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The Mooney Strike

HE American workers are w

against a great
decision. ‘Upou their action

epends much that
. may happen in the days to come. This decision
is-whether they shall respond to the proposed general
strike on July 5, to free Tom Mooney.

Response means action. It means power. It means
power not only for the release of Mooney, but devel-
oping power for the release of the workers from th
tyranny and exploitation of capital. .-

The decision no longer concerns Mooney alone. It

immediate destiny. Just as the conscious workers have
used the Mooney case as a means of attack upon the
whole system of Capitalism, just so the conscious cap-
italists have used Mooney as a means of attack upon
the whole working class, and particularly the militant
and class copscious elements among the workers.

The Mooney issue is a class issue. It is not an issue
of “justice:” the justice of Capitalism is class justice.
It is not an issue of “fair play” or of “legal rights.”
The issue is now an issue of power, and power alone
will decide. It is an issue in the proletarian class strug-
gle against Capitalism, and in the capitalist class strug-
gle against the proletariat: and the issues of the class
struggle are decided by power alone.

The capitalists control the government. They control.

the courts and the judiciary. They control the press.
And all three are united against Mooney, against the
workers, against Sdcialtsm. They have the power.
Power must be met with power. The workers must
break the power of the capitalists. :

“The answer of the workers to the tyranny of capital
must be the mass power of the proletariat in action,—
the general mass strike, the political strike against the
state, to impose the workers’ will upon the state.

The political strike is the most efficient weapon of
the proletariat, equally in the immediate struggle
against Capitalism and in the final struggle to introduce
the dictatorship of the proletariat in order to realize
Socialism.

A general strike for Tom Mooney would be a pol-

itical strike,—a new departure in American labor hist-
ory. It-would be a potentially revolutionary mass
movement, since it would bhreak the old tradition of
passive acceptance of the decisions of the state and
introduce the new militant era of aggressive mass
action to impose the will the proletariat upon the state
and society. Break the old tradition, awaken the cons-
ciousness of power in the proletariat, and great-events
would come. ‘

A revolutionary act of real importance,—this is the
fact comprised in a successful Mooney general strike.
This .general strike would threaten vested interests m

. two directions: the vested interests of the bureaucracy

iin the American Federation of Labor, and the vested

- interests of Capitalisin, the supremacy of which de-

pends upon the passivity of the workers.

These vested interests. accordingly, equally of “lab-
or” and of capital. are united against a general, strike
for Tom Mooney. As usual, the labor misleaders of

~the A. F. of L. are comiug to the rescue of Capitalism,

betraying labor, crushing the development of a militant
spirit among the workers. )

It has been apparent all along that the vested inter-
ests of the bureaucrats in the A* F. of .. were sabot-
aging the Mooney case. They hesitate ; they intrigued ;
they accepted in order to sabotage. These bureau-
crats did all in their power to prevent a militant answer
of labor to Mooney’s appeal The Mooney case became
identified with the mass movement in the A. F. of L.
to transform the organization and impose upon it a
nore militant policy : and in order to preserve the old

ier and their power, the bureaucrats and misleaders

»otaged Mooney in order to sabotage the up-surging

itant spirit in the unions.

The A. F. of L. officials have made it clear again
ind again that they were against a general strike. Now'
-omes the conyention of the A. F. of L. with its de-
ision not to support this strike.—in other wards, to
bandon Mooney and all class war prisoners to the
1ercy of the bourgeois courts, bourgeois justice and
1e bourgeois government.

‘This is sabotage. This is a betrayal, not simply of
fepney, who relatively is unimportant, but of the
‘hoi¢ cause of militant labor, The decision of the
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A. F. of L. is an act of treason to the workers and a
surrender- to Capitalism, )

But the tyrants of capital do not depend upon their
labor lieutenants in the A. F. of L. alone.

Capital has been consciously mobilizing public op-
inion in order to make the Mooney strike a fizzle, The
discovery of alleged plots to “seize” the government,
the dynamite “plots” and explosions,—all are part and
parcel of the campaign to mobilize “public opinion”

. against militant labor and to terrorize labor into aband-
concerns the whole working class, its action and its

oning its plans for a general strike.
Capitalism is in dread of the proposed Mooney gen-

eral strike. Tt realizes the potential revolutionary sign-

ificance of the movement, and is organizing to crush it.
There are no arrests being made of the “bomb plot-
ters.” Apparently, that is unimportant—to capital.

The Final Call — Act!

The National Confererice of the Left Wing
of the Socialist Party meets Sunday, June 22,
in New York City.

Considering the reactionary acts of the N. E.
C., it is absolutely necessary that every Left
Wing local should send delegates.

The future of revolutionary Socialism in our
party, in large measure, depends upon this
Conference. . .

Comrades, act!" Send your delegates! Com-
municate with Max Cohen, 43 West 25th St.,
New York City.

On the referendum to clect international delegates
of the Socialist Party, Texas, Pennsylvania, Oregon,
Ohio and the District of Columbia give the following
returns: '

John Reed, 4312: Louwis C. Fraina, 3364; C. E. Ruth-
enberg, 3256; A. Wagenknecht, 2515; I. E. Ferguson,
2039. These are all Left Wing candidates. The mod-
erates: Victor Berger, 1123; A. Germer, 1053; Alger-
non Lee, 438; John M. Work, 473; Sevmour Sted-

- man, 829; A. Shiplacoff, 674; James O’Neal.’ 36s.

The full returns are, from the District of Columbia
and 15 states—Texas, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Flor-
ida, Rhode Island, Maine, Kentucky, Arkansas, Min-
nesota, Michigan and Massachusetts:

John Reed, 11,001; Louis C, Fraina, 10447: A, Wag-
enknecht, 7938; C. E. Ruthenberg. 7,779: I. E. Fergus-
on, 4,577; Victor Berger, 2,262; A. Germer, 1961;
Seymour Stedman, 1,618; A. Shiplacoff, 1337; James
O'Neidl, 1,143; Algernon Lee, 1003; John M. Work,
930.

In 14 of thesc states (Pennsylvanja and the District
of Columbia not in) the vote on International Secret-
ary is: Kate Richards O'Hare, 7,317; Morris Hillquit,
2,422, :

The vote in Local -Buffalo, New York (expelled
for being Left Wing) on internatinal delegates is:
John Reed. 307; Louis C. Fraina, 285; C. E. Ruthen-
berg, 271: 1. E. Ferguson, 67; Victor Berger, 61; Kate
O'Hare gets 145 votes. and Morris Hillquit 8o.

For National Executive Committee in District One—
three states, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Maine, the
vote is: Louis C. Fraina, 3130: N. T. Hourwich, 2,544;
E. Lindgren. 1472: L. Lore, 040: Morris Hillguit, 838
Jatmes O'Neal, 688: A. Shiplacofl, 319. Local Buffalo
forvN. E. C. vates: L. C. Kraina, 23509; N. 1. Hour-
wich, 205; E. I. Lindgren, 150; Morris Hillquit, 83.

These are partial rcsults, indicating a ,Left Wing
sweep; that a reactionary N. E. C. is trying to sabotage
for the' moderates.

But the explosions are being used as a pretext to de-
port radicals, as a means of mobilizing sentiment
against militant labor, as a means of breaking the Moo-
ney strike. The newspapers report that another ex-
plosion is scheduled for July 4: how do they know,
and is it not a move to terrorize people and break the
strike?

Capitalism visions dark days ahead. It visions so-
cial storms of great fury. and'is preparing itself.

This preparation is sinister. It consists of plans
for using terror against the working class, for using
avmed forae-in sgrikes; ' for a more ruthless use of the
courts agamst labor, together with the cowing of labor
into accepting a passive policy of dependence upon the
benevolence of the state.

The sinister conspiracy of capital against militant
labor must be broken. It must be broken by a more
intense revolutionary agitation, by a more aggressive
policy of Socialism. It must be broken by making a
success of the Mooney strike, if not on July 5, then
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after: the struggle to get the masses v action must
never cease.

This means, moreover, broadening the scope of the
Mooney strike. It must become a strike for the re-
lease of all class war prisoners, who are prisoners of
the class war against Capitalism. Mooney is a symbol
of the cla$s war; and the Mooney strike must become
a symbol of class power and militancy, to release all
the prisoners of the militant working class.

These class war prisoners were captured in the front
lines of the war against Capitalism. They were at the
posts of danger, they struggled valiantly; and they
were imprisoned consciously and calculatingly to weak-
en the power of the workers, to strengthen the power
of the capitalists. They must be released. N

The moderates, in the A. F. of I.. and in the Social-
ist Party, urge a campaign for “amnesty.” The labor
iieutenants of the capitalist class in the unions urge
faith in the government and in the courts. The moder-
ates imagine that the mobilization of bourgeois liberal
public.opinion will compel an “ammnesty.”

All that will not accomplish anything. The issue is
an issue of the class war. and power alone decides in
the class war as in ordinary war. .Yon cannot depentd
upon the courts. You cannot depend upon public
opinion. You can depend upon vour own mass power
alone. You must not ask the govermnent, you must
compel the government to release our class war pris-
oners. :

‘Ask the government that imprisoned our worker-
comrades to release them? Depend upon this reaction-
ary government of the capitalists to frec the. enemies
of the capitalists? Charity is not a factor in the social
struggle. .Justice is a weapon in the struggle of class
against class. Mercy is the lying fraud of a ruling
class intent upon maintaining its own ascendancy.

All that is paltering with the issuc. PPaltering is very
pleasing to the capitalists, hut disastrous 1o the work-
ers.

Power! That is the requirement of the militant
proletariat. Power is the means that will break the
power-of the capitalists. The power of the proletariat
alone will compel concessions and ultimaiely uncon-
ditional surrender.

The mass strike, the- political strike, mwans power.
It means the consciousness of class and.the the power
that comes -of this consciousness. The political mass
strike will weaken the power of thw-state, make the
power of the capitalists totter. There is no other
method. The class struggle is not wage:l with words,
but with deeds’; it is not a pink-tea affair, but an im-
placable war to the end. Tn this war the workers
must use force.—the force of their control of industry,
the force that comes out of mass power, ot of mass
action,

The class struggle is flaring 1w finplacably.  Under
the oppression of Capitalism, the warkers are com-
pelled to get into action. " [insions are being hrokeu.
New fetters are heing forged for the proletariat, a new
tyranny organizing itsell. Capitalisu is resorting to
the most desperate ineans lo preserve itself. [t im-
prisons, it shoots, it destroys peacc, happiness, deyno-
cracy, that it may reign in nlunder and in power, The
workers must act against this cvil system of things.

The class struggle is flaring up implacably. Tn the
midst of war and death and tyranny, the proletariat is
acquiring a new consciousness and new purposes. Tt
stirs, uneasily, nnaware of its strength: but it stirs.
And capital trembles. Capital realizes that should
this' stir become conscious. definite action, -it would
mean the end of the world,—for Capitalism.” But it
would mean a new world for the workers.

The issue of the class war prisoners is an issue of
the class struggle. On this issue. and all other issues,
the militant proletariat must wage war against Cap-
italism. It must wage this war, consciously, unceas-
ingly, implacably.

The proletariat must wage the class war with new
means, with more militant tactics than used of old. The
strike must broaden its character; the workers must
realize that they need power, class power in order to
conquter Capitalism. 'Class power comes out of class
action; and the unifying cenre of class action is the
mass political strike,—Socialist mass action to conquer
the power of the state and of Capitalism. '
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Another Peace of Aggression

HI, terms imposed upon Austria by the Allies

are terms of a victorious Imperialism, bent upon
aggrandizing itself and maintaining fits supremacy.
The Austrians are hellowing in protest: but to what
avail> They accept Capitalism and reject the Rev-
“olution: Capitalism must: exploit and opptess them.
Dr. Remner, the “Socialist” head of the Austrian
Peace Delegation, was all urbanity at Paris, making
a “favorable” impression upon the diplomats. But
urbanity does not accomplish results for the proleta-
riat. Dr. Renner is the Austrian Scheidemann, who
during the war used all means to uphold the war and
the government. Fe is a social-patriot, and the evils
of his policy are now becoming apparent to the Aust-
rian proletariat. The Peace Conference in Paris,
while it reveals the malignity and Incompetence of
Capitalism, equally reveals the degenerate character
of the dominant moderate Socialism. In' the revolu-
tionary class struggle.alone lies the hope of the pro-
letariat and of Socialism. .

But the revolutionary class struggle is flaring up in
Burope.  eace—“progressive” or reactionary—can-:
not still it. The lunker government of Poland is mob-
ilization against the Communist—trying to disguise its
ntterly reactionary character. In Germany, a new
Spartacan revolt is in preparation. Austria itself may
hreak loose in a new revolution. In France, in Ttaly,
in Fagland. the proletariat is. awakening, seething
with an unrest that may soon hecome conscious rev-
olutionary action. The Socialist Party of Norway
has pffiliated with the Communist International.

Peace is aggression, since Capitalism ts aggression.
Communism is 1he proletarian answer to predatory
Capitalism. Moderate Socialism and Capitalism must
make way for the revolutionary conguest of power by
the proletariat.

Mass Action in the Unions

T is hecoming characteristic of the large strikes

now in action that they are not only a revolt against
the employers, but equally a revolt against the old
unjons. and the reactionary officials in control of these
unjons.

These strikes are mass movements, developing ont
of the upsnrge of the membership itself, imposing its
will upon the unions.  Invariably, the old unions and
the lahor lientenants of the capitalists in these unions
act against the strike. practicing sabotage.

The great strikes in England were revolts against
the old unions and their officials. Tndeed. so marked
was this particular characteristic of tlie strikes that
the British government seriously considered proposals
for strengthening the “prestige™ of the union officials
among the masses.—-the “labor lieutenants™ had be-
come a recognized hulwark of Capitalism.

The Seattle general strike was equally a mass move-
ment, oppased by the old union bureaucracy. The
Awerican® Federation of Labor officials even boasted
of the fact that the strike was largely nroken hecause
the international unions refused moral or finandial
support.

Tn Winnipeg and Toronto, and other cities of Can-
ada, the great general strike is as much a revolt against
the old unionism as it is against the employers, Chart-
ers are being revoked : union officials, in Canada and
the Uirited States, are actively sabotaging the strike.
The mass movement behind this general strike, which
is unified about industrial unionism, started as a bolt
from the regular convention of the unions, and an
agitation to re-organize into industrial unions.

Thi= development is most important. It deserves

the consideration and study of every militant in the
movement. Out of i¥ may come a revolutionary labor
movement.

The old uniuns, dominantly, are reactionary, their
officials corrupt. But there is unrest in these. unions;
a membership, often betrayed, is becoming- aware
that things are wrong, and is acting. We must direct
and organize this mass movement in the old unions.
The old unions must be split, precisely as they have
been split in Canada: and a new labor movement
forged out of those elements in the A. F. of L. which
are unskilled and potentially revelutionary.

The problem of unionism is a crucial problem. The
reconstruction of the unions is a necessary task of
revolutionary Socialismy, in accord with mass action
and proletarian dictatorship.

Industrial Democracy

HE convention of the American Federation of

Labor is, if possible. still more reactionary than

usual. The Sfone Age minds of the delegates,
who represent the hureaucracy much more than the
membership, are perpetrating a series of reactionary
acts that make one stagger.

Accepting in toto the infamous peace treaty, reject-
ed even by conservative labor in Europe: repudiating
“industrial amalgamation” of the crafts, the A. F. of
1.. degeneration of industrial unionisnr: dodging the
government suppression of “civil rights,” sabotaging
the Mooney strike, and suggesting “memoralizing”
Congress for more “labor laws,”—-these constitute the
spirit andd the acts of the convention. Reactionary
and petrified. is it any wonder that President Wilson
fulsnmely greets the convention?

Gompers, as usual. performs the task of indulging
in progressive camouflage. Tn his opening address,
this Old Man of the Sea said: “The day of autocracy.
both industrial and political, is gone. The day for
readjustment and reconstruction.is at hand. Those
who oppase the new order are reckoning without their
host.  We are making no unjust demands, hut we are
foing to insist on @n opportunity to live full, rounded
lives, worthy of the civilization of our times.”

TTaving applauded these pious wishes, the conven-
tion then proceeded to wreak its reactionary will upon
labor and the unions.

(iompers proposes reconstruction—in words. Cap-
italism equally proposes reconstructlon—in words.
What are the deeds that Gompers proposes? Nothing
hut making lahor an appendage of the predatory de-
macracy of Capitalism,

Reconstruction implies limiting. at least, the pre-
roratives and power of the capitalists. But the A, F.
of 1. as expressed in its officials, is actually strength-
ening Capitalism by mobilizing the workers against
the class strugele and accepting the Wilsonian pro-
gram. The \. F. of T.. is not even accepting the “re-
construction” program of the British Labor Party,—
which is surelv maoderate. These Stone Age minds
are still wrapt in the past: they still consider craft
disputes more immortant than the mass struggle of the
workers against Capitalism.  Theyv are protectors of
Capitalism and betrayers of the proletariat.

Industrial democracy under Capitalism is a fraud.
Ciompers may use the term, but in his mouth its only
meaning is reactionary. Recognition of the unions,
collective bargaining, labor laws, being fawned upon
by a treacherous government,—all this does not con-
stitute industrial democracy. but its opposite.

Industrial antocracy must he broken. How? Gom-
pers offers no real answer. The A, . o7 L. has no
answer, since officiallv it is part and parcel of the
svstem of industrial autocracy, and serves the auto-
cricy ol Capitalism,

Industrial autocracy is based unon the private own-
ership of the means of production and distribution
Industrial auntocracy means capitalist control of in-
dustry : industrial democracy means workers® control
of industry. The realization of industrial democracy,
accordinglyv, implics breaking the power of the cap-
Wahists, ending private ownership of industry, and
placing industry in (he eontrol of the workers, organ-
ized industrially and  communsisticallv. Al else is
visionary, treachery to the ideals of the militant work-
ers. .

The A, Foof 1. burcaucracey is still reactionary, Tt
will persist in its reactionarv  policy.—these labor
Heutenants of the capitalist class must promote the
supremacy of Capitalism. These betravers of labor
have learnt nothing and forgotten nothing.  But the
workd is developing. New forces and new ideas are
coming to the fromt. producing a more conscious class
struggle against Capitalism.  These forces and ideas

‘are hrcoming expressed in a mass movement to either

transform the \\. F. of .. or secede from it. Social-
ism must assist in the development of this new, ag-
gressive movement of labor.

Strangling Russia

HE most contemptible thing about the war waged
by the Aflies against Russia is the deceit and the
hypocrisy that accompany it.” Tt 1s a counter-

revolutionary war,—against the Russian masses,
against democracy, against civilization and humanity

Nor is this war against Russia accidental or incid-
ental. Tt is to the Allies much more important than
the war against Germany, since Soviet Russia men
aces the whole system of international Capitalism.
In other words, it is a class war between the reaction-
ary capitalists of the world and the revolutionary
workers of Russia. This class character of the war
agrainst Russia is now hecoming apparent to all, events
being conclusive. The New York Times of May 29
admits the class bias of the war against Soviet Russia:’

It is hecoming increasingly difficult not 1o take sides,

at deast passively. in the Russian eivil war. [n the

world war auainst Bolshevism, just as in the world

war pgainst Germany, there is neither satisfaction nor
profit for those who stay owt uuntil the issue is decided.

The_ war against Germayy was a class war between
the capitalists of two imperialistic helligerents for the
financial control of the world. The victory of Ger-
many would have proven very disastrous to the Allies.
German Imperialism would have hecome dominant
in the markets of the world, the Imperialism of the
Allies being weakened accordingly. The issue was
vital, and the original Furopean war developed into a
world war.

Jut the victory of Soviet Russia has infinitely more
serious consequences than the victory of Germany.
A German victorv would have not destroyed the Cap-
italism of the Allies, however much it might have
weakened it: the “rights of property” would still pre-
vail. But Soviet Russia symbolizes tha purpose of
the militant proletariat to end Capitalism, to convert
private property into communal property. The world
of Capitalism, accordingly, attacks. Soviet Russia in
order to preserve its very existence. The war of the
Allies against Soviet Russia is a class war of the
canitalists of the world against the workers of Russia.

Tt is, moreover, a war against the workers of the
world, since the social ideals of the Russian Revolu-
tion are universal ideals: and in this war the Russian
masses are waging the stroggle of the workers of the
world for emancipation.

What becomes, then, of the alleged reasons for the
war against Russia? lies, all lies. Every single
argument against Soviet Russia is a fraud. Capital-
ism cannot admit openly that it fights the Russian
Bolshevik  Republic in order to maintain the ascend-
ancy of Capitalism: so it manufactures lies concerning
tyranny, the community of women, ete., all in an effort
to mobilize public opinion against the Soviet Republic.

The most frequent accusation is that anarchy and
cliaos prevail in Russia.  Tet a non-Bolshevik answer.
Isaac Don Levine, adherent of Kerensky, recently
went to Russia to study conditions. In a dispatch to
the New York Glohe. from Moscow, May 19, Levine
SAVS

“There is no anarchy ¢ither in Petrograd or Mos-
cow, and there is no chaos in Soviet Russia. Never
since its inauguration has the Soviet Government
heen more nowerful that it is today. . . . When one
penetrates Soviet Russia one is struck Hy the fact that
whatever Bolshevism may be it is not anarchy. After
having passed some time within the frontiers of the
Comnmmist Republic one is surprised at the situation
here. for it is absolutelv the opposite of what the
American people imagine it to be.” There are no
policemen in Moscow and no lights at night, yet the
streets are safer than New York or Chicago. “Before
coming to Russia | was informed that the Soviet gov-
ernment was tottering and wonld soon tall. The news-
papers here publish the wireless disparches sent from
Paris to_America. These are absolutety contrary to
the facts, and even people mnst violently opposed-to
Bolshevism cannot find anything 1o support such as-
sertions.  (n the contrary, numerous signs show that
the Soviet government has grown considerably in-the
last few months.” : ’

That very effectively disposes of the “chaos™ in
Russia.  In fact. & new social sostem is being con-
structed in Russia: the masses are in control, and a
new life, a new civilization, a new humanity, are in
process of becoming.  The proletarian  dictatorship,
the Soviet Republic, is not ‘breaking down, but build-
ing up.  That is precisely why the Capitalism of the
Mlies iy cager to strangle Russia, since if Socialisn
there proves successful, it would inspire the worker
of the world to set for their own Socialism.

There is a terrible scarcity of food in Russia, truly.
But. in the first place, this characterizes every [luro-
pean country—-a result of the war: and, in the second
place. while other nropean conatries may purchase
food in the markets of the world, Soviet Russia may
not. The Allies hlockade Russia, deliberately trving
to starve it into submission.

The war against Rusia is brutal, reactionary, vile,
an attemnpt to strangle the Russian Kevolution and
Socialism.
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Clear the Decks!

III

HE moderates in the Socialist Party, while des-
T perately using terror and expulsion to crush the

Left Wing, az desperately refuse to discuss the
fundamental thenretical implications of the tactical
~ontroversy. In this refusal, they tacitly admit defeat.
T'hey cannot afford, considering the party temper, to
»ppose the implications of their petty bourgeois reform
»licy to the revolutionary imiplications of our Com-
nunist proletarian policy.

Accordingly, the moderates indulge in sneers and

uperation. In his article in the New York Call of

.ay 21, “The Socialist Task and Outlook,”™ which has
ecome the “life saver” of the maderates, Morris
Hillquit says: .

The “Left Wing” movemem as | see it, is a purely
emotional reflex of the situation in Russia. . . . The
“Left Wing” movement in a sort of burlesque on the
Russian revolution,

‘This answers no argument and solves no problem—
which is characteristic of the opportunist policy. We
plead - guilty to an emotional response to the Russian
Revolution; we acted, to the extent of our power, in
solidarity with our revolutionary comrades in Russia:
which is more than can be suid of Hillguit & Co., who
were deliberately, coldly, traitorously silent, until the
upsurging temper of the Party compelled them to
become “mie too” acclaimers of the Russian Revolution.
But our response is equally a response of the mind, of
theory. ...

The New York Call, having heard the voice of
master, develops the argument of “initiation” in
issue of June 5:

A striking thirg zhout the pretended “Left Wing”
organization within the Socialist Party is the effort to
duplicate every phase of the experience of the Russian
Socialists. ...

Socialists have always held that the workers of each
country must work out their own policies and that these
policies will vary according to the nature of the eco-
nomic, social anid political conditions of each country.
Lessons can be learned from other countries, to be sure,
but policies cannat he copied everywhere,

its.
its

This appears formidable, but in reality is cheap.

The heart and soul of the Left Wing policy, and of
Bolshevism, are mass action and proletarian dictator-
ship.

Proletarian dictatorship was first formulated by
Marx. In this, the Left Wing “imitates™ Marx, and
not the Russian Revolution.

The tactic of mass action, as a revolt against petty
hourgeois parliamentarism and the answer of militant
Socialism to the concentrated industry of imperial-
istic Capitalism, was developed prior to the conquest
of power by the revolutionary proletariat in Russia.

The Russian Revolution has made reality of the
theory of proletarian dictatorship and mass action,
while revealing the gemeral forms for the realization
of the theory in vraciice—and of Socialism. The
Russian revolution is the final, unanswerable argument
against petty bourgeois parliamentary Socialism, in
favor of proletarian revolutionary Socialisin.

Imitation? The Communist International calls for
an acceptance of the Left Wing—of that revolutionary
Socialism which is conquering power for the proletar-
iat. Or shall the party cling 1o the Socialism of the
Ebert-Scheidemann Social Democracy? ...

Our task is not the immediate seizuré of power:
revolutions come, they are not manufactured ; our task
is to reorganize the Party. so that it shall become a rev-
olutionary factor in the immediate struggles of the
militant proletariat, and prepare for the final revol-
utionary struggle that is coming.

The accusation of “imitation” recoils upon its mak-
ers. These moderates imitated the policy and practice
of the German Social-Democracy, apishly and dis-
astrously. They never tried to develop tactics in ac-
cord with American conditions,—except in the matter
of playing cheap politics.

The American proletarian movement has made a
real contribution to international Socialism,—the
theory and practice of revolutionary industrial union-
ism. In accord with the giant character of industrial
concentration in the United States, industrial unionism
proposed to organize the workers in concentrated in-
dustrial divisions, in the integrally constructed indust-
rial unions. In this industrial unionism, moreover, there
was implict, if not fullv formulated, the theory and
the practice of mass action and proletarian dictator-
shiv. But the Socialist Party, under the control of the
moderates, consistently wnd persistently sabotaged in-
lustrial unionism in favor of the reformist parliament-
ity “policy of the tiermau Social-Democracy. Who
.re the imitators? ...

The Left Wing in the Socialist Party is not a pro-
duct of today only. 1t has its past, as well as its future,
‘The Teft Wing has always existed in the Party, uni-
ied largely around the guestion of industrial union-
sm,

Conditions vary, and the application of theory and
yractice varies in immediate expression. But the tend-
ancy is fundamental. The tendency of proletarian

dictatorship and mass action,—it is upon that that
Socialism must build its immediate policy. An actual
revolution is not necessary in order to build our move-
ment upon the basis of mass action and proletarian
dictatorship, since mass action and proletarian dict-
atorship have their immediate as well as ultimate im-
plications.

The acceptance of the Left Wing program implies
a reconstruction of the immediate tactics and policy of
the Partv. \We shall not wait for the revolution: we
shall engage actively and aggressively i the inmediulce
wmass struggle of the proletariat, out of which will
emerge the dynamic force and consciousness for the
realization of proletarian dictatorship, of Socialisn,

Moderate, petty bourgeois “‘Sociahsm’ in the Party
evades all actual problems of Socilism and the Rev-
olution. While it prates childishly of a rvevolutionary
crisis not being imminent, an actual crisis is upon us,
and the moderates are helpless, hopeless, incompetent.
They reject, not only the Revolution, but the revol-
utionary struggle: they repudiate the Communist In-
ternational ; they cling to the old tactics and the old
reformism; they castrate Marxism and abandon rev-
olutionary Sociaism.

Clear the decks! Let us clear them now!

The slogan of the moderates is: Split the Party
for petty bourgeois Socialism, for the abandonment of
the immediate revolutionary struggle!

The slogan of the Left Wing i1s: Conquer the Party
for revolutionary Socialism, for the immediate and
ultimate revolutionary struggle against Capitalism!

The cCalifornia Convention
By Alanson Sessions

HE California State Convention of the Socialist
Party, held on May 30th, 3i1st and June 1st at
San Francisco, resutted in a more or less dehnite
decision to affiliate with the Left Wing movement of
the American Socialist Party. The greater part of
Sunday, June 1st, was spept in a discusion of the praci-
icability of the Left Wng ‘Program. i is unfortunate
that a clear-cut decision was not faken before the
adjournment of the convention. \While Left \Ving
sentiment seemed to be dominant, a vote on the subject
was either adroitly avoided by the machinations of
the Right or overiooked by the Left.

The first two days of the convention were occupied
in the discussion of methods of organization and pro-
paganda and of the nature and future of the Socialist
press. DBut from the outset it was clear to all that such
discussion was futile until the momentous question
of basic party policy was determined. The subject of
organization and propaganda must be confused and
incoherent if the party does not know precisely where
it stands with relation to the Left Wing. It was to be
expected, therefore, that the first two days of the con-
vention would be wasted in tiresome verbosity.

The third day proved that the majority of the mem-
bership is Left Wing by sentiment, if not by intel-
lectual conviction. Most of the delegates felt that
there is a dire need for a radical alteration in tactics,
but few of them had done any serious and consecutive
thinking on the subject. Taylor, state secretary, and
Dolsen, one of the most prominent of the party org-
anizers, are both Teft Wing. Others like Lillian 13
Symes and- Cameron King, recognized as big figures in
the California movement, were emphatically Right
Wing in their attitude. King especiully, bitterly at-
tacked the Left \Wing Program and denounced “fren-
zied I'raina” as a phrase-monger and a vulgar disrupt-
er.
King based his argument principally on the fact
that a revolution in the United States is not likely for
many years to come. This being the case, he contended,
it was idle to agitate for a dictatorship of the prole-
tariat and an application of Russian tactics to Ameri-
can conditions. The leader of the l.eft Wing, Com-
rade Coleman, in answer to King, argued that the
possiblity of an immédiate overturn in this country
was something quite beside the point—that the Left
Wing wished only to make the party strictly revolu-
tionary in its aims and tactics and to prepare tho-
roughly for the revolution when it comes.

There is little doubt that the referendum vote on the
Teft Wing and Right Wing issue will result in favor
of the former. The leaders of the leit, however, re-
cognize the fact that many of their supporters are
not well-grounded, and they are carrying on a strenu-
ous campaign of education among their ranks.

It is interesting to note although the T.eft Wingers
have been denounced by the Right Wingers as hyster-
ical, etc., at the California convention the exponents
of the T.eft Wing were far more scholarly and unhyst-
erical than their opponents. Cameron King, for inst-
ance, did not hesitate to resort to epithets and personal
denunciation in his speeches, while Coleman’s talk
was a dispassionate, impersonal-analysis of the sitn-
ation.

This convention is a preliminary convention to a
larger and more representative one whicl will he called
in the near future.

Dictatorship and Minority

HE petty bourgeois characteristics of mod.rate
Socialism are clearly apparent when they try to
discuss the problems of revolutionary Socialism.

then they indulge, with pseudo-Marxian trimmings,
of course, in all the stupid argnments of the petite
bourgeoisie,

Consider proletarian dictatorship. ‘T'he petty bour-
geois apologists of Capitalism stigimatize it as “dictat-
orship of the minority,” as a violation of the rights of
the “‘majority.”” Now comes the New York Call, in
its issue of June 8, and stigmatizes the Left \Wing con-
ception of proletarian dictatorship as huving “all the _
characteristics of the doctrine of the “militant ininor-
ity” as it was worked out by the French Syndicalists™!

The Call says that the Left Wing “attempt to estab-
lish a dictatorship within the Sociahst Party is a resur-
rection of the ‘militant minority.” ™ s ? The left
Wing has used agitation to convert the party member-
ship to its policy. [t has urged an Emergency National
Party Convention to discuss problems of policy and
tectics. It has used the referendum of the Party to
“get across” its policy to the membership. In the
measure that certain groups have taken the initiative
in this agitation you have a “militant minority™ but not
in the petty bourgeois sense used by the Call, since
our purpose has been to convert the muass of the mem-
bers in the party. .

But the moderates are using'the tactics of the milit-
ant minority. A small minority, the National Fxec-
utive Committee, sabotaged the call for un emergency
convention ; & minority, the bureaucracy of Tocal New
York and the State Executive Committee, expelled the
left \Wing locals and comrades. :\ smail minority, the
N. [ (. expels and suspends 40,000 members of the
Party and refuses to recognize the will of the mases
of the Party as expressed in the referendum to elect a
new N. [£. C., international delegates and international
secretary.

This is the “militant minority™ in action, hecome a
murdering minority of the Party. . ..

‘I'he revolutionary Socialst concepts of mass action
and proletarian  dictatorship are not derivatives of
Anarcho-Syndicalism, but of Marxism. Anarcho-
Syndicalism is petty bourgeois, as is parliamentary
Soctalsm against which it revolts, and connter-revo-
iutionary. In theory and in practice (as proven by
events in Russia) narcho-Syndicalism is not comp-
atible «with proletarian dictatorship. 'roletarian dictat-
orship implies the conquest of the political power of the
state and the construction of a transition “proletarian
state” on the basis.of which to introduce Socialism;
two concepts repudiated by Anarcho-Syndicalism,

Is the theoretical scholar of the Call ignorant, or
is he a sophist? . . .

This scholar insists that “the Russian revolutionists
in the second revolution were cautious enough to wait
until they were sure that they represented the feel-
ings and desires of a minority,” and implies that the
Left Wing of the Socialist Party is acting to the
contrary. This is conscious subterfuge. Prior to the
secomd Revolution the Bolsheviki were a militant min-
ority urging mass action and proletarian dictatorship
upou the masses—revolutionary agitation for a re-
volutionary mass policy. That is precisely our task—
agitation. We must revolutionize the Party, convert it
into a “militant. minority” (or in  Marxian terms,
“the most advanced and resolute section of the work-
ing class”) in order 10 carry on a revolutionary agit-
ation to develop a revolutionary mass policy of the
proletariat.

Mass action and proletarian dictatorship exclude
the Blanqguist tactics of the “militant minority” in the
Anarcho-Syndicalist sense.

Revolutionary Socialisin builds upon the mass-power
of the proletariat, Moderate Socialism *“huilds” upon
the bourgeois state, upon votes, upon bourgeois liberal
public opinion. Petty bourgeois Socialism makes the
introduction of Socialism the task of a “minority” of
parliamentarians; revolutionary Socialism makes it
the task of dynamic mass struggles of the proletariat,—
the conquest of power by the masses.

Socialism cannot conguer without the masses. But,
equally, there is no Socialism without the mass struggle
of the proletariat.—and this mass struggle is re-
pudiated by the moderates,

Proletarian dictatorship: implies 2 recognition of
the mass character of the struggles of the working
class,—of mass action. It accepts parliumentary pol-
itical action in order to arouse the masses, but rejects
the idea of using the bourgeois state to introduce So-
cialism. Proletarian dictatorship is the unifying con-
cept of revolutionary Socialism,

The Socialist Party must rally the masses for the
revolutionary struggle against Capitalism. In order to
accomplish this, it must reject its petty bourgeois
policy, revolutionize itself, develop a consistent and
aggressive policy. That is the task of the Left Wing:
Conquer the Party for revolutionary Socialism and then
rally the masses for the struggle against Capitalism,—
the means being mass action and proletarian dictator-
ship, in their immediate and ultimate implications.

.
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An Appeal to the Workers of the Allies

to bring pressure to bear on their governments

not to crush and stifle the Russian revolution.
At the time the armies of the Allies and the White
Guard, supported by the Allied governments, began
the attack on the Russian Soviet Government, they
stated that it was necessary in the interests of France,
and it was declared to be a blow at Germany. How-
ever, cven ai that time of the war those armies oper-
ated rather like allies of Germany. Though.they were
fighting separately from the German forces, their en-
emy was the samie: the Russian revolution. The attack
of the Allied forces prevented the Russian revolution
from defending itself .against the incoming German
soldiers, and even took away the strength necessary
for protecting the revolution from invason.

These warring powers, which, in the course of the
world war, shed the blood of many millions of prole-
tarians in order to annihilate each other, together at-
tacked the revolution of the Russian workers and peas-
ants. [‘rom that day when the German people freed
themselves from the yoke of the Kaiser and consented
to an unconditional surrender to the conquerors, the
war of the Allies on Russia could no longer be called
a war against Germany. Therefore, the hirelings of the
capitalist press have been busy piling up the most
abominable accusations against the Russian revolution.

But if even German Imperialism had to fall, the
masses of the people understood that it served the int.
erests of the cuslavers of the masses; and the military
power of the entente nations will be too weak to dest-

. The

IE censorship during the war directed its efforts
to presenting in a rosy light the terrible situation
in Farope.  livery attempt to pierce through the lies
to the facts mmd mdicate the approaching catastrophe
was mercilessly suppressed by a war government. No
wonder, then, now that war is over, the capitalists of
the Uuited States are becoming alarmed. It seemed
sufficient to them that Germany sign the peace treaty
of the Allies, and again there would begin, as of old,
the struggle hetween the capitalists of different nations
for ilie markets of the world. The only difference
they conceived was that Germany would be eliminated
fror:. the competitors, would not be a serious interfer-
ng {zctor in the struggle between the capitalists of
France, England, Italy, Japan and the United States.
The dread of being forced out of the world’s markets
. haunted the American capitalists; and as soon as the
armistice was signed, Europe was flooded by an army
of American capitalists and financiers eager to “study
conditions”™ and prepare for the future,

What these, American financiers and capitalists saw
in Furope was not exactly what they had expected.
T'he war has so dislocated the industrial life of Europe,
that it will not he able to become “normal” again with-
out the aid of the United States. This aspect of the
problem was recently considered in a speech by Frank

WE call to the workers of the Allied countries

A. Vaderdip, hiead of the National City Bank, a nerve-
centre of \merican hoperialism.  Mr. Vanderlip, who
just returned from lSurope and spoke before the pluto-

cratic leonomic Club, began by pointing out that his
pessimisnt is hased on facts secured while in Europe.
He was all over Fuarope, met the ministers of finance
of aluoust every Furgpean country and other public
men, and his facls and observatons are undeniable.

The essence of Mr. Vanderlip’s speech, which is
worthy of analysis, may be summarized thus: “We
must save Lurope from a catastrophe, otherwise it may
reach us.” ‘The factors producing this catastrophe,
according to this American financier, are three: 1)
financal disorganization; 2) dislocation of transport;
3) the labor problem.

The war has produced a larger output of printing
machinery. and this machinery is working feverishly
producing paper currency. The result is that even
sich @ powerful country, financially, as Great Britain
has onc-and-one-half milliards of paper currency as
against the 28 million pounds of stering in gold. In
other words, Dritain has 54 credit-paper bonds for
every pound sterling in gold (about five dollars.) In
France the amount of paper currency during the war
increased from O milliard francs to 36 milliards, that
is, 6 times.as much. The circumstance that the paper
honds are not guaranteed by a sufficient amount of
gold tender results in depreciation of the value of
money. Iuropean money is falling heavily in value
on the world’s stock exchanges. The influence of this
depreciation is felt particularly in foreign trade trans-
actions, when a franc or pound sterling does not circ-
ulate according to its nominal value but on the basis
of a fluctuating rate of exchange.

There is no hope that Europe can exist without for-
eign trade. TFEurope needs machinery to start pro-
du :tion and food products to feed the people, all of
whicl: i at this moment available only outside of

By G. Chicherin

People’s Commissar on Foreign Affairs of the Russian
Socialist Federated Soviet Republic.

(Translated by W. J. Sipis)

roy the revolution, for the general awakening of the
masses of the workers and soldiers: will not permit
them to come out in the role of executioner of freedom
for the destruction of revolution.

In Bessarabia and Ukraine these armies have refus-
ed to become the unthinking instruments of oppression.
In London and Paris the workers have also come out
ageinst the suppression of Russian freedom.

Workers of the Allied countries, do not believe your
governments. They are deceiving you. Though they
are sending no more troops to Russia, they are con-
tinuing the blockade.

They have established a regime of the most un-
bridied reaction in Poland, and, under their orders,
the Polish working masses are being shot down. Your
governments are supporting.the Boyar (Junker) gov-
ernment in Rumania, and are making it possible for the
miltary party in Finland to establish itself into a gov-
ernment.

Poles, Rumanians, Finns, Germans,—the reaction-
aries, the monarchists of Southern Russia and Siberia,
living in wealth and luxury,—that is who is conducting
a desparate struggle against Soviet Russia, cut off
from the grain regions, deprived of the most necessary

provisions, and suffering from the torments.of famine
and unemployment. ) -

The Allied governments call the Russian revolution
the work of the dregs of humanity. They shamelessly
declare that “these culprits must be summarily dealt
with,” and at the same time declare that they have
abandoned all intention of intervention.

They wish to make the workers of their countries
helieve that they areehurrying aid to Russia -in its' mis-
fortune by sending food. They would be willing
send their regiments against us, were they assure
that the soldiers would not refuse to obey. Thev,d¢
not. spare materials or ammunition in trying to help
the most savage reaction and the most terrible mon-
archists and exploiters in-their struggle against the
revolution of the workers and peasants of Russia.

And these governments still wish to make us believe
in their sincerity and they do not reveal their perfidy
to the workers of their countries.

Workers of the entente nations! The workers and
peasants of Russia will not lay down their arms while
the enemy is not driven from their territory. They
are not afraid of any sacrifices, they will bear the
pangs of hunger and want with unshaken bravery,
and they ask you not to weaken the préssure on your
governments until you make them abstain from any’
direct or indirect atterppt at attacking the Russian
revolution.

Make your governments stop their infernal game
and treacherous attempts. Let them not crush the
‘freedom of the Russian workers and peasants.

Crisis—Capitalism in Collapse

By B. G.

Europe. ILven as concerns bread Europe cannot get
along on its own supply. Rumania, which before the
war exported a million bushels of wheat, now can
scarcely feed its own people. “The area of cultivated
land in Poland has decreased one third; there are no
horses or domestic cattle. People are taking the place
of field horses in tilling the soil. There is a terrible
scarcity of seeds.

But even if all the necessary products should come
from other side of the ocean, they would scarcély get
beyorid the ports, since all the transportation systems
are demoralized. There are not sufficient locomotives,
wagons and horses to move merchandise from the rail-
way stations to the interior of the country. The neces-

The Yellow Streak

IFFERENCES of opinion.and outlook do not
make some persons “red” and others “yellow.”
But it becomes pardonable to characterize that Social-
ism as *‘yellow” which uses the name and language of
Socialism in assaults upon the revolutionary prole-
tariat. It is an attribute of “Yellow Socialism” also
to intensify its own eminent respectability by outdoing
the regular capitalist editors in reviling the Socialism
which looks to proletarian mass assertion for its
results, not to liberalistic intercession.

The Chicago Herald and Eraminer of June 3rd
carried an interview with Seymour Stedman, member
of the National Executive Committee of the Socialist
Party, in connection with alleged bomb explosions.
“I am very, very glad we expelled the extreme radicals
of the Left Wing from the Socialist Party a week
ago. Their attitude and their actions bring disrepute
upon all Socialists who believe in orderly political
action and are opposed to violence . . . There are a
great many foreigners in the Left Wing who do not
understand our political machine;y or our political and
economic methods. Some of them I do not trust at
all. They are not citizens, they cannot vote, and their
ideas of what action to take are not our ideas at all. . .
T am very sure these things have not been done by any
true Socialists of the type with which T am associated.”

Making all due reservation for inaccuracy of quot-
ation, the fact that Stedman would choose such an
occasion for furnishing the capitalist press with the
foregoing copy, and with a disavowal of Bolshevism,
constitutes a cowardly, dastardly attack on many
thousands whom Stedman has heretofore greeted as
“comrades.” There is the repeated innuendo that these
alleged bomb explosions might be related to the activ-
ities of the Left Wing—not to “real Socialists” of the
Stedman variety.

This is the yellow streak with a vengeance. It out--

Bergers Berger. Stedman must_be presumed to know
the gulf between Marxian Socialism and individual-
istic Anarchism; between the tactic of terrorism and
the tactic of mass action. Either his ignorance is
abysmal, or his cowardice. Let him make the choice.

sary materials must be obtained outside Europe, and
only then can Eurodpe get on its feet again. All this
would be but half tlre trouble, if there had not occured
a sharp change in the dispositon of large masses of the
people. War has lowered the people’s morale. This
is particularly true in Belgium, where during the four
and a half years of the war a considerable part of the
population was forced to go idle. In Belgium alone

800,000 men receive allowances from the unemploy-

ment fund.

And the situation is no better in England. There
a million workers receive allowances from the unem-
ployment fund. “In England, in accordance with the
data of the capitalists, there is a minority, from ten
to fifteen per cent of the population, which says that
the right of private property must be abolished, This
minority stands for Communism. Such an easily com-
bustible material can be found in all countries. Leave
these social elements without defense, leave them idle
and hungry, and the result will be such a social break
up which may become a plague, a source of contamin-
ation.”

Unemployment in Italy is so great that the govern-
ment is afraid to demobilize the army, not knowing
where to find work for those it may discharge. And
in neutral countries the situation is far from being
normal. Take Spain, for example, *where Bolshevism
has secured such a footing that it dictates the policy
of the Spanish government and the political attitude
of different papers. :

In short, the whole of Europe is a seething volcano,
which may at any moment sweep the fiery lava of
revoluton over Europe and the world. Unemployment
and hunger may “bring into action such forces as will
prove more destructive and devastating than the war.”
And Mr. Vanderlip is right. The war has opened the
eyes of even the most backward workers. What ben-
efit is it if the wages rose twice and even trice, if this
means all the same a half-starved existence and large
unemployment ? .

These are the facts. Shall we wondér, then, that
the workers attempt to reconstruct modern society on
entirely new foundations? . :

In order to stave off the ever growing:revolutionary
movement, Mr. Vanderlip proposes that the American.
capitalists should go to the help of their European
brethren, open unlimited credits, demanding no guar-
antees and disregarding the hope of receiving payment
in the near future. Only in this way, according to the
financier, will the American capitalists save the Euro-
pean capitalists—and themselves. ~

It is doubtful if the American capitalists will prove
sufficiently farsighted and adopt Mr. Vanderlip’s pro-
posal. But even this proposal would not save the situ- .
ation, The “1b-15% of the discontented, the Commun-
ists, are coming, as a matter of fact, to comprise the
majority  of the people. On no account will they
allow the former social structure, with its ruthless
exploitation, slavery and misery, to be restored. Degen-
eration, starvation, misery and destruction are inevit-
able accompaniments of Capitalism. The Socialst
prophecy that the war wouild signalize the end of Cap-
italism seems being realized. To Communism—the
world and the future!
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The N. E. C. Declaration of Party Principles

HE session of the National Executive Committee
of the Socialist Party which tried to split the
Party, adopted a declaration which-opens:

In order to dispel all possible misunderstanding, which
recent insidious agitation within our ranks is endeavor-
ing to create between the party membersnip and its
National Executive Committee, the latter takes this
nccasion to summarize briefly its views of the party’s
attitude on the main questions which at this time engage
the atrention of the Socialist movement at home and
abroad.

In tBese hypocritical terms, Morris Hillguit (who
submitted the draft of the declaration), offers his in-
sight into “the party’s attitude.” He knows and every

“one knows that what follows is his own jugglery with

the crucial issues upon which the party membership
has been officially denied the chance fo express its
attitude. The N. E. C. policy of evasion and suppres-
sion has been finally ferreted out by the Left Wing
victory—and 'the repudiated N. E. C., under Hillquit’s
dictation, now tells us “the party’s attitude”!

Through /fal] its collective expressions in recent years,
and particularly by its declarations at the St. Louis Em-
ergency Convention, the Socialist Party of the United
States has aligned itself with the most advanced portion
of the international Socialist movement, and the Na-

tional Executive Committee has faithfully endeavored
at all times to voice this position. .

Here, then, is the thematic opening of the declaration
of principles—or lack of principles. Behold the St
Louis platform, and what more can you ask? Let us
make abrupt answer:

The St. Louis platform was adopted April 1917, It
is now June 1919. ’ .

The N. E. C. never did the least thing to develop
the implications of the St. Louis platform. Perhaps
there was not much to be done ; perhaps the cost would
have been all out of proportion to the achievement.
The situation was most difticult. But the party of-
ficialdom could have maintained a solemnly insistent
silence.

The highest claim to be made by the N, E. C. is that
out of the eight memhers in attendance at the August
1918 meeting, four prevailed upon four others not to
insist upon a record vole on the anti-war stand,—
these four who wanted to repudiate the declaration
against the war being now four out of the seven who
have expelled 40,000 revolutionary comrades from
the party.

The platform of last Summer put the party on the
basis of the Interallied Conference: pro-war on terms

‘of the Wilson program; in favor of Sociallst commun-

ication across the fighting lines if the German labor
spokesmen would first admit defeat and guilt—all a
pale imitation of approved jingo etiquette,

Hillquit and Stedman 'were leaders in the People’s
Council ; in fact the whole People’s Council business
was semi-officially the affair of the Socialist Party.
The People’s Council policy was a policy of the worst
petty bourgeois pacifism, urging a Wilsonian peace—
exactly the same as Gompers’ National Alliance. It
wanted to reform the peace, just as it now wants to
reform militarism generally.

An anti-war declaration was not of itself a declar-
ation of revolutionary Socialism. ILven the Zimmer-
wald and Kienthal Conferences, out of which came
the voice of oppositional “Socialism during the war,
were analyzed at the recent Moscow Congress of the
Communist International as inade of confused elem
ents, To be anti-war was not to be part ot “the most
advanced portion of the internationa] Socialist move-
ment.” The Independent lLabor Party, the French
Minoritaires, the Germnan [ndependents—these and
other were boldly critical of their own Impérial-
ism. They gave voice also to the war-weary revival
of pacifism., The revolutionary Socialist position was
the clear call to the class war against the imperialist
war.

The vitality of the St. Louis platform consists, first,
of its promulgation in April 1917, second, in staunch
insistence upon its terms, in speech and action, by
individual Socialists. "The N. Ii. (. is conspicuously
out of the reckoning in calculating the credit, the
very high credit, which goes with the party stand on
the war. Indeed, when its most conspicuous member
came into the courtroom on this platform, he made
a caricature of it and of the convention which adopted
it

Fnally, as to this “most advanced” stand of the party,
the Congressional platform issued by this same Com-
mittee last Summer, far from voicing an advanced
Socialist position, is not a Soéiulist platform at all. Its
“most advanced” sentences were lifted outright from
Sidney Webb’s British Labor Party Program—which
has since exploded of its own gaseousness.

: * * *
1. The Socialist Party at all times cousistently artd
uncompromisingly opposed the war. Now that the war

is over, the party stienuously objects to the imperialistic

features of the alleged peace treaty drawn up at Paris,

A Criticism

and to the reactionary alliance of capitalist governments
masquerading as a League of Nations. It demands the
immediate repeal of all repressive war legislation, com-
plete amnesty for all political prisoners, and restor-
ation of full peace-time civil liherties.

Now isn't it clever to call the Paris treaty an “al-
leged” peace treaty? Very clever. We must be in-
dignant. Socialists could not expect anything so wick-
ed from Wilson-Lloyd George-Clemenceau-Orlando-
Mikado democracy!

And the League of Nations! How shocking! *Dem-
anded” in the platform written by this same N. E. C.
last August—under camouflage of “Confederation of
Peoples,” with labor representation (Gompers as well
anybody else, so far as appears from this “demand”).
Of course last Summer it was not to be anticipated
that these democratic plenipotentiaries would get to-
gether for any purpose except to destroy finance-
Imperialism and militarism—and autocracy! So note
now, our innocent surprise!

In this predicament, “imperialistic features of the
alleged peace treaty,” “reactionary alliance of capital-
ist governments”—we “demand”—what? Repeal the
Iispionage Law, free our prisoners! There you have
the world statesmanship of Hillquit et al., self-appoint-
ed trustees of the American Socialist Party!

And we must not overlook the “restoration of full
peace-time civil liberties.” Class war? The N. E. C.
never heard of it! We have a very nice Constitution;
we have never had laws nor prosecutions against
working-class propaganda; we have no flood of new
laws against real Socialist agitation. It was all a war
emergency, and now that the war is ended-let our
“liberties”, be restored. ...... What a joy to read the
plain, honest sentences of the Manifesto of the Com-
munist International, after the sickening diet of these
Hillquitian sophistries, evasions, hypocrisies.

* * *

2. Tt supports wholeheartedly the Noviet Republic
of Russia and the Communist government of Hungary,
and vigorously protests against intervention in those
countries on the part of the government of the United
States by military means.

Indeed, the party membership does respond whole-
heartedly to the struggles and successes of our. com-
rades of Russia and Hungary. The party does pro-
test against intervention. But if we may presume to
read ‘‘the party’s attitude,” in comparison with that
of the N. E. C,, it is that we shall make ourselves one
with the fighting armies of the world Social-Revol-
ution, in so far as we may; not merely that we shall
voice an empty “support” and “protest”. Yet there
is virtue and great value in the clear statement of our
attitude and relation to the fighting groups of Europe.
And has the N. E. C,, these past years, given voice to
the party response to the world-sweeping proletarian
revolution? The further clauses of this statement are
all the citations needed.

But first, Committeeman Krafft demanded that he
be recorded as veting against clause 2! His govern-
ment had the power to make war, and after his gov-
ernment acted there was nothing left for him but ac-
quiescence—and he did not intend to trap himself into
jail by protesting the Russian intervention!

* * *

3. In Germany, Austria and countries similary situ-
ated, its sympathies are with more advanced Socialist
groups in their effoits to force their governments into
a more radical and immediate realization of the Socidlist
program.

*“The more advanced Socialist groups”—what a
clumsy, paltry dodging of the issue. But the side-
stepping results in a tumble; it is a sympathy with
Socialist groups who want to force “their govern-
ments” into a more immediate realization of the Soci-
alist program. In plain terms, the N. E. C. stands
with the Socialists of Europe who stand with their
capitalist governments, trusting, however, that these
governments will be so radical as to introduce some
government ownership of natural monopolies and
some pensions. The N. E. C. has not yet heard of the
Socialist groups which insist that “the realization of
the Socialist program” meaus, in the first instance, the
conquest of power by the proletariat.

* * x

The next clause, the most important,
completely unprincipled is this statement
ciples,

shows how
of prin-

4 It recognizes the necessity of reorganizing the
Socialist International along more harmonious and ruad-
ical lines. The Socialist Party of United States is not
committed to the Berne Conference, which has shown
itself retrograde on many vital points and totally devoid
of creative force. On account of the isolation of Rus-
sia, and the misunderstanding arising therefrom, it also
is not affiliated with the Communist Congress of Mos-
cow. The National Executive Committee believes that
the international of the future must consist of organiz-

ations that are committed against imperialist wars. It

should be the aim of the Socialist Party of Americz to

stimulate and hasten the reunion of all radical and vital
forces of Socialism and labor in all countries.

Behold the American International to which all
must aspire—and to which all who are radical,
may come! We had suspected that the Communist
International represented the “most advanced” pos-
ition of the international Socialist movement. But we
have been in error. It is the American International
which is most advanced, and our Bolshevik comrades
have simply misunderstood! The “isolation” explan-
ation was a Shiplacoff amendment to the Hillquit ver-
sion. An isolation which has not precluded us from
knowing exactly the program and purposes of the
Communist International—and which has not preclud-
ed the Bolsheviki from descriminating between the
official American Party and “the elements of the Left
Wing of the American Socialist Party.”

As to the Berne Conference, the N. E. C., upon an
emergency justification, itself selected three delegates
to represent the party. There was protest against this
action at the time, But it is unnecessary now to real-
ize minutely the situation of last January. The deleg-
ates were refused passports. Later O’Neal went abroad
as special representative to the Bureau of the Second
International, to secure information—and with dues
in his pocket for the Second International! Long be-
fore O’Neal started for Europe, the repudiation of the
resurrected Second International at Berne by the par-
ties 6f Italy, Switzerland, Serbia, Rumania, Norway,
Denmark and the Left Wing Socialists of Sweden was'
known. The issue was already clearly and sharply
defined as a choice between the two internationals—
between the International of social-patriotism and soc-
ial reform and the International of social revolution.
Not until May 2¢th, 1919, the day of the discussion of
this “clause 4” at Chicago, did the N. E. C. interpret
its own action as not committing the American party
to the Berne Conference.

Very well. On May 20th we have the assurance
that we are not committed to the Rerne Conference,
the infamy of which compels our opportunists to
hedge against their own previous indecision. Does
the N. E. C. then go on to draw the implication against
further association with the Second International, and
definite commitment of the party to the Third Inter-
national? Not at all. We must have unity—unity
between the Socialism which seeks to reform capital-
ism, in multifarious aspects, and the Socialism now in
the midst of the world struggle for the overthrow of
imperialistic. Capitalism!

Note also O’Neal’s contribution to this maze of
wordy nothingness, “The International of the future
must consist of organizations that are committed ag-
ainst imperialistic wars.” .\ most awkward attempt,
again, to capitalize the St. Louis platform as an eter-
nal c¢laim to “most advanced” Socialism. 'As if any
Socialist party, at any time would recognize its support
of war as “imperialistic.” The German Social-Demo-
cracy supported the Hohenzollern regime against the
Russian barbarism: and the American pro-war Soc-
ialists supported the Wilsonian hypocrisy in behalf of
Russian freedom. And so ou. The war stand is but
one test af Socialist internationalism, and a mighty
crucial one at'that, But the reversion to nationalism
in 1914, as evidenced by Socialist support of the various
nationalistic war claims, was not really a reversion;
it was only the tearing away pf a veil of phrases from
the true character of the Socialism of the Second In-
ternational. The Socialist International exists no
longer as an occassional talkfest of clever parliament-
arians, calling themselves representatives of the pro-
letariat. The Socialist Internationial lives today as a
fighting army. Outside the Communist International
there are only different aspects of “Socialist” servit
ude to imperialist democracy.

Consider this anti-war test of Socialist purity as the
pronouncement of Krafft, Goebel, Hogan and Holt!
FHlow these Socialist “internationalists” winced under
the castigation of “social patriots,” which was finally
eliminated from the docunent!  \What hypocrisy, what
pretense!

s. In the iield of domestic policies the Socialist Party

is utterly opposed to the narrow spirit and policies of
the American Federation of Labor as voiced by its reac-
tionary leadership. [t wiages no war on the rank and
file of the Federation, and will loyvally support its active
struggle against the employing class as heretofore, but
the party will omit no opportunity to point out to the
workers of the A. F. of L. the inadequacy of the latter’s
policies and leadership.

This statement was carefully combed for any word
or phrase that might appear offensive.to the A, F. of
I. It condemns Gompers and Morrison, and a few
others, and coquettes with the A, 7. oi L. in the same
ridiculous fashion as during the past two decades.

The Hillquit draft carried no suggestion of the fund-
amental discrepancies of crait unionism in antagonism

(Continued on page seven)
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Industrial Unionism in Canada

T background of the general strike in Winnipeg,
Toronto and other cities of Canada is an intens-
ive agitation in the old unions for industrial uni-

onism vividly picturized as a campaign for the One
‘Big Union.

That this agitation is producing results is evident.
But it is just *he beginning of things, a preparation for
larger actiom.

At the Western Labhor Conference, (a bolt from the
regular convention of the unions of Canada) to discuss
the adoption of the industrial union form of organiz-
ation, a Central Exccutive Committee was elected to
carry on the work, temporarily. In a declaration re-
cently issued, this committee says:

“Tt appears that many opponents, who knotw better,
and other workers who are honest but do not know,
think that by Industrial Organization we shall throw
the workers together promiscuously without regard
for the industry; bottle washers, bofler makers and
musicians, for instance.
lous on the face of it. Craft orgdnization is according
to craft, 1. e., painter, plumber, machmsest, sheet metal
worker, etc.  INDUSTRIAL. ORGANIZATION
MUST BE ACCORDING TO INDUSTRY, i e,
SHIPBUILDING, BUTLDING TRADES, MINING,
TRANSPORTATION, PUBLIC SERVICE (Civic
Employees). These will be subdivided according to
trades, necessarily, but will discuss together all com-
mon questions, and vote and act on them together.

“Do you see the difference?

“Instead of one trade acting, or coming out on
strike, by itself, it will and can only act, together with
other trades of the same industry.

“When we DO write a constitution for the new In-
dustrial Organization, it must be drafted upon the
lines of industry as thev at present exist, and to that
extent workers will be organized accordng to their
association in the product of their joint labor, and not
by the “craft” they follow. The “craft” (the work of
the “skilled workman) is being wiped out by the
machine.

“Industrial Organization is an advance upon the
old and now ohsolete “craft” form, because it places
the workers in a position whereby they can function
effectively in defense—and for such concessions that
market conditions will allotw,

“One Big Union of the workers would be impract-
icable unless cast in the same mould as the industrial
svstem in ‘which we live and work. _

“If we are prepared, as members of the working
class, to recognize each other as comrades of one body,
of one cluss, then the next logical step 1s to so organize
as to place our forces in the same relation to employers
as they are to us.”

Stanley Frost. writing in the New York T'ribune,
presents an interesting picture of the O. B. U. move-
ment i Canada. Writing from Winnipeg, June 3,
Frost savs (remewmber, this appears in a capitalist
paper) :

The One Big Union is frankly revolutionary. Tts
speakers, its resolutions and its press all proclaim the
fact. \What it does not frankly say is that it aims to
mtroduce into America the Soviet idea, to seize the
power that is now held by the government and put it
in the hands of committees of workers only. Tt is the
old idea of the dictatorship of the proletariat, of which
we have heard so much from Russia—it is Bolshe-
vism by a new name. ,

Watch the Winnipeg developments. There was a
demand for collective bargaining of a kind that would
permit the paralyzing of a whole city, province or na-
tion at the demand of a single shop force. But when
the strike leaders were asked whether they would stop
the strike if the principle of “collective bargaining”

{Continued from page R)

not raised any theoretical controversy within the 1. W.
W., as in the Socialist Party.  There is a warm res-
ponse to the revolutionists, as by messages of greeting
to the Soviet governments of Russia and Hungary—
and to the St Feiners. 1t was decided to send a
representative to the Communist International, upon
official invitation.  And there is distinct aversion to
Aanything coming out of the Berne Conference. sut
_ these things are instinctive, not arising from any reas-
oned assotiation of 1. W, W, theories with the theor-
ctical descriptions of the Tturopean revolutions,

Those who are so near-sightedly insistent upon the
anti-political character of the 1. W. \W. make their
arguments entirely upon the basis of texts taken from
the éditorial spokesmen of the [ \V, \W. All of these
weighty mnswers to I. W, W, writers, who happen to
he voung mien more endowed with honest organization
enthusiasm than with the acumen of scientific research,
are beside the point. These 1. W, W, writers need 10
be called to task for interpreting the I W, W, in terms

Such a contention is ridicu--

The One Big Union in Action

were granted they refused.
anyway. So it came, _

They took particular pains to call out the police, the
firemen, the postmen and all civil servants, in a delib-
erate effort to paralyze the government. The strike
committee then assumed contrgl, issued orders for pol-
icing, for sanitation, for the distribution of food. It
tried to be the government and it boasted that it was.
For a few hours Winnipeg had the Soviet idéa-—Bol-
shevism—in full force.

The government struck back at its deserting employ-
ees and the strikers called for sympathetic strikes in
other cities in defence of the civil employes. Thus the
whole fight was made, by the strikers themselves, on
the right of labor to paralyze the government—on its
right to start a revolution.

*None of this is denied even yet by the strike lead-
ers. They do deny that this was to be permanent, and
claim that their Soviet was intended to function
only during the emergency of the strike. But the prin-
ciple for which they were fighting is the power to in-
stall a Soviet at any time. And the "One Big Union
Bulletin,” thie organ of the new Bolshevism, naturally
defends the Russian Revolution. 1t said on April 18:

“The Russian rcvolution twas the wmost free.
from trouble of any inthe world. So it is in Gers
many to-day; the so-called atrocities of the Spar-
tacides are mere press fabrications. The working
class took control of Hungary without any.
trouble.” : ’ '

The things that the One Big Union leaders openly
advocate are revolutionary. When the Federation of
I.abor of British Columbia voted for the “O. B. U.”
principle it adopted resolutions which say in part:

“RESOLVED, That this convention lay down
as its future policy the building up of an organiz-
ation on industrial lines for the purpose of en-
forcing, by virtue of their industrial strength,
such demands as such organizations may at any
time consider necessary for their continued main-
tenance and wellbeing, and shall not be as here-
tofore for the purposc of attempting to persuade
legislative assemblies to amend, add to or take from
the existing statues allegedly called labor laws.”
The resolution further demanded a five-hour work-

ing day, the “equal division of profits,” and the appoint-
ment of a “central revolutionary committee.”

The plan is very cleverly outlined in the “One Big
Union Bulletin,” and the resemblance to the I. W. W.
programme and the Bolshevist doctrines stands out in
almost every line. Here is the organization, its purp-
oses and the methods it advocates, as set forth by its
own advocates:

“The principle upon which indusirial unionism
takes its stand is the recognition of the never end-
ing struggle between the employers of labor and
the working class. ... It must educate its memb-
ership to a complete understanding of the prin-
ciples and causes underlving every struggle bets
ween the two opposing classes. ... This self-im-
posed drill, discipline and education will be the
methods of the O. B. U. . ..

“In short, the Industrial Union is bent wupon
forming one grand united working class organis-
ation and doing azvayv with all the divisions that
weaken the solidarity of the workers in the strug-
gles to better their conditions.. ...

“Revolutionary industrial Umniomism—that s,
the proposition that all wage workers come to-
yether on ‘‘organization according to industrv”;
the grouping of the workers in each of the big
divisions of mdustry as a whole into rocal, national
and international industrial unions, all to be inter-
locked, dovetailed, welded into One Big Union

They wanted the strike,

The I. W. W. Convention

of uniformed theorizing, instead of in terms of its
actual functioning. And, on the other hand, those who
think they can dispose of the I. W. \V. hy sweeping
aside the theorizing of these writers, miss whole vit-
ality of the 1. W. W, as a living force in the American
labor movement.

Meanwhile the Convention, oblivious of the vagaries
of its own theorists, calmly votes the general strike not
alone for the 0-hour day and 3-day week, and for abol-
ition of all piece work, hut also proposes the general
and intermittent strike for freeing political prisoners,
for free speech, free press and free assembly, for abol-
ition of all fee-paying emplovment offices, and for
withrawal of troops. from Russia,

Tk ok %

Tht prevalent fallacy ém the discussions of Social-
ism versns the LW, W.—ind this works both ways—
is the glib assumption that the 1. \W. W. ix the organ-
ized expression of a creed of I. 1" 117=ism. The truth
of the matter is that the 1. \W. W, is a new departiire
in unionism, responsive to au advanced stage of Cap-

for all wage workers; a big union bent on aggress-

ively forging ahead and compelling shorter hours,

more wages and better conditions in and out of
the workshop, and as cach advance is made hold-
ing on grimly to the fresh gain with the determ-
ination to push still further forward—gaining
strength from each victory and learning by every
temporary setback—until the working class is
able to take possession and control of the machin-
ery, premises and materials of production right
from the capitalists’ hands, and use that control
to distribute the product entirely among the work-
ors. ... :

“Revolutionary industrial unonism embraces
every individual, unit, section, branch and dep.+t-
ment of industry. It takes in every creed, color
and nation. From Scandinavia to New Zealand,
from Moscow to Vancouver, it appears to every
worker and forges a mighty weapon of freedom.” .
And here are a few of the working principles as

laid down:

“Right never did prevail and never will without
the aid of might.

“Existence is a prepetual struggle; the weak go
to the wall. 1t isn’t the few who go to the wall,
but the weak.

“The greatest power in the world is the power
to produce, but it “cuts no ice’”’ except when it is
wwithheld,

‘What wonld happen if labor withheld its. power
to produce? :

‘Capitalists, priests, politicians, press hirelings,
thugs, sluggers, hangmen, policemen and all creep-
ing and crawling things that suck the blood of the
common working man would die of starvation,

“The New Morality says:

“Damn interest!
“Damn profits!
“Damn rent!

“Damn agreements!”’

So much for the O. B. U. idea and purposes. This
is the thing that is growing daily in strength just across
our border, and as one of its leaders pointed out, *“there
are twenty-three railway lines crossing the border—
and some roads.”

‘The agitation along these lines has been going on in
the Northwest on both sides of the border, for the

- last four or five years, but the One Big Union as such

is brand new, and sprang from what was practically
a bolt from the Trade and Labor Congress of Canada
three months ago.

The bolter held a convention of their own in Calgary,
and it became plain that they had with them only the
more radical element of the Western section of organ-
ized labor. A committee was appointed to draw up
a platform, which is to be submitted to another con-
vention within a few days. The names of the com-
mitteemen show the geography of the movement so
far: V. R. Midgely, Vancouver, the biggest man ap-
parent in the movement at present; A, Pritchard, Van-
couver; R. J. Johns, Winnipeg; Joe Knight, Edmon-
ton, and J. Naylor, Cumberland, B. C.

The movement is making a bitter fight against the
old-line labor organizations, charging that they have
sold out to the employers, that they hold the men back
from seizing advantages when they could do so by
breaking agreements, that they spend great sums in
useless officials, and that they are generally “archaic.”

This is the One Big Union.

It has set out to beat the government, the old labor
organizations, and the public, and it has made progress
at all three aims,

Its leaders have the Russian revolution in mind.

They have in mind also the invasion of the United
States. o
!

ialism, and of pioneer instinct and cafibre. It is the
unionism of the common level of labor which comes
with the advance of the machine process. Roughly
speaking, it is the unionism of unskilled labor. Inherent

.in this unionism is proletarian class consciousness and

the proletarian mass instincts. [t is the array of the
workers, as a mass, against the industry, as an imper-
sonalized system.

This Convention re-affirmed, in a ringing declar-
ation, the world-known Preamble of the |. W. W. But
class-consciousness is implicit, not in the declarations
of the I. W. W, nor yet in its form of organization,
but in the fight made on 3 mass basis by. proletarians
who have no craft-privilege to intrench or to contract
about.  And there need be no fear that the 1. W. W,
will hecome respectabilized by successes in terms of
hours and wages and working conditions. Imperial-
istic, militarized Capitalism is daily stimulating a rev-
olutionary response even in the old trade unionism,
let alone lulling the I. \W. W, into amiable conserv-
atism.
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THE REVOLUTIONARY AGE

The Left Wing Manifesto and Program

AVING indicated the collapse of the dominant

moderate Socialism, of the Second Internation-

al, upon the declaration of war on August 4.

1914, and during«the war, the Left Wing Manifesto

proceeds to trace the development of moderate “Social-
ism:”

In the latter part of the nineteenth century, the
Social-Democracies of Europe set out to ‘legislate Cap-
italism out of office.” The class struggle was to be won
in the capitalist legislatures. Step by step concessions
were to be wrested from the state; the working class
and the Socialist Parties were to be strengthened by
means of “constructive” reform and social Jegisla-
tion. . . . No more were the parliaments used as plat-
forms from which the challenge of revolutionary So-
cialism was flung to all the corners of Europe. Another
era had set in, the era of “constructive” social reform
legislation. Dominant moderate Socialism accepted the
bourgeois state as the basis of is action and strengtlen-
ed that state, . . . The goal became “constructive re-

" forms” and <cabinet portfolios—the cooperation of
classes,” the policy of openly or tacitly declaring that
‘the coming of Socialism was a concern “of all the class-
es,” instead of emphasizing the Marxian policy that
the construction of the Socialist system is the task of

.. the revolutionary proletariat alone. “Moderate Social-
ism” accepted the bourgeois state; and through its lead-
ers was now ready to share responsibility with the
hourgeoisie in the control of the capitalist state, even
to the extent of defending the bourgeoisie against the
working .class—as in the first Briand ministry in
France, when the official party press was opened to a
defense of the shooting of striking railway workers
at‘bithe order of the “Socialist”-bourgeois coalition
cabinet. .

It is absolutely necessary to clearly understand the
differences between moderate Socialism and revolu-
tionary Socalism in order to understand the develop-
ment of contemporary Socialism. All the issues in
dispute are simply manifestations of one central issue
—the castration of fundamental Socialism by that
moderate. pettv bourgeois “Socialism” which every-
where is actually or potentially counter-revolutionary.

Socialism appears upon the stage of events as a rev-
olutionary movement. It appears as a revolutionary
movement, not out of the consciousness ef Marx,
hut out of the compulsion of life itself. Socialism was
conceived as a class movement of the revolutionary
proletariat, as the most consistent and resolute ex-
nression of the working class movement for emancip-
ation.

Considering itself as the ‘expression of the. mass
movement of the proletariat, Socialism necessarily was
affected by the prevailing social condtions. After the
’ ranco-Prussian War and the collapse of the first In-
ternational. social conditions determinéd organized

Socialism as a morement of the aristocracy of labor

(skilled workers) organized in the trades unions, and
the middle class. In other words. Socialism in.action
developed into a petty bourgeois liberal reform move-
ment, with nationalism as an inevitable accompaniment.
. The emergence of this new movement was character-
ize by the formation of the Social-Democratic Party in
Germany,—the unity of the Eisenachers and the Las-
salleans. These factions were wmified and the party
organized on the basis of the Gotha Program. In this
unity, fundamental revolutionary Socialism was aband-
oned. the Gotha Program being mercilessly criticized
hy Marx, particularly in its conception of the state as
the means for proletarian emancipation. This Prog-

ram evaded completely the revolutionary task of the

conauest of power. of that fundamental problem which
Marx. in his Criticism of the Gotha Program, charac-
‘erized as follows: “Between the capitalistsc society and

the communistic, lies the period of the revolutonary’

transformation of the one into the other. This cor-
responds to d political transition period, in which the
state cannot be anything else than the revolutionary
dictatorship of the proletariat.” Evading the actual

The N. E.
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with imperialistic Capitalism, and by insistence of
Committeeman Hogan the following ~ sentence was
added: ’

T will continue to agitate in favor of the industrial-

ization of all national and international unions, striv-

ing always to have the closely related crafts unité in he
various industries, and finally, all industries in a con-
federation which co-operating with the political power

will effect the transition from economic autocracy to
industrial democracy. :

Which is, at any rate, a nice. sonorous sentence.
Rut there is no question of Hogan's sincerity in adding
h's amendment. Only it is a principle of words, not
of action. If the party is to “continue” an agitation
for the confederation of unions, on the industrial
basis, and for common union and political action, this
‘agitation must some time ago have begun. We are
rot gware of it. Nor did Hogan or anyone else give

the icast indication of a first step toward this consum- .

ation, in terms of something actually to be done.

By Louis C. Fraina

II
Moderate ““Socialism”

problems of the Revolution, Socialism developed into
a peaceful movement of organization, of trades union
struggles, of parliamentary action, of conceiving legis-
lation and the bourgeois state as the eans of intro-
ducing Socialism. '

The period 1875-1900 was a period of feverish in-
dustrial expansion on the basis of the national state.
In this periodsthere was a. joint movement which af-
fected the ideology and the practice of the Socialist
movenient: on the one hand, the organization of the
skilled workers into trades unions, which secured cer-
tain concessions and became a privileged caste; and,
on the other, the decay of the industrial middle class,
crushed by the iron tread of industrial concentration.
As one moved upwards and the other downwards,
they met, formed a juncture, and united in a struggle
to use the state to improve their conditions. This
nrecessarily meant the use of a political party; and in
Furope the party chosen was the party of Socialism,
upon which the trades unions and the middle class im-
posed a petty bourgeois policy of reform legislaton
and State Capitalism. , .

The ideal of this middle class. crushed under the
iron tread of industrial concentration was state own-
ership and control of the large aggregations of capital,
of the trusts. Unable to wield real economic power,
the middle class tried through state beneficence, by
means of legislative measures, to crush trust capital
and reassert its independence. This policy was doomed
to disaster, since industrial concentration, being an
economic necessity of Capitalism itself, could not be
prevented by the state.

The aristocracy of labor, having secured concessions
and a privileged status because of its skill, was equally
menaced by this industrial concentration, which ex-
propriated the skilled workers of their skill. These
privileged workers menaced by industrial development
combined with the middle class to secure legislative
measures of reform on the basis of Capitalism.

Out of this unity of the aristocracy of labor, the
privileged unions, and the middle class, the small pro-
ducers, arose the general campaign for legislative re-
forms and for State Capitalism. The dominant org-
anized Socialism became the expression of this bour-
geois policy, abandoning fundamental Socialism and
the revolutionary class struggle. Bourgeois liberal
ideals were absorbed by the Socialist spokesmen and
became, largely, the official Socialist policy, with par-
liamertarism the means of struggle.

This development meant, obviously, the abandonment
of fundamental Socialism. It meant working on the
basis of the bourgeois parliamentary state. instead of
destroying that state: it meant the “co-operation of
classes” for State Capitalism instead of the uncomp-
romising proletarian class struggle for Socialism. In-
stcad of the revolutionary theory of the necessity of
conquering Capitalism, the official practice now was
that of modifying Capitalism gradually, of a peaceful
“growing into” Socialism on the basis of legislative
reforms,—in the words of Jaures, “we shall carry on
our reform work to a complete transformation of the
existing order.”

But instead of modifying or transforming the exist-
ing order of Capitalism, the legislative reform policy
of the dominant moderate Socialism strengthened Cap-
italism. Qut of this fact, and out of the fact that
concentrated capital was mobilizing the typical prole-
tariat of unskilled labor, developed mass movements

C. Declaration of Party

On the contrary, practically. all of the majority
committeemen scoffed at the idea of a poiitical party
having anything to do with industrial unions, exept to
say a kind word about it. The adoption of Hogan's
amendment, which was sincerely offered and certainly
looks in the right direction, was rank hypocrisy on the
part of the others.

: * * %

.0, Certain ahuses have recently crept into some locals
of the party due to an over-valdation of the importance
of practical politics within the economy of the Socialist
movement. These abuses must be corrected wherever
possible, and Socialist politics restored to the position
of an_ instrument of propaganda and large-scale con-
structive working ¢lass action. But the political activ-
ities of American Socialism must neither be aban<oned
nor emasculated. The Socialist Party is and remains
essentially a political party, and is concerned with the
whole political life of the nation, just as it is with its
economic problems and movements.

Words, words, words!
And Stedman—who approves this statement—pines

- of principles!

against parliamentarism and the dominant So:ialism.
" Syndicalism was a departure fromr Marxisni, theo-
retically unsound, although its life-impulse was a fact-
or of prime importance, becoming a distorted expres-

.sion because of the opposition of parliamentary Social-

ism. But the Left Wing theory of mass action and
the ‘American concept of industrial unionism were in
absolute accord with Marxian Socialism,—a tactical
supplementary to Marxism. ’

The struggle against the dominant Socialism became
a struggle against its perversion of parliamentarism,
against its petty bourgeois conception of the state.
Industrial unionism and mass action equally realized
the necessity of dynamic extra-parliamentary action
in order to wage the immediate struggle of the pro-
letariat and ultimately realize the Social Revolution.
There ‘was another fundamental point of agreement—
the necessity of weakening the bourgeois- parliament-
ary state, of destroying it in order to fealize Socialism.
The experience of the revolutionary proletariat in
Russia and Germany, abundantly confirms, while sup-
plementing, this theory of revolutionary’Sacialism,

The clash between the dominant moderate Socialism
and revolutionary Socialism. accordingly, developed
into this: moderate Socalism emphasized the necessity
of legislative activity, of using the bourgeois parlia-
mentary state to realize Socialism; revolutionary So-
cialism rejected legislative measures as a means of
realizing Socialism, considered parliamentary action
as simply a means of agitation, emphasized that the

-parliamentary political state'should be weakened and

finally overthrown by means of revolutionary indust-
rial and mass action in order to realize Socialism. The
one was petty bourgeois and moderate ; the other pro-
letarian and revolutionary. .

Revolutionary Socialism emphasized that the policy
of parliamentary reform promoted State Capjtalism,
and that State Capitalism was directly counter-revolu-
tionary ; moderate Socialism maintained that every
extension of the functions of the state, of state owner-
ship or control of industry was a “step toward” So-
cialism. Tmperialism solved the controversy, unans-
werably, by making State Capitalism the.mechanism
of Imperialism, '

Inmmperialism develops out of the conceniration of
industry-and the domination of industry by finance-
capital—the unity of industrial and bank captal. Im-
perialism requires the centralized state, capable of
unifying the forces of capital. of maintaining the dis-
contented class groups in subjection, of mobilizing the
whole national power in the international struggles of
Imperialism. State Capitalism is the particular form
of erpression of Imperialism,—the final stage of Cap-
italism. What the parliamentary policy of the domin-
ant moderate Socialism accomplished was to strengthen
the capitalist state, to promote State Capitalism, and,
accordingly, to strengthen Imperialism!

The dominant moderate Socialism.. expressing the
middle class and the aristocracy of labor (two groups
which are aggrandized by Imperialism and converted
into consciously counter-revolutionary agents) devel-
oped into the existing system of Imperialism. Upon
the declaration of war. accordingly, this dominant
modérate_““Socialism™ accepted the war and the policy
of the imperialistic governments, betrayed the prole-
tariat and revolutionary Socialism. Moderate Social-
ism is a traitor to Socialism and a betraver of the pro-
letariat in war and in peace, and particularly during
the Revolution. Moderate Socialism is the expression
of the national liberal movement, which is fundament-
ally reactionary, the movement in theorv of the middle
rlass -and the aristocracv of labor. which have heen
hribed by TImperialsm into nationalism and reaction.
Tt is the worst enemy of the militant .preletariat and
Socialism. '

Principles

for a whole Socialist Party like Milwaukee! There-
fore moves the expulsion of the Michigan states org-
anization, as too purely of a propaganda character!

Think of this N. E. C. protesting against the emas-
culation -of the political activities of American Social-
ism! And need we recall how our politician-Socialists
have functioned in publjc office during the past two
vears? ,

“Large-scale constructive working class action™—
what more could anybody ask? Massive phraseology,
indeed. It satisfies all the reasonable requirements of
the vocal organism.

“The whole. political life of the nation”™ and also
the *‘economic problems”! ... And this is the party
of the c.ass struggle, the party which is concerned
precisely with the overthrow of the whole political
life of the private property system. This is the party
which calls the proletariat into action against the pol-
itical doinination of capital, the party of the class war
and tht Social Revolution.” And this is its declaration
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The 1. W. W. Convention

OW is the 1. W, W. really getting along? Has
the I. W. W._ lost its nerve and become conserv-
ative? After the terrific onslaughts of the past

three years, is it still an organization? Or nothing
more than a bogey for capitalistic propaganda? Will
the I. W. W. persist as a real organization, or become
merged as an idea in the general labor movement of
the United States? ... There have been rumors and
rumors, questions and challenges, judgments and
prophecies. Let the C onve:tion*now answer.
- *

The Eleventls Annual Convention (with some gaps
since 1905). was held May s5th to 16th at Chicago.
Since 1916 a national convention of the I. W. W, has
been impossible. The govermmental, press and ku-
klux attacks worked havoc with the organization
efforts of many years. Raids, trials, official stealing
of supplies from persons, from the offices, and especi-
ally from the mails: conscription, deportation, whole-
sale herding of members into bull pens without charges,
jimprisonment under the most severe penalties of the
-experienced officials amd organizers, lynchings and
murders,—the expectation would be that no organiz-
ation could survive suc¢h a siege with a shred of solid-
ity. Or rather, make a showing in the midst of the
siege. :

%he Convention opened quietly. The Chicago papers
had whipped themselves into the usual hysteria. In
spite of the staunchness of Mayor Short of

By L. E. Ferguson

is unfortunate enough to be enmeshed in courts under
the influence of Capitalism. ... Why not review the
defense, the many defenses the I. W. W, has made
and ponder a moment ; consider the magnificent results;
remember, every fight made has counted for organiz-
ation. . .. ‘Are you going to say that the court is one
battlefront upon which we will not fight?” The letter
instanced some of the most striking cases and their
results, the Moyer, Haywood and Pettibone defense,
the Ettor, Giovanitti and Caruso case, and some others,
and concluded with a plea for a defense for every
indicted meniber.

The upshot of the discussion was to leave the ques-
tion to the decision of the members, on referendum.
A vote against legal defense will become efftctive ten
days after the referendum, except as to those already
under indictment.

But there was a general sentiment against giving
indicted men, or those out on honds, control of the
organization. It was voted to discontnue all public-
ations which dealt with personal testimony at the trials.
With few exceptions the names of indicted men were
kept off the party ballots, even Haywood getting few
votes as nominee on the referendum for the editorship
of The New Solidarity. (Later, provision was made

for employment of Haywood on the road for the One
Big Union Monthly, and for general organization help.)

The defense work was separated from organization
work, and made subordinate. The Sharpest contest of
the Convention came on the proposal to bar all indicted
men from party offices. The Resolutions Committee

split even on this question, one not voting. The final

vote was by roll call, with the resoluton defeated by
a fairly narrow margin.

Closely related to the ahove, 4 two-year limit of
continuous office holding was voted, except as' to
editors. This rule against successive terms in office
was explained as intended “to drive them back to the
masters in order to retain the proletarian psychology.
As long as they are insecure they will tight. Office~
holding tends toward conservitism and to the building
up of a machine. This rule will develop executives,
instead of forcing us to grab up inexperienced men in
emergencies.”

This jealousy of the officialdom hardly seems war-
ranted when we learn that the pay for the hightst office
in the I. W. W. is $4 per day. There is the suggestion
that the many jailings left the organization temporarily
rudderless, and this.is to be avoided by a wider diffu-
sion of respousibilty and control. The fundamental
idea is to have the men on the job rule the organization ;
to avoid official cliques.

Many constitutional changes were made on this
basis. In fact, the entire constitution was re-

Sioux City. the Agricultural Workers Con-
vention® had been raided, the delegates scat-

The Most Important Book of the Year —Just Out!

written.  Declegates to the national conven-
tion must he clected from those on the “job,

tered, and the minutes seized. Just a.week
before the Metal Miners had been forbidden
public meeting in Salt Lake City. They held
their convention privately, using numbers
instead of names in the minutes, to guard
against the blacklist. The Chicago police
rhief made the usual threats. The City
Council was spurred into passing a resolu-
tion against permitting the anvention. But
Mayor Thompson remained silent. The Con-
vention took its way. The ku-kluxing was
confined to tht rooms of' some of the del-
egates; it was disavowed by the city police
and federal authorities.

The dominant theme of the Convention
was the conflict between organizing for legal
defense and organizing for industrial union-
ism. The argumet may be summarized in
this fashion: The 1. W. W. has become too
much an organization for the defense of its
members in the courts. This has stopped the
organization of industrial unions. We must
get back to our real business, le_t the courts
do what they will. First the Espionage Taw,
and now the “criminal syndicalism” statutes
—there is no end to these prosecutions. If
we allow ourselves to throw all our energies
into legal defense, we cannot organize unions
—and our only real defense is outiside the
courtroom. 1t is economic, not legal.

On the ninth day the question came up
directly : shall we make legal defense? This
was tht one session which broke away from
the driving economy of the eleven days. The
Convention was a business affair. There was
crisp talking. quick action, no speech-mak-
ing. DBut eaclt delegate was asked to take
the floor on roll call to express his ideas about
legal defense. Some were absolutely opposed
to legal defense as useless, a waste of funds,
and a diversion {rom organization work.
Many were opposed to legal defense for them
selves, but prefered 1o let others make their
choice according to the actual circumstances
as they arose. The ™silent defense” at Sacra-
mento had made its marked inmpression.
Though agreeing in principle, others caution-
ed that an absolute rule against legal defense
would be unfair and a discouragement to
those active in organization work. To wait
for a revolution to take a man out, mean-
while leaving him without organization sup-
port, would he ungrateful. Also. it would
destroy incentive to work. LEconomic defense
is best, but we have not yet any general con-
trol of economic power. [.egal defense, it
was further argued, is very gond propaganda.

A letter was read from Haywood, dealing
mainly with this question. A few sentences
are quoted: “Those who are manning the
ship now know the course she started on, and
if we expect to make port, here is what we
must sail by: “An injury to one is an injury
to all." I repeat this now to prevail upon

N. Lenin (March 12 to May 18).
gram of the Bolsheviki, by N. Lenin (tactics, program and gen-
Part Threc—The Struggle for State Power, by N.
Lenin and Leon Trotzky (May 18 to the “uprising” of July 16-17).
Part Four—The Revolution in Crisis, hy Leon Trotzky (written
at the end of August, analyzing the Bolshevik ddfeat in July, the
Moscow Conference and the problems of the future). i
The Proletarian Revolution Conguers, by Louis C. Fraina (Sept-
ember to January—the coup d’etat of November 7,
stituent Assembly ; includes articles of Lenin and Trotzky and docu-
Part Six—The Revolutionary Struggle for Peace, by Leon
Trotzky and N. Lenin (December to Brest-Litovsk).
The Sovict Republic and its Problems, hy
Supplementary—Foreign Relations (July to October, 1018; Lenin,
Trotzky and Chicherin).
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Part Five—

the Con-

Part Seven—
N. Lenin (May, 1918).

Tt considers Socialism

the officials heing harred as delegates, or
simply allowed voice without vote. This was
a gathering of about Afty men direct from the
job, and there was constant insistence on the
main issue, organization on the job. The
Convention went on record against workers
councils at this time: also against propaganda
organizations within the 1. W. W. organiz-
ation, hoth. being comsidered as  diverting
encrgy from the main purpose. '

Another evidence of the determination to
build real industrial unions was the hostility
shown toward the General Recruiting Union.
This union has served as a sort of clearing
house for new members, where there is no
industrial union branch established. By lax
administration recruiting charters have been
granted ; also members have not taken trans-
fers out of the recruiting branches after shift
ing their occupations. Provision was made
for enforced transfers, and for limitation of
recruiting charters.  Also the “universal del-
cgate system” was adopted, calling for univ-
ersal credentials, whereby any “job delegate”
can initiate new members directly into the
appropriate industrial union, no matter what
union the delegate himself helongs to.

The existence of three separate unions of
transport wgrkers was criticized as contrary
to the basic principles of the 1. W, W, and
in some other instances the question was
raised as to when an industrial union is really
an industrial union. As to the transport
workers, the Convention ordered that the
three divisions hold a special conference and
get together. Tt may he added that there
appears (o be a prospect for the formmation
of an International Marine Transport Work-
ers Industrial Union.

x *x ¥
That there is virile new hlnod in the 1. W,

Wooas indicated by the change from a three-
Tovears tna two-years qualification for office.

One of the most consepicious figures in the

I. W. W, at this time, and one of the three

whose names are on the referendum for

Gieneral Sceretary, is A, S, Embree, the gen-

cral of the recent Butte strike—a two-years

memther.  The other nominees of the Con-
vention are Thos. Whitehead, Acting Gen-
cral Sccretary, and R. V., T.ewins, another of
the forceful new figures in the organization.

The revolutionary wave in Europe has

hrought its response within the I. W, W,

several new Dbranches having already been

formed among the Russians, Ukraininans,

Finns, Hungarians and Chinese. Organiz-

ation s also going on among a half dozen

other forcign-language groups, aided by sev-
eral new papers.  Dut reluctance to organize
is reported among those who consider their
residence here temporary, planning to return
to proleatrian governed lands “where demo-
cracy is not a scrap of paper but a real thing.
thing.”

But the proletarian revolutions abroad have

the delegates to take no action that will pre-
vent 2 complete defense for any member who

( Continued on page 6)




