in accordance with the
new balance of power: a number of So-
cialist (Menshiviki) leaders entered the
"}]i"iStry as representatives of the Coun-
cil.

In the Council itself this result met with
opposition; there the differences based on
different classes in the Russian social or-
der appeared more clearly. The ‘“‘Social
Democratic Labor Party,” the ‘‘Bolshe-
viki” (Lenine, Zinovief, Kamenef) which
as a militant party had already gained
great influence among the industrial pro-
letariat even under Czarism, became more
and more the representative of the Petro-
grad workers. But in the Council they
constituted a minority; the majority of the
delegates, those of the soldiers, were peas-
ants; their mode of thought corresponded
best with the moderate Socialism of the
Social Revolutionists and the Menshiviki.
They believed in continuing the war as
a war to defend the revolution against
the Germans, who wanted to re-instate the
Czar; the same slogan of a “war of de-
fence” with which, in 1914, in Germany
and France the masses were swept into the
war, here again served its purpose; prac-
tically they were social-patriots. They
approved of their leaders, Kerensky, Sko-
beleff, Tchernoff, Tseretelli, constituting
the government in a ministry together with
representatives of the bourgeoisie.

This problem forms the main point of

differcnces between the Leninites and the -

majority of the Council. The Bolsheviki
demand: no participation in a bourgeois
government, but the government in the
hands of the Council. The Council of
Workers and Soldiers, together with the
peasants also organized at a congress, con-
stitute the whole of the Russian working
people. This has to decide its own affairs
alone— the bourgeoisie is not required
for this: we don’t recognize its right to
count as a class.

It may seem strange that the Bolshe-
viki wanted to give the power to an in-
stitution in which they formed only a
minority and which could not be expected
to act according to their views. This,
however, was perfectly logical, a body
representing  exclusively peasants and
workers would be compelled to take such
economic measures required for those
classes independent of theories, and do
what we wish it to do—if only it is sep-
arated completely from a coalition with
the bourgeoisie in the interests of the latter.

Why did the Menshivik leaders and the
majority of the Council oppose this solu-
tion and why did they cling to the bour-
geois politicians? Why did they not take
full control at the outbreak of the revolu-
tion, why not May 2nd? Why did they
turn the power, conquered by the workers
in the streets, over to the bourgeoisie? The
answer Is not difficult: they shrinked be-
fore the gigantic task of re-organizing so-
ciety, backed only by the proletariat
against all of the property interests. At
the beginning of the revolution, they stated
this clearly in a manfeso: Russia with
its enormous population of peasants and
its primitive capitalistic development is not
Yel ripe for Socialism and therefore it is
necessary that at present the bourgeoisie
must rule, a kind of would-be Marxian
theory, that does not realize that Socialism
only can result from a long process of
struggles, in which the degree of ripeness
of society depends upon the ripeness of

the proletariat for struggle and power.
But in Russia their task looked still more
hopeless, because of disorganization
through the war and the mismanagement
of the Czar; they did not see fit to recon-
struct without the co-operation of the bour-
geoisie; they relied upon the abilities of
the bourgeois politicians to bring order in
the chaos. All this tends to prove that
those Menshiviki, although they call them-
selves Socialists and although they repre-
sent working classes, mentally are much
closer to the bourgeoisie than to the revolu-
tionary Socialists.

* The further developments under the
coalition government have shown how
completely these timid views were in dis-
cord with actual conditions. Being a
coalition government, it had to keep the
middle of the road between the struggling
classes; it could not support the workers
against the capitalists nor the capitalists
against the workers; it had to refer the
peasants eager for land to the future con-
stitutional assembly, because it dared not
break with the land owners. It had to
preach patience and compromises to all
sides without satisfying anybody; it did
not dare to tackle any problem seriously
and had simply to let things drift along.
And meanwhile the antagonism became
stronger and difficulties greater.

There has been written much about the
anarchy prevalent in Russia. The bour-
geois did not mean by this the disorder
in the production and distribution, but the
fact that the workers were on their feet and
forced the bourgeoisic and the govern-
ment to recognize them—which actually
meant the beginning and the necessary
condition for a new social roder. The
bourgeoisie called for a strong govern-
ment, as the only means to restore order
and they emphasized that here as always
a “Socialistic”” government only could re-
sult in disorder. And indeed, the situation
was untenable. They could only see sal-
vation in a capitalistic government, which
would keep the proletarians in submission
by force, so as to have them work and
slave obediently and without protest for
the profits of the bourgeoisie. But there
was another way out. The inefficiency
of the government did not result from its
“Socialism”—which only existed in fool-
ing the proletariat with nice talk and
fine slogans—but in the lack of Socialism.
What a real Socialist government should
have done under the circumstances has
been stated repeatedly by the Bolsheviki.
It is their credit to have formulated against
the old phrases of the social patriots, a
program of immediate demands based on
the exigencies of the actual conditions in
Russia, a program that could save the
country and the proletariat from the un-
tenable conditions and could pave the road
for development towards Socialism. In
this respect also the Bolsheviki have been
the vanguard of revolutionary Socialsim
throughout the world.

In the first place there was the manage-
ment of production. Where capitalists
closed their factories as a weapon against
the workers, or because they did not see
fit to exploit with sufficient profit, the fac-
tories had to be expropriated and put into
the hands of the workers and the technical

staff to continue production. Where land-
owners refused to cultivate their land, it
had to be expropriated and put into the
hands of the peasants. By giving land
to the peasants without regard for the
rights of the landowners, it could be ex-
pected that the peasants would put their
products at the disposition of the rest of
the population. Agricultural implements
and machinery had to be given to the
peasants at low prices. By regulation of
the transport and strong measures against
extra profits, it would be possible to reduce
the high cost of living. And by socializ-
ing the most important industries, which so
far made big war profits, especially also
the large banks, as well as by strongly
drawing on private capitals, it would be
possible to open big resources of income.
And no doubt a revolutionary government
would start at once to repudiate national
debts, which sucked the Russian people
by their enormous interests to the benefit
of West European bond holders. The
Russians would be crazy if they patiently
continued to pay interest on bonds issued
by the Czar and by so doing to pay tribute
to the helpers of their hangman for being
his accomplices. In this way the yearly
budget of the State would be materially
relieved. ' '

But for all these measures there was
one necessary condition: a speedy end to
the war that sacrificed all production to
munition output, and tied millions of men

. at the front, exhausting all resources. For

this reason, peace, the struggle for peace
was In the center of agitation of the Bol-
sheviki. Peace not only was an economic
necessity, in order to prevent bankruptcy
and hunger: peace also was the most
important demand of the class struggle
against the bourgeoisie. The Russian
bourgeoisie did not want peace, but war;
even-if for the present it had to suppress
and conceal its own imperialistic aims,
still it realized the necessity of sticking to
co-operation with the Entente . . .
in the great world struggle between Ger-
many and England it could not be neutral.
And more so because a Russian govern-
ment could not bear the war expenses
without the financial aid of England.

Therefore the party of the revolution-
ary proletariat stood opposed to the Pro-
vsional Government. What the govern-
ment has been blamed for by the Bolshe-
viki was not only its impotence, as a re-
sult of its class character, to achieve im-
provements in economic conditions, but
also that it followed a war policy, which
characterized it as the servant of the En-
tente. The provisional Government con-
sidered the secret treaties, between the
Czar and the English and French Gov-
ernments, as an obligation on its part, and
notwithstanding repeated demands and
promises to publish these treaties, it failed
to do so. This fact alone brands the Pro-
visional Governments as a bourgeois gov-
ernment secretly plotting with other bouz~
geois governments about war and peace,
considering the masses only as obedient
tools. How far this so-called “‘revolu-
tionary” government with “Socialist”
ministers was from being a real revolu-
tionary administration is shown also by
the fact that it maintained the whole ex-
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isting bureaucracy of the Czar, including
the military, which they claimed to put
into the service of the revolution.

The social-patriots co-operated in this
policy. They were bound to assist, be-
cause otherwise they had to break the
coalition, an act they did not want; here
again was shown: Socialists co-operating
in a bourgeois government are forced to
assist in and take responsibility for a bour-
geois policy. Whoever does not want
Socialist policy, must accept bourgeois
policy, which under present conditions al-
ways means imperialistic policy. But it
was not even a forced solidarity with their
colleagues only; when they persistently
told the people that war against Germany
was necessary as a war of defense of the
revolution against the strongest, most reac-
tionary state power, this was largely de-
magogy, but in which they themselves as
social-patriots also believed.

In this they did not take a stand differ-
ent from the social-patriots in England
and France, who also claimed to carry
on the war as champions of democracy
‘and freedom against German militarism
and German autocracy. Plechanov al-
ready had given them an argument by
claiming that the German workers could
only be brought to revolt through a war
against Germany. And this warpolicy
included, in addition to the illusion and
promise to win over the Entente Govern-
ments for the revolutionary peace terms,
no annexations, etc., at the same time the
reality of coperating in an imperialistic
war of conquest directed by secret diplo-
macy in the service of French-English
capital.

The result has shown how perfectly
right was the conception of the Bolshe-
viki and revolutionary Socialism in gen-
eral: the class struggle is paramount. Each
war, no matter for what splendid cause,
waged together with the bourgeoisie
against another country, is to forsake the
class struggle and therefore is class treason,
is a crime against the cause of the prole-
tariat. From this clear viewpoint Lenine
and his group carried on the struggle for
peace and attacked the social-patriots.
But although strong in theory, it was most
difficult to win the masses for this concep-
tion under the existing conditions. For
peace was not a matter of one or two
peoples, the international war could only
end by an international peace, and a re-
volutionary proletariat that stood for peace
in one country could not end the war. Le-
nine knew perfectly well that a separate
peace of revolutionary Russia with auto-
cratic Germany was psychologically as
well as politically an impossibility. As
long as the German workers refused to re-
volt against their government, the policy
of the Bolsheviki, therefore, was no doubt,
logical and possible, but it could not ex-
pect to win the masses easily. The Rus-
sian revolutionary fire had to spread over
Europe or to smother in its own insuffici-
ency.

The participation of Socialists as repre-
sentatives of the Council of Workers and
Soldiers in the coalition Government, pro-
duced the same results as elsewhere. The
Menshiviki Socialists participated in and
supported bourgeois policy, which it is
true did not interefere in the direct eco-
nomic struggle, but in broad lines fol-
lowed a policy in the interest of Capital.
They sanctioned this policy by their in-
fluence with the masses. And as they
were bound to their bourgeois colleagues,
so was the organization that delegated
them. The Council could not denounce
its delegates; to show its confidence in
these leaders it had to proclaim its con-
fidence in the Government. The Council
became a governmental organ; the Coun-
cil became a tool, which made it accept
the deeds of the bourgeois ministers
without protest.

In May and June the Council in Pe-
trograd was the scene of a persistent
struggle; by means of a powerful propa-

ganda the Bolshevik tried to convince the
delegates that their ministers and through
them the Council played into the hands
of the bourgeoisie by these tactics. The
majority of the peasant-soldiers allowed
themselves, however, to be carried away
by the fine phrases of Kerensky and Tsere-
telli, who always talked revolution and
democracy, fatherland and freedom. And
also the Congress of Councils from all
parts of the country, which met in the
latter part of June and where against
150 internationalists (Bolsheviki, Trot-
zky, Martov) stood a block of 600 so-
cial-patriots who supported the Govern-
ment.

And this support became essentially a
sruggle against the Left Wing. The or-
gans of the bourgeosie had for a long time
recognized the Bolsheviki as their most
dangerous foes and they demanded
strong action against these ‘‘anarchists.”
The struggle of the Bolsheviki, which
they carried on as spokesmen for the pro-
letariat against the government, gradually
was considered as treason towards the
fatherland, treason towards the revolu-
tion; and now the Council, as guardian
of the Government, proceeded stronger
against its minority. When on June 23rd
a demonstration was contemplated to
show the dissatisfaction of the workers
with the Government policy, it was Tsere-
telli who accused the Bolsheviki in the
Council of planning an armed overthrow
of the Government; in order to avoid an
open conflict—the Government had troops
in readiness—the demonstration was not
held. By its organized contact with the
small 'bourgeois—agrarian elements the
proletariat had lost its freedom of action.
“Never in 1905,” wrote Trotzky, “‘was
proletariat so isolated as now. In De-
cember 1905 the workers had to try a
definite struggle before the reserve forces
of the agricultural classes had been mob-
ilized: but then there was no friendship
of these awakening masses against the
proletariat. This has been achieved
now—." This was indeed the meaning
and the result of the participation of so-
cial democrats in a coalition cabinet:
small bourgeois and peasants were tied to
the bourgeosie and the proletariat was iso-
lated. The change in government on
May 2nd, this ““victory” of the revolution
was in fact the beginning of the road
downwards.

‘When in the end of June this became
more and more evident the counter revo-
lutionary forces appeared. Rodzianko
called the members of the Duma to Mos-
cow to be ready when required: this re-
actionary crowd sensed some future possi-
bilities. The Don Cossacks called a con-
gress and recommended themselves in
their well-known capacity as reliable tools
of order. Kerensky delivered enthusiastic
talks at the front to get the soldiers
warmed up for a new beginning of the
war and those who opposed or voiced their
mistrust in the capitalist government were
arrested. When at the Rumanian front
four regiments refused to go to the
trenches, they were surrounded at the or-
ders of a general aand forced to submit.
The dream of freedom and peace had to
end: the offensive was prepared.

The offensive was the way out of the
untenable situation of the provisional gov-
ernment. 1o them the financial condition
was worst of all, and as they were not
willing to follow the line of the Bolshek-
iki—confiscation of banks, high taxes on
capital—being a capitalist government,
there was no way out than begging the
Entente. Rightly the Pravda correspond-
ence claims that by accepting the Bol-
sheviki suggestions, and so becoming finan-
cially independent, the Government could
have threatened with repudiation of na-
tional debts and forced the Entente gov-
ernments by the revolt of the French small
bourgeoisie to start serious peace negotia-
tions. By its policy the provisional gov-
ernment became the slave of the Entente

Imperialism and England and America
demanded: blood for gold. No new loan,
unless the offensive was launched. In se-
cret conferences the plan was schemed
with the generals of the English and
Anmerican rulers; with great energy Ker-
ensky organized the campaign started on
July 1st.

Nothing characterizes the nature of
this offensive better than the fact that
it was kept secret for the Russian people.
If the preparations had been publicly
known, the warnings of Lenine and his
friends that the offensive was bound to
fail, on account of the lack of fighting
spirit of the soldiers, and that the power
of the generals would greatly increase the
reaction, might have exercised a strong
influence upon the public opinion of the
Council.  For this reason the offensive
had to be a surprise. In London and
Paris the papers announced the offensive
days in advance; in Petrograd it was
only announced after it had started and
the Germans were repulsed. And the pro-
visional government rightly figured that
this success would break the opposition
that might have prevented the plan in
advance. After long discussions the
Council passed a motion to approve the
offensive against a strong majority of 271
votes—many more than the number of
Bolsheviki. The great change in charac-
ter of the Council from a revolutionary
into a governmental organ also was dem-
onstrated by the fact that now, instead of
planning peace with the revolutionists of
all countries, they prepared for a peace
conference with social-patriots. On the
same day on which the offensive started,
the delegates of the Council shook hands
with Scheidemann in Stockholm.

The Council did not realize that by
this action they committed suicide. For
an offensive, not as a small trick, but in
deadly earnest, and under these circum-
stances, demands a well-disciplined army,
demands discipline in the military sense of
the word, demands ending whatever con-
trol the soldiers had, demands therefore
ultimately the abolishment of the Council
itself. With the offensive the Govern-
ment of Kerensky and Tseretelli openly
and willingly entered the road of the coun-
ter-revolution.  And all elements that put
their hope in counter-revolution, the bour-
geosie and its politicians, applauded the
offensive as the beginning of *“sound’ con-
ditions. And in their way they were
right. The authority of the generals over
the troops was increasingly recovered,
and this was the basis for the recovering
of the bourgeois order. And at the same
time that the proletarians and revolution-
ary soldiers prepared a sharper opposition
against this policy, they were more
strongly attacked by the social-patriots—
blind pioneers and tools of the reaction—
and accused of being agents of Germany
and traitors to the revolution.

A clash could not be avoided. The
Bolshevik leaders tried again and again
to prevent and to postpone this until con-
ditions would clearly show the government
to be a failure. But the conflict could
not be avoided. On July 15th the Gov-
ernment ordered the Petrograd machine
gun regiment to the front; it refused ar-
guing that it was not willing to fight in
favor of English-French Imperialism, and
would only submit if the Government pub-
lished the secret treaties in accordance
with its promise. It also refused to give
up its arms; two other regiments joined.
When at the same time a crisis broke
out in the Government, the Cadets re-
fusing to grant the moderate autonomy
demanded by the Ukraine and resigning
as ministers—the workers in the factories
also became active; in great masses the
workers and soldiers moved through the
streets on the evening of July 16th. Keren-
sky narrowly escaped when they tried to
arrest him. The Government now took
its measures; although the Cossacks were
defeated in some of the streets, the Gov-
emor of Petrograd ordered more and

more reliable troops to cover systematl-
cally all the important strategic points
and so gradually succeeded in mastering
the situation. Lhe history of these days
(July 16th-19th) is not yet known m
details, because of the immediate closing
of the frontiers by the Government. But
the causes of the defeat of the proletariat
of Petrograd are easily understood after
what has been stated above. The workers
alone were too weak against the peasants
and bourgeoisie organized into an army.
The policy of the Bolsheviki was based
on creating a mutual interest between
workers and peasants, but actual condi-
tions made this difficult to attain imme-
diately. Conditions caused the peasants-
soldiers (small owners) to follow the so-
cial-patriotic leaders, who in fear of a
revolutionary Socialist policy accepted a
bourgeois imperialistic policy. Because in
these July days the Council unreservedly
took sides with the Government and
strongly denounced the demand of the
revolutionary workers to take power into
its. own hands as the representative of
democracy, and because they declared the
demonstrators foes of the fatherland, the
soldiers did not immediately see any other
way but to obey the orders of their gen-
erals and to suppress the revolutionary
demonstration by force.

In a certain respect, the struggle of
July 16th-19th can be compared with
the events of June 1848 in Paris. The
defeat of the proletariat by the coalition
of middle class (peasants) and bour-
geoisie gives a deciding turn towards re-
action. From now on everything is grad-
ually broken down, that which the revo-
lution had gained in democratic achieve-
ments. As a matter of course, the victors
started by taking revenge on their ene-
mies, who had been so long attacking
them and who now were disarmed. After
a campaign of weeks and months in the
bourgeois press denouncing the Bolsheviki
as adulterers, thieves, scoundrels, paid
agents of foreign powers, to prepare the
right feelings, they now were arrested—
Lenine himself succeeded in escaping—
accused of high treason, revolt against
the government, bribed by German gold.
The Bolshevik newspapers were sup-
pressed; a posse formed by the former
“black hundred” who now again ven-
tured into the open destroyed the editorial
office of the Pravda—which fact the gov-
ernment cabled to Western Europe as a
proof of the hatred of the “‘people””
against the ‘“‘anarchists.”” The workers
in Petrograd were disarmed. Martial
layv and capital punishment, which were
reintroduced, demonstrated the brand of
Socialism of the social-patriots.  And at
the same time the offensive at the front
collapsed, in accordance with the predic-
tions of the Bolsheviki, because large
units refused to fight, and the Russian
armies were driven from Galicia. The ter-
ror of “order” reigned in Petrograd.

. Thefmﬁst declided, the most radical
orce of the revoluti
for the time bein;tl::d“:;snsf:rced down
1 quently the
government tactics shifted greatly to the
right.  The government felt compelled
to concentrate all patriotic forces to save
the fatherland; a conference was called
(in Moscow), where together with the
Councils of Workmen and Soldiers—as
a matter of course excluding the “‘crim-
inal”  Leninites—and delegates of the
peasants, different organs of the bour-
geoisie were united to work out new tac-
tics. Evgn now they did not feel strong
enough simply to push aside the social-
patriots; the leaders of the Cadets, Na-
bokc_:f: Rog]ischef, Milyukof, refused to
participate i a ministry: to them circum-
st‘ances were not yet ripe. First the Coun-
cil of Soldiers and Workers, the organ
of democracy, had to be removed. The
Council originally the Center between
right and left, now became the utmost
left and its leaders discovered with alarm
how uncertain its position had become.
They suddenly realized what they re-
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fused to see when the Leninites called it to
their attention time and again: that,
strengthened by the acts of the govern-
ment, the counter revolution grew and
threatened to destroy all the gains of the
Revolution.

The Council had, as a preliminary,
first to realize its insignificance. At the
Conference of August 4th the delegates
of the bourgeoisie declared: conditions
as they are cannot continue any longer;
there has to be unity in the government ;
if the Council refuses full responsibility
for the government, it should not continue
to demand a voice and to obstruct, but
should accept a dictatorship of the gov-
ernment.  So  Miljukof asked: is the
Councﬂ' willing to }fake the governmental
power m 1its own hands? He perfectl
knew that the Council feared pnothing
more than to have full power and to
frighten them stll more—you can never
know—the minister of finances, Tsin-
garef, declared that Russia was on the

verge of state bankruptcy and that the
coming winter would bring a general fam-
ine.  No, not the governmental power,
Tscheidse lamented in answer to this cate-
gorical question; but neither a dictator-
ship. The bourgeoisie knew enough, but
was clever enough not to hurry: most of
the social patriots remained in the min-
istry, supplemented by Cadets and other
elements still more to the right, and the
Council promised to support this govern-
ment.

At the same time General Kornilof
started to organize the retreating army.
And he emphatically made the following
condition: a free hand to take such meas-
ures as were considered necessary to re-
establish  discipline, including capital
punishment, and without interference from
anybody. The government accepting these
conditions, the army would become ever
so more what it is in Europe, a spineless
tool in the hands of the commanders,
and then the last prop would have been

cut on which the Council rests: in such
an army committees of soldiers are im-

‘possible; a simple command of the gen-

eral can at once eliminate the whole Coun-
cil. And when finally the Council sees
the danger and wants to resist, it would be
too late: it has no longer control over
the soldiers.

Up to this stage the Russian revolution
developed almost completely in accord-
ance with previous bourgeois revolutions,
especially with that of France in 1848,
the development being the natural con-
sequence of the attitude adopted by the
different groups and parties. And herein
lies mainly the important lesson of this
revolution for the proletariat. It shows
us how the middle classes (in 1848 the
small bourgeoisie in Paris, in 1917 the
Russian peasants) by allowing themselves
to be used against the workers, bring the
bourgeoisie into power and so dig their
own grave; weakened because they them-
selves helped to subdue the proletariat,

the middle classes now are powerless
against reaction and see all their class
demands dissipate. And the supporters of
this narrow suicidal policy, which in 1848
were the bourgeois democrats, now were
known as social-patriots, the party of the
misinformed or bourgeois-minded workers
and small bourgeois classes, who keep the
masses stupid by their radical sounding
phrases, combined with purely bourgeois
conceptions. They proved in Russia the
worst enemies, not only of the proletariat,
that largely ceased to listen to them, but
also of those classes that listened, result-
ing in disaster.

But—the revolution is not ended at this
stage. The inner conditions are still as
untenable as before and become more
untenable since. The proletariat has the
power to rise again; the world war still
continues and presses upon the Furopean
proletariat the necessity of revolutionary
movements.

Holland, August, 1917.

Mass Action and Socialism

By S. J. RUTGERS

OSA LUXEMBERG has called
the mass strike the dynamic method
~of the proletarian struggle in the Re-

'vo]utlon.. She considers mass action, and
Its most 1mportant feature the mass strike,
as the sum total of a period in the class
struggle that may last for years or tens
of years until victory comes to the pro-
]eganat. In permanent change, it com-
prises all the phases of the political and-
economic struggle, all phases of the Re-
volution. Mass action in its highest form
of political strike means the unity of po-
litical and economic action, means the pro-
letrian revolution as a historic process,
The word “‘mass action” like the
words *‘class struggle,” *“industrial ac-
tion,””  “Imperialism,” elc., may mean
nothing; in fact they are used to cover
the most conflicting thoughts and deeds.
Represeqting a general conception living
in the minds and the deeds of millions of
workers, a word may become a powerful
symbol and active force in the struggle
for emancipation. Since Capitalism is
outgrown and has to maintain its grasp on
the world by mental and moral fraud,
a clear conception of proletarian methods
1s most essential.  Science being the
monopoly of non-proletarian classes un-
der Capitalism, all the workers can hope
for, unless they will entrust their fate in-
to the hands and heads of middle class
representatives, is to grasp some of the
fundamental proletarian truths. These
truths inevitably have to be coined into
short slogans, this being the only form
of theoretical abstraction, suitable both
for the purpose of proletarian theory and
fighting practice. What a “‘thesis’” means
to the scientist is expressed by the workers
in general slogans and expressions, such as
mass action, Imperialsim, industrial union-
ism, class struggle, etc. Such and similar
words may be said to express the proleta-
rian philosophy, the strength of which de-
pends upon the completeness and the unity
of conception reflected by these words in
the minds of the workers. The meaning
of the words changes with the position of
the workers in the class struggle and to-
gether with the consolidation of tactics,
the corresponding onceptions get a more
definite and more general shape. But at
the same time the consolidation of these
conceptions in the heads of the workers
result in a more efficient,a more power-

ful struggle for emancipation.

Conservative Socialists may call any
meeting of a dozen persons or over, a
mass meeting, and may consider a big
middle class vote the highest form of mass
action—there is little doubt, however,
that in large and increasing groups of
American workers the idea of revolution-

ary mass action grows inta a living and
powerful conception. Industrial action,
no doubt, forms the backbone of the con-
ception in a country with highly developed
industry. Industrial Unionism may, how-
ever, develop into a struggle for wages
only; into job control without any fur-
ther vision. Mass action is the broader
vision, which includes all mass movements
towards the Social Revolution.

It may be objected that, if industrial
action is the most efficient form of mass-
action, why bother about minor issues?
Why not concentrate all our efforts and
thought in building our industrial unions
so strong as to overcome the capitalist
employer and the capitalist state? Such
an objection overlooks the complexity of
real conditions. 'We are not free in choos-
ing our methods in accordance with cer-
tain general theoretical constructions, but
have to build on the solid ground of actual
facts in the light of historical develop-
ments. No matter what our preachings
mass movements in one form or another
will develop and we will have to make
the best of it. And on the other hand,
industrial organization has its historical
limits beyond which we cannot rise at the
given moment of our action.
groups of workers will continue for a cer-
tain length of time to organize in craft
unions, and although we will tell them
they are wrong and fight them where
‘injurious to their class, still they will
be a factor in our revolutionary strug-
gle either for or against. Moreover large
groups of unskilled workers will continue
to live In such a state of slavery and ter-
roism, that only occasional shocks will
be able to overcome the pressure of the
iron heel. We also have to bear in mind
that the very process of capitalism con-
sists in swallowing middle class groups and
farmers between the grinding wheels of
industry and that each generation needs
agam its education towards industrial ac-
tion, and at any given moment millions and
millions of proletarians will continue to
work under conditions very remote from
big industry, and though it may be true
that these groups never will be the back-
bone of revolutionary movements, still
they will have to play their part. To
overcome the capitalist organization and
the capitalist state is a job in which we
cannot afford to neglect whatever forces
may contribute to success. We are not
satisfied to wait until in some problematic
future all capitalist production will be
in the form of big industry and all prole-
tarians will have passed the school of
industrial education. We are convinced
that the technical development of the cap-
italist world makes conditions ripe for a
Socialist commonwealth at this very mo-

Large:

ment, that only our lack of power stands
in the way of the realization of our hopes.
What we want above all is a unity and
concentration of the forces already exist-
ing in a latent form, a combination and

_further development of these forces to-

wards our revolutionary aims.

The mental expression of this unity
of proletarian forces is *‘ mass action.” It
is the expression of the firm belief that
the workers can only count on their own
power. It means a definite break with
the diplomacy, corruption and betrayal
of middle class leaders. It calls for a
clear-cut, straight-lined class struggle
theory and tactics, not only within the
mental grasp of the average worker, but
in such a form that the mechanism of its
organized expression can be carried on
by the workers without being dependent
upon high-brow intellectuals.  Mass ac-
tion appeals to the numbers, but numbers
welded into a mass, numbers bound to-
gether by a common cause, a common
aim, a common thought, leading to com-
mon action and common organization. In
its complexity of form, mass action mir-
rors the actual variety of the working
class, in its unity of action it throws aside
all middle class elements, that are not
willing to break with their capitalist affili-
ations. Mass action is the very horror
of the small bourgeois minds; is mere
craziness to the intellectual radical. How
in the world should the poor uneducated
worker get along without the well mean-
ing, costly advice and representation of
intellectuals?

But is it possible to increase our power
by street demonstrations, strikes of pro-
test, general campaigns for political is-
sues, such as freedom of speech, judicial
murders, militarism, high cost of living,
unemployment, etc.? Are not the masses
who come together for those purposes too
heterogeneous, too much liable to be dis-
persed or annihilated by military force, too
unorganized to develop power? To an-
swer this question, we should first realize
what the purpose is of our power. We
want power for the Social Revolution to
overcome capitalist society. You may
overcome power by strengthening your
own, as well as by weakening your oppo-
nent’s power. A wrestler may subdue
his colleague by a supreme effort, but
he will more likely succeed because his
opponent tires out quicker. Mass dem-
onstrations may not be able to force a
government to give in, but there is mno
doubt that mass demonstrations,, strikes
of protest, etc., have a strong tendency to
weaken the position of the capitalist state,
Demonstrations can and will be suppressed
by military force, but this at the same
time endangers the morale of militarism

’

itself. Even the New York police showed
signs of discontent and revolt, on account
of the demonstrations in connection with
the recent car strike. In a period of nu-
merous demonstrations and protests all over
the country combined with a variety of
strikes, the bureaucratic apparatus will
have great difficulty in maintaining its
regular effiiciency. At the same time the
government will, through concessions in
some places and brutality in others, open
the eyes of large groups of workers pre-
viously caught in bourgeois ideologies of
a State for the benefit of ‘‘the People,”
etc. And we should not forget that edu-
cation through mass action is one of the
most important factors to Increase our
power. No education without action and
no greater educator for the workers than
mass action. We should not overlook
the fact that mass demonstrations will in-
clude the well trained industrial workers,
will go hand in hand with strikes, aid
to a certain extent can be organized in ac-
cordance with each special occasion, which
is one of the foremost duties of a revolu-
tionary Socialist party.

An advantage of demonstrations in
connection with problems is that they
put a general issue for immediate con-
sideration, and thereby tend to concentrate
and unite action, in which industrial
strikes may be supplemented by other mass
movements involving the capitalist state in
a general fight from which it can only
escape either by concessions or by brutal-
ity, in both instances opening the eyes of
new groups of proletarians.

Mass action never can be antagonistic
towards industrial action, because the lat-
ter i1s only the most efficient form of mass
action, is a part, is the backbone of general
mass action. No successful mass action
is conceivable without being firmly rooted
in the economic power of the workers, and
the strongest form to organize this power
is in industrial unions. But this does
not mean that there is no economic power
outside of this particular form of organi-
zation. In fact industrial unions at pres-
ent are surprisingly weak. Is it logical, is
it less than a crime to neglect all other
forms of economic power of the workers so
far as they can be utilized for the big fight
against Capital and the capitalist state as
its most formidable instrument? Wil the
Russian revolution with its splendid unity
of industrial strikes and street demonstra-
tions into one sweeping mass movement
have no lessons for us?

Will we wait for certain forms where
others act and win? Would the German
workers have a chance unless they combine
industrial strikes with more general forms
of mass action?
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The Case of the . W. W.

By JUSTUS EBERT

A Word of Optimism!!
ORIA, in his book on the economic

foundations of society, names three

institutions as performing the work of
blinding the masses in favor of the cap-
italist control of such foundations, viz, the
Law, Church and Public Opinion, as
expressed and moulded principally by the
press or newspapers. [he first two, he
declares, are waning in influence; the last
alone, being the bulwark of oppression.
But then “public opinion,” as repre-
sented by the nefvspapers, seems to be
losing power too. A case in point is the
recent municipal elections in New York
City, where the voters rallied successfully
to the cause of the candidates opposed by
the press. Throughout the world, in the
convulsions attending the war, the ability
of the press to guide so-called public ac-
tion is completely destroyed. Organiza-
tion and its dependent means of communi-
cation of the operation of compelling so-
cial forces, has destroyed “‘the power of
the press”” and made of it a thing of ridi-
cule and contempt—a chip sent swirling
in the modern whirlpool. The press may
lie, but there is no dodging the stern
realities that come home to us all through
a thousand mediums other than that of
the printed word.

The press, just now, is doing much ly-
ing regarding the Industrial Workers of
the World. Coupled with the campaign
of villification there goes much incitement
to riot and a justification of lawlessness
against the . W .W. Yet, it is a ques-
tion if this campaign is not at all suc-
cessful; if the press hasn’t, in other
words, failed once more in its policy of
moulding “public opinion.” The indi-
cations that cause this questioning are well
worth consideration.  [“irst there is the
response to the I. W. W. defense appeals.
Much of this is of a private, rather than
of a public character. Organizations ap-
proached have almost invariably respond-
ed to the appeals. They have donated
funds, taken up collections, placed ad-
dress lists and directions at the disposal
of the I. W. W. and otherwise helped
the work. Many of their officers have
condemned the newspaper attempts to
prejudice the I. W. W. cases, as the evi-
dent expression of a well organized plan
that must be apparent to all intelligent
persons. This view, that the press, in this,
as in other matters, is actuated by a policy
rather than the truth, is entertained by
many. Accordingly, the funds collected
by the I. W. W. defense to date are un-
precedented. Seven thousand dollars for
October, the first month after the begin-
ning of the persecutions, is a new record
that surpasses the financial achievements of
even Lawrence and Everett. In Seattle,
Wash., the heart of the Northwestern
I. W. W. activity, five thousand dollars
were collected up to November 16. The
promise of one thousand a week there is
more than fifty in the near future. Other
cities exhibit a similar enthusiasm, and.
best of all, I. W. W. membership in-

creases.

But more indicative of the waning influ-
ence of the press is the lack of lawless-
ness resulting from its incitement to riot.
Make no mistake, there has been much
outrage against the I. W. W. The lynch-
ing of Frank Little, the Bisbee deporta-
tions and the Tulsa outrages have been
numerous and revolting. But have they
been proportionate to the continuous press
campaign? Have they not been the
works, not of infuriated and aroused
populaces, but organized .corporate gangs
of thugs and cut-throats—the work of in-
terested parties rather than a people enven-
omed and stirred to lawlessness? When
we think of the words from high places

about shooting traitors at sunrise; when
we recall the torrents of abuse aga}inst
the I. W. W. and note that no traitors
have been shot, either at sunrise or moon-
rise, and that the vast majority of Ameri-
cans refuse to follow the example of cor-
porate thuggery, we are inclined to ques-
tion ‘‘the power of the press” and to
believe that were it not for the greater
power of profit, no lawlessness at all
would take place against the I. W. W.
It is the profiteer, not the press, that is
getting results against the I. W. W. He
is interested and organizes accordingly.

In all of this there is much room for
encouragement. Make no mistake, the
I. W. W. is terribly outraged. There
is no law, no justice for it, especially in
the calculations of the profiteer and his
tool, the press. But make no mistake also,
about the attitude of the great American
working class. They are the victims also
of present-day terrorism and, being such
victims, many understand the I. W. W.
situation well, instinctively, intuitively, if
not consciously, and many more of them
live in a world of grim realities that the
press unsuccessfully tries to hide from
them. They, too, understand instinctively
and intutively, if not consciously. The
press camnot lie down social forces. It
cannot stem the tide of evolution and re-
volution. That is as much apparent as
its lies. Why, then, should the I. W. W/.
fear this crooked and impotent thing?
Why then should it not proceed certain
that, in the end, it will again triumph
over it, as at Lawrence, Everett and else-
where?

So, then, you members and friends of
the I. W. W. everywhere—don’t despair!
Present day factors work for us even
when they appear most to work against
us! Lincold Steffens, in his New York
lecture on “The Russian Revolution”
cited that event to prove that the seeds
of activity blossom into life when least
expected. And who will deny another
fact, after what Russia has taught us,
namely, that oppression is least secure
when it is most firmly entrenched.

Socialist Party Pledges
[. W. W. Support

HE National Executive Committee

of the Socialist Party, at their re-

cent session, passed the following
resolutions:

“The Socialist Party repeats its decla-
ration of support of all economic organi-
zations of the working class and declares
the lynching, deportation, prosecution and
persecution of the Industrial Workers of
the World is an attack upon every toiler
in America, and we now call attention
to the fact that the charges of incendiar-
1512, the burning of crops and forests and
of vicious destruction of property made
by the public press against the I. W. W.
have proven pure fabrications wherever
put to legal test.

“The Socialist Party has always ex-
tended its aid, material and moral, to
organized labor whenever and wherever
it was attacked by the capitalistic class,
and this without reference to form of or-
ganization or special policies; therefore,
we pledge our support to the Industrial
Workers of the World now facing trial
in Chicago and elsewhere, and demand
for them a fair unprejudiced trial and
urge our members to use every effort to
assist the Industrial Workers of the World
by familiarizing the public with the real
facts, to overcome the falsehoods and mis-
information with which the capitalist press
has poisoned and prejudiced the public
mind and judgment against these workers,

who are now singled out for destruction,
just as other labor organizations and lead-
ers have been singled out for destruction
by the same capitalist forces in the past.”

Victorious Despite Oppression

T is pleasing to record that, despite the
I severe hostility with which they are
being persecuted, the Industrial Work-

" ers of the World are achieving some not-

able victories. In the Northwest they
have won the eight-hour day, better camps,
more food, wages, and rights for thou-
sands of lumberjacks. They have also
caused action that may result in national
legislation beneficial to the workers in all
branches of the lumber industry of the
entire country.

The press of the Industrial Workers
of the World has recorded for weeks
the eight-hcur and other victories achieved
in numerous lumber camps throughout the
Northwest. How the I. W. W. men
gave up the old style strike of off the job,
and went back to work for the purpose
of striking on the job. How they re-
fused to work more than eight hours a
day, were discharged; and then got more
members on the same job to repeat the
same methods until victory was won. How,
by the same means, they also secured bet-
ter bunk houses, shower baths, more and
cleaner bedding, more and better food,
more wages, and the right to meet in the
bunk houses, elect committees on giev-
ances, and otherwise get a greater share
in the products of their own labor and a
greater voice in the control of industry.

Now, after the I. W. W. press has
been printing these reports with increasing
and more frequent detail, comes the press
of the Northwest with a couple of impor-
tant announcements. One states that the
Western Pine Manufacturers’ Associa-
tion, with 16,000 employes and a mem-
bership in Oregon, Montana, Idaho and
Washington, will establish an eight-hour
day with no reduction in wages. The
other states that the Loggers’ Club of
Spokane, Wash., an influential body of
employing lumbermen, will petition Con-
gress for “a basic eight-hour day for all
branches of the lumber industry of the
United States.”

Thus does a twofold victory perch on
the banners of the Industrial Workers of
the World amid ‘the most savage persecu-
tion—one agtual and economic; the other
prospective and legisiative.

The Industrial Workers of the World
are not placing much faith in either vic-
tory. They still rely on themselves as
organized workers. In November, the
lumberworkers’ union secured 1,000 new
members and did $18,000 in business.
They are out to do even better than this,

with the aid of the aforementioned press
reports.

The Industrial Workers are also win-
ning other victories, despite unprecedented
opposition. In Arizona, the courts at
Tucson have acquitted E. S. Embree,
who was arrested for inciting to riot at
Bisbee, Arizona. This acquittal destroys
the excuse of the copper barons, to the
effect that the “‘incitements to riot’ of
Embree before the Bisbee deportation jus-
tified that event. In Idaho, the courts at
St. Maties have also acquitted Neil Mec-
Guiney, and released scores of others,
held on the ‘“‘charge of criminal syndical-
1ism.””  In these cases also an attempt was
made to justify lawlessness against the I.
W. W. Charges that the . W. W. set
fire to forests and committed violence were
overthrown by forest wardens and deputy
sheniff in charge of srtike precincts. The
former testified that the I. W. W. mem-

bers were. instructed by the organization

to be on the lookout for forest fires, that
fire-fighting gangs were composed 90 per
cent of I. W. W. men under the leader-
ship of I. W. W. foremen, aqd when so
composed were the most efficient gangs.
The latter testified to the peaceful charac-
ter of . W. W. strikes and the absence
of drunkenness during them. And so the
I. W. W. won out again. In the courts
of Minnesota, also, some cases }'{ave”been
won, in which “criminal syndicalism™ was
the charge.

The 1. W. W. have not only ad-
vanced labor’s interests in general, but pro-
tected its members in particular. 'They
still have & hard fight ahead, in which the
opposing odds -appear overwhelming.
Nevertheless, they fight on, cheered by
these victories and confident of worklpg
class aid and the final triumph of the in-
dustrial democracy for whirh the Indus-

trial Workers of the World stand.

The Bolshevik Terms of Peace
T HE Russian delegates to the prelim-

inary peace conference at DBrest-
Litovsk, have, under instructions of the
Bolshevik government, presented the fol-
lowing peace terms: )

(1.) The evacuation of all Russian
territory occupied by Germany, and au-
tonomy for Poland and the Lithuanian
and Lettish provinces.

(2.) Autonomy for
menia.

(3.) Settlement of the question of
Alsace-Lorraine by plebiscite, with a
guarantee of perfect freedom of vote.

(4.) The restoration of Belgium and
indemnity for damages to be provided by
an international financial fund.

(5.) The restoration of Servia and
Montenegro, with idemnity for damages
to be taken out of a similar international
fund. Servia, moreover, to have access
to the Adriatic; Bosnia and Herzegovina
to have complete autonomy.

(6.) Other contested territory in the
Balkans to enjoy temporary autonomy
until a plebiscite is taken.

(7.) Rumania to recover all territory
within her previous frontiers, after prom-
ising to grant autonomy to the Dobrudja,
and to give effect to Article III of the
Berlin Convention concerning the equal-
ity of the rights of Jews.

(8.) Autonomy for the regions of
Trent and Trieste, inhabited by Italian
populations, until a plebiscite is taken.

Turkish  Ax-

(9.)  Germany to receive back her
colonies.

(10.) Restoration of Persia and
Greece.

(11.)  Neutralization of all mari-

time straits leading to inland seas, mnclud-
ing the Canals of Suez and Panama;
freedom of commercial navigation, the
cancellation of all charters during war
time of enemy ships, and the torpedoing
of commercial ships on the high seas t;

be forbidden by i

International agreement.
(12.) All belligerents to renounce
war mndemnities under any form or dis-
guise Jvhgltsoever, and all contributions
exacted since the beginning of
o g of the wa
to be refunded. '
(13.)  All belligerents to renounce
definitely any commercial boycott after
the war, or the mstitution of special cus-
toms agreements.
(14.)  Peace conditions to be settled
Y @ peace congress composed of dele-
gates chosen b}{ national, representative
b‘odxes, diplomatists to bind themselves to
S\ST Mo secret treaties, which aye to be

declared, b r ver
void v their very nature, null and

(15.)  Gradual g
and sea, and the
to replace standj

1sarmament on land
1e-estabhshment of militia
ng armies,



The New International, Febraury, 1918

Page Seven

CITERNLATIONAL
Published by
The Socialist Progaganda

League
10c A Copy - $1.50 A Year
LOUIS C. FRAINA - - Editor

Press Committee:
S. J. Rutgers P. Klees
J. Axelrod S. Freiman

Address Communications
237 Lenox Avenue
New York City

American War Policy

IN the New York Times of January
4, “An American Jurist” says: “It is
not compatible with the safety of Amer-
ica that there should be only one great
power In Europe, and that power un-
friendly to America.”” This expresses
America’s war policy in a nut-shell, the
same sentiment expressed by President
Wilson one year ago in the phrase, ‘“Peace
without victory™; it is the same old game
of the “balance of power.” ~To-day,
“peace without victory” has become trans-
formed into peace with victory, not be-
cause of different purposes but because of
different conditions. The peace terms
enunciated recently by the President, in a
general way, are terms in accord with the
balance of power, terms that subtly pro-
mote Imperialistic purposes. And these
are the terms that representatives of the
“People’s Council,” either through stupid-
by or poltroonery, have hailed as its terms
of peace! Imperialism moves in a mys-
terious way its purpose to perform.
Neither an aggrandized Germany nor an
aggrandized Britain; neither a crushed
Britain nor a crushed Germany: either
eventuality would menace American im-
perialistic interests.  Qur Imperialism
would secure world power by having its
rivals neutralize each other. It is the game
that Britain played for centuries in Fu-
rope—a game that cost millions of lives
and immemorial agony. Also, American
Imperialism is strengthening its hold, while
the war lasts, on the investment and other
markets of the world.

The A. F. of L. Convention

THE recent convention of the A. F. of
L. at Buffalo emphasized the reactionary
character of Gompers and his bureauc-
racy, and equally emphasized the coward-
ice and treachery of the “Socialist oppo-
sition.” The Gompers war policy was
approved, and the *‘Socialist’” del'egates
dared not express the courage of their con-
victions. Or it may be that their convic-
tions exist only on paper, and not for
practical use. The misleaders .of. labor
who cloak themselves in the idealistic garb
of Socialism in order better to betray the
workers are becoming more and more nu-
merous, and dangerous. The N Y.
Volkzeitung says: .“.The unbehev.ab'le
cowardice of the majority of the Socxa}nst
delegates at the A. F. of L. convenggn
seems to us the most re_vo]tmg”and dlS-
gusting phenomenon imaginable. lAn [ to
cap the climax, ‘‘the Socialist de e;;altio’lz
at the convention of the A. F. of L.
officially publishes a lengthy statement u;
the Call ending with the aqnounce]meg
that they will defeat the regctlona;:‘y eatlh;
ers “next year.” Cowardice be oreft e
ecnemy js bad enough, bpt to boasi: aTie
wards of future bravery 1s too mulc .
one really vital expression of revol uzonaz
Sentiments came from Delegate FIS(i [ej,cal

ontana, representing the Labtiz_‘ersp : 2l
ad 3 member of The Socia 1stf };r;i‘
fanda ] eague. The appearance o

dent Wilson at the convention was evi-
dently to strengthen Gompers; and cer-
tain passages in the President’s address
were construed by the Washington corre-
sponded of the New York Tribune as
meaning a contemplated attempt to get un-
organized labor within the A. F. of L.
or under its control, so as to simplify the
problem of dealing with it, meaning be-
trayal, by dealing with it through the
A. F. of L. bureaucracy. The country
needs a new, a radical labor movement.
The constituent elements for it are at
hand: the vast mass of unorganized un-
skilled workers, a large group of inde-
pendent, secession and opposition unions,
and the unions in the A. F. of L. which
consist of unskilled workers or those whose
skill has been expropriated by the machine
process. The need and the conditions are
here: action is necessary.

The Bolshevik Policy

HE newspapers and the lackeys of
Imperialism generally, which have
been viciously and contemptibly

slandering the Bolsheviki, are on the verge
of trying a new trick. That is, of pre-
tending friendliness for the Bolsheviki and
cajole them into carrying on the war.
These are the moral preverts. Others,
more sincere, seem to imagine that the
Bolsheviki are changing their policy be-
cause they are preparing to fight German
Imperialism, if necessary! To these good
souls, one’s attitude is determined by the
answer to the question, “Will you, or
will you not fight?”

The circumstances are these: German
and Austrian Imperialism tried to perpe-
trate a fraud on the Russian Revolution,
by enunciating the formula “through grit-
ted teeth” of no annexations, and then by
means of characteristic duplicity trying to
annex Poland and the Baltic provinces.
The Bolsheviki, who want a general and
revolutiorary peace, and not a fraudulent,
imperialistic peace, immediately protested.
The correspondent of the Iondon Daily
News, describes this session of the peace
negotiations at Brest-Litovsk as follows:

“The Russian delegation, acting on un-
equivocal instructions from the Bolshevik
authorities, took up an uncompromising at-
titude. They said self definition [of na-
tionalities in Poland, Lithuania and Cour-
land] was impossible until the last Ger-
man soldier had left the country. Fur-
ther, they jeered the Germans, asking
what they proposed to do. They asked
whether they intended to take Petrograd
and feed 3,000,000 starving folk or to
disarm a revolutionary country in- which
every workman had a rifle. They also
asked what the Germans proposed to say
to their own democracy, which protested
a couple of months ago against the pro-
posed annexation of Poland and Lithu-
ania.” The Bolsheviki demanded the
evacuation of territory occupied by Ger-
man and Austrian troops as the only way
of ensuring a real plebiscite.

The Central Committee of the Soldiers’
and Workmen’s Council, after hearing
Leon Trotzky repudiate “Germany’s hyp-
ocritical peace proposals,” and his dec-
laration that it might be necessary to de-
fend the Revolution, adopted a resolu-
tion denouncing “‘the dominant parties in
Germany,” which, “‘compelled by a pop-
ular movement to grant concessions to the
principles of a democratic peace, never-
theless are trying to distort this idea in
the sense of their own annexationist pol-
icy.”  The resolution further said:

“We now declare that the Russian
Revolution remains faithful to the policy
of internationalism.

“We say to the people of Germany,
Austria-Hungary, Turkey and Bulgaria:

**Under your pressure your Govern-
ments have been obliged to accept the
motto of no annexations and no indempi-
ties, but recently they have been trying
to carry on their old pohcy of evasions.
Remember that the conclusn'on of an im-
mediate democratic peace will depend ac-

tually and above all on you. All the peo-
ples of Europe look to you, exhausted and
bled by such a war as there never was
before, that you will not permit the
Austro-German imperialists to make war
against revolutionary Russia, for the sub-
jection of Poland, Lithuania, Courland
and Armenia.”

In spite of all this, the infinitely vile
moral perverts of the New York Times
msist that the Bolsheviki “have from the
beginning been committed to a German
peace.” :

More important, however, is the be-
lief that Russia will again fight. In view
of these develpments, it is hinted that the
Allies may recognize the Bolsheviki gov-
ernment—but only and if it is willing to
fight! :
Revolutionary Russia may fight. But,
gentlemen, it won't be your war, bul a
revolutionary war waged by a revolu-
tionary government for revolutionary pur-
poses.  The magnificent appeal of the
sallors of the Baltic fleet, printed else-
where in this issue, indicates the spirit
and purposes of such a war.

If the newspapers and the lackeys of
Imperialism were not miserably stupid,
they would understand that the new de-
velopments are in perfect consonnance with
the purposes of Imperialism and the pur-
poses of revolutionary Socialism.

Weeks ago, Trotzky said: “We did
not overthrow Czarism in order to bend
the knee to the Kaiser.” Again: “It is
all the same to us how the allied and
enemy imperialists treat us. We shall
carry on our independent class policy,
whatever they do.” And Lenine has
again and again emphasized that he was
in favor of a revolutionary war against
Germany and all Europe, if necessary.

The Russian Revolution is pursuing
to-day its independent class policy, na-
tionally and internationally. This pol-
icy imposes the necessity of a struggle
against all Imperialism, and the conclu-
sion of a general, non-imperialistic peace.

The Imperialism of the Allies has as
much to fear as the Imperalism of Ger-
many and Austria from a war waged by
revolutionary Russia.

It is precisely this policy of the class
struggle that is the strength of the Bol-
sheviki. They represent revolutionary So-
cialism because of cleaving to the ciass
struggle, and they cleave to the class
struggle because of representing revolu-
tionary Socialism.

The Bolsheviki, representing the revo-
lutionary Socialism of the Left Wing, are
proving and emphasizing the bankruptcy
of moderate Socialism. They are not
simply a product of the temporary situa-
tion in Russia, but Socialists who have
always been revolutionary, the same Left
Wing Socialism that, organized in small
or large minority groups, operates through-
out the world. The great achievements,
the magnificent spirit of the revolutionary
Bolsheviki will not contribute all that they

should to the reconstruction of Socialism |

unless their policy is related to Socialism
everywhere, equally during peace as dur-
Ing war, and in accord with conditions.

NEW BRANCH OF THE
LEAGUE

A Harlem Branch of the Social-
ist Propaganda League has been
organized in New York City, with
more than forty new members.

The Branch has opened perma-
nent headquarters, ordered 500
copies of each issue of THE NEw
INTERNATIONAL, and is making
plans for intensive propaganda.

Comrades and sympathizers are
urged to call at our headquarters—

237 Lenox' Avenue \
" New Yok City " )
(Bet. 121st and’ 122nd Sts.)

Baltic Fleet’s Appeal to the
Workers of the World

HE German fleet some months ago
T threatened to attack Petrograd.
The Second Congress of the Baltic
Fleet, the sailors of which are an intensely
revolutionary force and united with the
Bolsheviki, was in session at the time, and
decided to defend Petrograd as the cenire
of the revolutionary forces. An appeal
was adopted, which will become a classic
of revolutionary literature: _ ,
To the oppressed in all countries,
Comrades:

In the fatal hour in which the signals
of war and of -death ring in our ears, we
repeat and emphasize our appeal to you.
We send you our greetings and our last
testament.

Attacked by the powerful German
fleet, our warships are doomed in an un-
equal struggle.

Not one ship will refuse to fight, not
one sailor will desert his ship.

Our much-abused fleet will do its duty
—toward the great Revolution.

We consider it our duty to defend
Petrograd. We will fulfill our self-im-
posed obligation.

Not because of the request of a piti-
ful Russian Bonaparte (Kerensky) who
retains power simply because of the un-
limited patience of the Russian Revolu-
tion.

Nor because of the treaties made by
our government with the Allies, treaties
intended to smother the Russian Revolu-
tion . '

We follow the call of our revolutionary
sentiments. .

We go into death with the name of
the great Revolution in our hearts and
on our unfaltering lips.

The Russian fleet has always stood
in the frént lines of the Revoluilon. -

The names of its sailors are written in
the book of the history of the struggle
against the Czarism.

In the earliest days of the Revolution
the sailors marched in the front ranks,
our ultimate aim being deliverance from
all misery.

And this life and death struggle with
our own oppressors gives us the right to
appeal to you, proletarians of all coun-
tries, with .a strong voice, with the voice
of those who look into the eyes of death
in the revolt against the exploiters.

Break the chains, you who are op-
pressed !

Rise in revolt!

We have nothing to lose but our chains!

We believe in the victory of the Revo-
lution, we are full of this belief.

We know that our comrades in the
Revolution will fulfill their duty on the
barricades to the bitter end.

We know that decisive moments are
coming.

A gigantic struggle will set the world
afire. On the horizon the fires of the re-
volt of all oppressed peoples are already
glowing and taking definite shape.

At the moment that the waters of the
Baltic will become red with the blood
of our comrades, will close forever over

their bodies, at this moment we call
upon you.

Already in the clutch of death, we send
our warm greetings and appeal to you:

Proletarians of the world, all, unite!

Rise in revolt, you who are oppressed.

All hail, the International Revolution|

Long live Socialism!

Argentine Strikes
STRIKES continue in Argentine and the
capitalists use the same methods as their
colleagues in the United States. Shoot-
ing in La Negra, near Buenos Ayres, re- -
sulted in one person killed and several
ihjured.
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The Bolsheviki

DURING the early part of November,
shortly after the overthrow of the Keren-
sky provisional government, the Bolsheviki
government introduced the following meas-
ures, according to reports from Holland:

All local governments are authorized
to confiscate all the occupied or unoccu-
pied houses in order to provide for those
living in over-crowded districts.

All factories belong to the workers.

A moratorium declared on the rent of
small tenements.

Confiscation of all land in favor of the
the peasants, without compensation; all
large properties, church and state domains
together with all buildings, tools, live
stock, etc., are put at the disposal of local
committees.

Confiscation of coal fields, oil and salt
mines, forests and canals, partly in the
hands of the central government, partly
to be organized by local authorities.

Nikolai Lenine, in an article in the
Jugend Internationale, warns against the
demand of some Left Wing Socialists for
opposition to all wars and for advocacy
of general disarmament. Not only, says
Lenine, ‘are Socialists in favor of waging
the class war even when it leads to civil
war, but we have to accept revolutionary
wars under certain conditions, to defend
the proletarian revolution in one or more
countries against reactionary attacks.
And even national wars may have our
support when waged by peoples that are
the objective of Imperialism. What we
oppose is any form of imperialistic war,
"\no matter under what national pretext it
is prosecuted. Civil and revolutionary
wars being a necessity, Lenine considers
general disarmament not a revolutionary
demand. The proletariat will have to
take the weapens of +wvar intc its own
hands for the overthrow of Capitalism.

Russian Troops in France

THE news has now been passed by the
censor that a whole regiment of Russian
troops was in open revolt in France from
June to September and no report of this
remarkable fact was allowed to reach the
United States during that period. _

More than 10,000 Russian soldiers re-
fused to fight after the revolution was
declared. General Tankevitch and all the
officers had to leave camp. The provi-
sional government of Kerensky denounced
the troops and ordered the soldiers dis-
armed, if necessary by the use of armed
force, whereupon only 2,500 submitted,
the others refusing to obey. Reduction of
rations and allowances did not have any
result, since the Russians had already pro-
vided for a large reserve of food. A
French officer and non-commissioned offi-
cers were kept under arrest for several
hours.

An ultimatum under threat of bom-
bardment had no effect, and actual artil-
lery fire resulted only in a few more men
submitting.. On September 4, after thirty
shells had been dropped into the camp,
8,300 gave in, but 140 rebels stll re-
mained and answered with a violent ma-
chine gun fire. It was only on September
6 that the remaining force of the mutineers
was overpowered by ‘loyal” French and
Russian troops.

German ‘‘Socialism”

THE national convention of German
majority party, held in Wurzburg on Oc-
tober 14, rejected a resolution to vote
“no” on war credits in the future, 250
votes against, 26 in favor, and 78 voting(

“present.”” The idea of a referendum

vention decided in favor of re-uniting: the
party, on the basis of course of a sur-
render of the “Independents.” In the
debate on this resolution the Independent
Social Democratic Party were called
*“Anarchists” and traitors, but at the
same time it was admitted that the ma-
jority party was losing the support of the
masses. At this convention, Philip
Scheidemann made a speech which com-
pletely abandoned the principles of So-
cialism, urging a unity with the capitalist
state and working within its limits. Com-
menting on this speech, the social-patriotic
Berlin Vorwaerts says: ‘“The most in-
teresting point in Scheidemann’s speech
was the statement that the socializalion of
society cannot be brought about through
the exclusive efforts of the Social Democ-
racy.” This means bourgeois reformism,
the co-operation of classes, social-Imper-
ialism and reaction. The Independent So-
cialists have rejected unity with the *“‘ma-
jority.” party

Propaganda and Riots in

Germany

CoMRADE Bertha Thallheimer, of
Stuttgart, a member of the group “Inter-
nationale” and a delegate to the Zimmer-
walder Conference at Kienthal, has been
sentenced to two years’ imprisonment for
the distribution of revolutionary leaflets.

At least a few reports about demonstra-
tions and riots in Germany reach us, iso-
lated expression of seething and even revo-
lutionary discontent. Some news items
tell of a number of killed and wounded.

And the censor certainly will not allow
all the truth to come through. The eyes
of the workers of the world are centered
on Germany ; but this should be no excuse
for our own inactivity. On with the
propaganda of Revolutionary Socialism!

The editor of the Left Wing paper,
Kampf, published in Holland in the Ger-
man language, Comrade Minster, has been
arrested near the border by German spies,
and has disappeared. Minster was at
the Holland-German frontier in connec-
tion with revolutionary propaganda in
Germany, and probably has been made a

victim. No news of his fate is available.

Italy
THE Socialist Party of Italy, which

has taken an intrepid stand against the
war, has issued a call through its Execu-
tive Committee to maintain unflinchingly
the anti-war stand, notwithstanding the
fact that foreign troops are on Italian
soil. The social-patriots, Turati and
Treve, made an appeal for patriotic sup-
port and defense of the fatherland, where-
as the Socialist group in Parliament defi-
nitely rejected an offer to participate in
a bourgeois ministry, declaring that its
policy was fundamentally different from
that of the social-patriots.  The Socialist
Party is by no means swept off its feet by
the frantic appeals and denunciations of
the bougeoisie, and the government has
recourse to force. The offices of Avanti,
the radical organ of the party in Rome,
were raided and several arrests made,
presumably on the charge of pro-German
activity. A Socialist Congress that was
to have been held November | was pro-
hibited. Revolutionary Socialism in Italy
carries on what the bourgeois call a ‘“‘de-
featist” campaign; it is striving with
might and main to make a Social Revo-
lution as did the proletariat of Russia.
Of all the belligerent countries, Italy
comes nearest to Russian conditions, and
it may well become an ally soon of revo-
lutionary Russia. ¢ RO

to decide the status of Alsace-Lorraine ~ The revolutionary activity of the Ital-

was  rejected by a vote of 262 against
14. With one dissenting vote the con-

ian Socialists is being maintained, includ-
ing in Parliament. Recently Comrade

Morgari spoke for three hours in spite of
violent protests from the bourgeois parties,
demanding immediate peace on the Bol-
shevik terms and methods. Morgari open-
ly declared his solidarity with the Russian

revolutionary Maximalists.

France and England

AcCORDING to The Labour Leader,
Philip Snowden declared in Parliament
that France was in danger of a revolu-
tion. That was some time ago; condi-
tions have since developed much more
acutely. According to the statement, the
soldiers had practical control of the army
and were refusing to obey orders. The
French soldiers were saying what the Rus-
sians had already said: *“We will not
go into the trenches for a war of imperial-
istic aims and aggression.”

Our English comrades continue their
activity against the war. Two women

were arrested near Manchester for dis-

tributing leaflets of the imprisoned con-
scientious objectors. Of these conscien-

tious objectors against war, 596 are al- i-

|

food-stuffs at prices not higher than before
the war; taxes only on war profits, capita
and large incomes. The soldiers are -
vited to contribute to a special column
“from and for soldiers,” giving their own
thoughts and complaints.

The Social Democratic Labor Party,
which publishes the papers named above,
has been officially invited by the Bolsheviki
to undertake telegraphic correspondence
with Petrograd regarding peace move-
ments among the proletariat in Europe §nd
America. This ignoring of the “major-
ity”” party in Holland by the Bolskeviki
is a rebuke to moderate Socialism every-
where.

Portugal

THE president and prime minister of
Portugal have been put in jail as the re-
sult of a revolutionary upheaval. Paris
papers report a resemblance of this revolt
to the first acts of the Workers” and Sol-
Idiers’ Delegates in Russia. The rebel
leader, Machado Santos, has been in.

, prison since December, but on December
. 11 was reported in control of the situation.
The overthrown government was strongly

ready serving a second term of imprison- .; in favor of continuing the war together

ment, 157 a third.

X,

Austria
THE party convention of German So-
cialists in Austria, on October 25,

adopted a resolution winding up with an
appeal to the government to continue its
efforts for a peace without annexations
and indemnities, and including interna-
tional disarmament and international arbi-
tration. The resolution, read by old Vic-
tor Adler, claims that the Austrian So-
cialists supported the Russian peace for--
mula by endorsing the Stockholm con-
ference. The arguments in every respect
are a support of German and Austrian
diplomacy, and a betrayal of the Russian
comrades. The Social Revolution will
have to sweep into oblivion this kind of
“Socialists” together with all other reac-
tionaries.

;\
Siwiss Conscientious Objectors

CONSCIENTIOUS objectors in Switzer-
land who preferred to go to jail rather
than bear arms numbered three hundred
in one year alone. Two hundred and
fifty of these belonged to Young People’s

. Socialist organizations, among whom is the
chairman of the branch at Gallen, Com-
rade Ernest Diggelmann. He stated
among other arguments: ‘‘Socialism has
taught us not to look for the enemies of
the people where our Swiss-patriotic mis-
leaders want us to see them; these enemies
are rather in our own country, here with
us in the factories, banks, in the govern-
ment bureaus and military camps. Mili-
tarism is the greatest enemy of the prole-
tariat, because it is the instrument with
which the most modem robbers, our Swiss
capitalists, manage to keep their slaves in
suppression. We Swiss Young People are
Conscientious Objectors because we hope
to undermine the present rule-of capital
by a refusal of military service on a large
scale.”” Diggelmann was sentenced to
six months in prison.

Holland

OUR sister organ in Holland, the Left
Wing Daily Tribune, has been issuing
since November, 1917, a bi-weekly paper,
the Soldiers’ Tribune, for the special pur-
pose of propaganda among soldiers. Its
program advocates: immediate and gen-
eral de-mobilization of the army; the con-
stitution of Councils of Soldiers; payment
of a full wage to mobilized and unem-
ployed workers; embargo on food-stuffs;
confiscation and proper distribution of

“’“:"‘R with the Allies.

Uprising in Spain

SINCE the defeat of the revolutionary
uprisings in Spain in July, the workers
are gradually recovering. Reports from
Barcelona indicate that demands have
been made to liberate those imprisoned in
connection with the previous uprisings.
The situation is again considered serious
by the ruling class, and promising by the
proletariat.

The Railroads and the

Government
The New York Evening Call is jubi-

lant over the government control of rail-
roads. It sees in such control a step In
the direction of Socialism. Wall Street
is also jubilant, but for an entirely dif-
ferent and more accurate reason. It sees
in government control, with its guarantees
of profits, its domination of labor, its op-
portunities for complete railroad system-
ization and aid in militarism and imperial-
ism, a more assured, expansive, intensive
and remunerative capitalism. When rail-
road stocks go up in Wall Street it’s time
for Socialist error to go down—in ruin.
v Formerly, when Wall Street rejoiced
Socialism despaired. Such a manifesta-
tion indicated the further entrenchment
of the capitalist class to the greater detri-
ment of the working class. Times have
not changed in their essence, and there
is no valid reason why Socialists should
refuse to diagnose them according to the
symptoms peculiar to them, as formerly.
Fallacious, indeed, is the Socialist who
sees In government contro]l any other than
the complete combination of railroad in-
terests under governmental auspices, in de-
fiance of all anti-trustism and labor union-
ism, and for the advancement of imperial-
ist policy at home and abroad. It is the
dream of Harriman of a single railroad
system with its immense savings and earn-
ings come true; with the needs of im-
perialism to give it still greater impor-
tance. It follows, consequently, that, if
Socialism comes at all from such govern-
mental control, it will come, not through
it directly, but as a result of it indirectly.
For such government control implies the
introduction of far-reaching changes pe-
culiar to the elimination of competition—
such as we have witnessed heretofore, in
fact, in the trustification of industry; gov-
ernment control being merely another
form of trustification, with the difference
of government aid instead of opposition
and with a view of international capitalism
instead of only national capitalism.
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