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EDITORIAL NOTES

THE In the December-Janu-
SOCIALIST ary number of The In-
REVIEW tercollegiate  Socialist,

announcement was

made that plans were under way to
develop the quarterly into a more com-
prehensive and more general monthly,
to be known as the Socialist Review.
We are glad to announce that steady
progress has been made toward that
end. On Monday evening, February
10, a successful “Socialist Review
Dinner” was held in New York City,
addressed by John Haynes Holmes,
Bruno Lasker of The Survey, Charles
W. Ervin of the New York Call,
Evans Clark and Harry W. Laidler,
presiding. The dinner resulted in
raising a magazine fund of some $3000
a year for three years. Since then
further contributions have been re-
ceived, and the Society is continuing
its campaign through meetings held
in other cities, through personal soli-
citations, etc., with the hope of raising
at least $10,000 a year for three years.
It has definitely been decided to begin
the publication in October, and to
make its subscription price to non-
members of the Society $2 a year. Its
editor will be Harry W, Laidler, and
among the members of its editorial board
will be Emily G. Balch, Evans Clark, Fe-
lix Grendon, H. W. L. Dana, Winthrop
D. Lane and Alexander Trachtenberg.

The proposed Socislist Review will
be primarily a magazine of accurate
information and vital discussion,
rather than a journal of opinion. It
will necessarily strive to perform
several important tasks.

1. It will aim to give a picture of
industrial democracy in the making.
Events that the plutocratic papers
regularly choke off with silence or
slander, the most notable facts in the
industrial and political development,
and the significance of big labor oc-
currences like the Seattle strike or the
latest move of the Triple Alliance in
English labor—will all be material of
capital importance for the Socialist

Review. No effort will be spared to
obtain the cooperation in this task of
the best labor and Socialist author-
ities here and abroad. The Review
will consider the revolutionary move-
ments of today—political Socialism,
trade and industrial unionism, the co-
operative society, public ownership,
democratic management, democratic
education, national guilds, etc.—as so
many kindred strivings toward a new
industrial democratic state.

2. The magazine may also be re-
garded as a forum for the discussion
of various phases of Socialist theory
and tactics. It will be on the watch
for the newer and more adequate in-
terpretations of Socialist thought that
result from the increase of human
knowledge and experience and from
the new developments in the labor
world. What is the contribution of
the Guild scheme or of the Soviet
form of government? What forces
should be employed in waging the
class struggle? What should be the
relation of the Socialist movement to
the new labor parties or to the League
of Nations? How best can efficient
production and real democratic man-
agement be achieved under the new
social order? What is to be the place
of the college world, of academic free-
dom, of an educational program deter-
mined by a social ideal in the coming
social order? These and many other
problems demand clarifying and dis-
cussion. For this purpose, the So-
cialist Review will mobilize the best
thought of the country and encourage
not only the spirit of keen criticism,
but of constructive statesmanship.

3. The magazine will contain a
succinct review of the most note-
worthy occurrences that affect the
international  Socialist and labor
struggle. It will also include short
reviews of books and of important
articles dealing with Socialism and al-
lted subjects.

4. An attempt will be made to pre-
sent an account of the aims and
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achievements in literature, art and
science cognate with the revolution-
ary changes that are penetrating our
social structure,

5. Whenever possible the issues of
the paper will contain some of the
most significant of the recent docu-
ments relating to the Socialist move-
ment.

Finally, the Socialist Review will be
written in expressive language clear
and intelligible outside of the esoteric
circles of the Socialist doctrinaire.
The articles will be compact and to
the point—articles that tempt imme-
diate perusal, rather than ponderous
essays that court a postponement to
some other time. And throughout,
while vigorous clashes of opinion
ought to be in evidence, the spirit of
good will, of genuine cooperation, and
of toleration is to prevail, and a posi-
tive constructive attitude will be in-
sisted on.

THE RECEPTION OF THE MONTHLY IDEA

The prophesied monthly has thus far
met with much enthusiasm. “I want
to tell you,” writes Professor Vida D.
Scudder, “how thoroughly I approve
the 1dea. The Quarterly is sane and
vital, and it does have a scope differ-
ent from that of any other radical
organ. I am really in earnest about
this. I have lately snubbed two other
people, pretty well known, who asked
my opinion about starting magazines,
on the ground that the Liberator and
the World Tomorrow and the Nation
and Forward, etc., etc., were all that
was needed. But not one of these
occupies your field, which I take to be
the temperate yet audacious and en-
lightened study of the tremendous
change in progress from the Socialist
point of view. I earnestly hope that
you can carry out the plan, and shall
be glad to help in any possible way.
This college, for instance, is simply
alive with the sort of questions your
Review would answer.”

Similar messages have been re-
ceived from John Haynes Holmes,
Florence Kelley, Adolph Germer,
Percy Stickney Grant, Charles W.

Ervin, Arthur Gleason, Wesley C.
Mitchell, Harry A. Overstreet, and
many others. “The times call for a
fearless and comprehensive statement
of the Socialist message,” declares Mr,
Holmes. “Furthermore, this should
be especially directed at the minds of
our young men and women every-
where, for the Great War has pre-
pared these minds for the sowing of
the seed of radical social change. I
shall hope to help in such little ways
as may be possible to me in making
this publication a fine success.”

There is also practical unanimity of
opinion that the monthly will be an
invaluable stimulus to the work of the
Intercollegiate Socialist Society in its
nation-wide educational work—by
supplying needed material on which
the various chapters may base their
discussions, by announcing I. S. S.
conventions, conferences, literature,
trips of speakers, etc.,, etc.,, and, in
many other ways, by keeping the
membership of the Society in close
touch with the work of the central
office.

1f, on the one hand, the Socialist Re-
view will assist in developing among
the thinking men and women of the
country a sympathetic understanding
of this struggle for the new world, and
if, on the other hand, it will aid in
bringing about inside the radical
movement a spirit of tolerance, of real
comradeship, of critical and construct-
ive thought, its editors will not have
striven in vain.

Members and friends of the Society
are urged to help in this important
social venture by pledging as gener-
ously as possible for the one, two or
three-year period, the pledges to be
redeemed in installments most con-
venient to the pledgers; by sending in
the names of others who might be ap-
proached; by soliciting friends who
might be interested ; by obtaining sub-
scriptions to the magazine; by arrang-
ing meetings for the purpose of assist-
ing in the financing of the periodical,
etc. Will you not help to the amount
of your ability? Will you not assist
at once?



THE INTERCOLLEGIATE SOCIALIST 5

THE JUNE Of all the gath-
CONFERENCE erings of the
“PROBLEMS Intercollegiate
OF THE Socialist Socie-
REVOLUTIONIZED ty heldthrough-
ORDER” out the year,

the annual six-
day Summer Conferences have proved
to be the most delightful.

This year the last of June—from
Tuesday, June 24th, to Monday, June
30th—has been selected for the Con-
ference week instead of September, as
in former years. This earlier date was
decided upon in the belief that a late
June gathering would afford a wel-
come recreation to many members and
friends of the Society after their
strenuous winter tasks; that it would
prove particularly convenient for
members of school and college facul-
ties, college students and Conference
speakers, and that the length of the
June days would greatly add to the
pleasure of the gathering.

The Society has been fortunate in
securing as a home for the Conference
“The Inn-in-the-Hills,” Highland on
the Hudson, Ulster County, New
York (opposite Poughkeepsie), a spot
remarkably adapted for conference
purposes.

The last few years have been fraught
with revolutionary change. Half of the
continent of Europe has been brought
under some form of Socialist govern-
ment and the remainder is seething
with industrial unrest. Problems of
the new social order which, a few
years ago, were regarded as mere uto-
pian speculation are now presenting
themselves for immediate solution to
tens of millions of men and women.
Realizing that this country, as well as
the countries of Europe, must soon
face these problems of fundamental re-
construction, and that it is supremely
important that we now think them
through in constructive fashion, the
Society has this year selected as the
subject of the Conference “The Prob-
lems of the Revolutionized Order.”
Never before have these problems been
seriously discussed from the new
viewpoint at any national conference.

The gathering promises to be one of
unusual significance.

LOCATION

The Inn-in-the-Hills is situated on
Chodikee Lake in the Catskill Moun-
tains, in Highland, Ulster County,
New York, four and one-half miles
from the town of Highland (seventy-
five cents return trip by automobile).
It is accessible by way of the New
York Central Railroad to Pough-
keepsie, ferrying across to Highland;
or by way of the West Shore Railroad
direct to Highland, and may also be
reached via the Central New England
and Central Hudson Steamboat Com-
pany.

The Inn owns three hundred acres
of semi-rugged country, where lake,
mountains, and woods afford an en-
vironment of extraordinary beauty.

As at the former Conferences, the
mornings and evenings will be de-
voted to discussion and the afternoons
to recreation—walking, rowing, canoe-
ing, swimming, tennis playing.

THE ACCOMMODATIONS

The visitors to the Conference will find
good substantial accommodations. The
main building is a fifty-five room up-to-date
structure, with hot and cold water in each
sleeping room. The building is provided
with a number of baths,—although there
are no baths in individual rooms,—is
steam-heated, electric lighted and well
furnished. The dining room is unusually
attractive. There are also ecight large
modern bungalows in different parts of the
campus. The meetings will, for the most
part, be held in a spacious gymnasium not
far from the main building.

RATES

The Society will this year quote prices
merely by the day, rather than for the
entire Conference, as last year. The charge
for room and board will be as follows:
More than two persons in a room, $3 a
day; two persons in a room, $3.50 a day;
single rooms (of which there are ten) $5
a day. Special rates of $2.50 a day will be
given to students (four persons in a
room). Conference visitors may be accom-
modated prior to and following the Con-
ference at the above quoted special rates.

Tickets of admission will be 50 cents per
day in addition to board and lodging rates.
Admission to single sessions, 25c. Those
desiring to attend the Conference are urged
to send applications with a deposit fee of
$2.00 at the earliest opportunity to the
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Intercollegiate Socialist Society, 70 Fifth
Avenue, New York City. Friends of the
Society, not as yet certain whether they
can be present, but desiring to be kept in-
formed regarding Conference details, are
also asked to send in their names.

PROGRAM

While several speakers of particular note
have thus far been secured for the Con-
ference, including Vida D. Scudder, Harold J.
H. Laski, Frederic C. Howe, Florence Kelley,
Harry A. Overstreet, Norman Thomas, Jessie
W. Hughan, Evans Clark, H. W, L. Dana,
Louis B. Boudin, etc., the program has not as
yet been completed, and merely the topics will
be here set forth.

Subject: Problems of the Revolution-
ized Order.

Tuesday evening, June 24, 8 o’clock:
Roads to the New Social Order.

A brief survey will here be given of the
significant developments during the last
year in the movement leading toward in-
dustrial democracy. Discussion will center
around these questions: To. what extent
should the new labor parties, the Non-
partisan League, the Socialist Party, the
cooperatives and other radical movements
in America cooperate in the attainment of
the new order? What means should be
used to bring about the revolutionized
world?

Wednesday morning, June 25, 10 to 12.30
o’clock:

Continuation of Discussion.
Wednesday evening, June 25, 8 o’clock:

Remaking the State: The Soviet State,
Guildism, or Marxism?

What significant contributions does
each of these three theories of the state
present to political theory? Is a synthesis
of these concepts possible or desirable?
(For suggested references to this and sub-
sequent discussions see ‘“Booklist on
Socialism and Allied Subjects,” 5c., and
“Study Courses in Socialism,” 10c.,, pub-
lished by the I. S. S.)

Thursday morning, June 26, 10 to 12.30
o’clock:

Continuation of Discussion,

Thursday evening, June 28, 8 o’clock:

Revolutionized Industry: The Technique
of Production.

Under the new social order one of the
most important questions will be how best
to combine economic efficiency with democ-
racy. What systems of remuneration, of
scientific management, of accounting, of
technical administration, consistent with

individual development, should be worked
out under the new order with the view of
increasing productivity?

June 27,
o’clock:
Continuation of Discussion.
Friday evening, June 27, 8 o’clock:
Revolutionized Industry: Democracy in
the Shop.

American Socialists have always urged
democratic management of industry, in
order that the evils of bureaucracy may be
avoided and that the personality of the
worker be developed. Of late various
forms of democratic management have
been advocated by syndicalists, by national
guildsmen, by the proponents of the in-
dustrial councils, by the shop stewards’
movement, by the Soviet governments, by
the American railway brotherhoods, by
private industrial concerns, and by other
groups. What are the most important of
these proposals? Which gives the most
promise of future acceptance?

Saturday morning, June 28, 10 to 12.30
o’clock:
Short I. S. S. session, followed by Con-
tinuation of Discussion.
Saturday evening, June 28, 8 o’clock:
Revolutionized Social Control: The Rela-
tion of the Individual to the State.

This subject will involve the discussion
of the vital problems of state sovereignty,
of conflicting loyalties, of liberty of con-
science, of the rights and responsibilities
of majorities and minorities in the future
state.

Sunday morning, June 29, 10 to 12.30
o’clock:

Continuation of Discussion,

Sunday afternoon, June 29, 2.30 o’clock:

Friday morming, 10 to 12.30

The Revolutionized Inter-Nation: The
World Federation.
What is the ideal form of federation

which will finally evolve? Can this demo-
cratic ideal be attained through the modi-
fication of the present League of Nations
or through the creation by the world prole-
tariat of a federation of peoples?

Sunday evening, June 29, 8 o’clock:

Revolutionized Culture: Education, Art,
Religion.

What will be the impulse behind the new
culture? To what extent will it be guided
by state, by voluntary cooperative, by in-
dividual effort? What form will this
culture take?

Monday, June 30: Outing.
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For many years past radicals in the
United States have been crying aloud
for labor to follow the example of
European trade unionists and to enter
the political arena. They have pointed
to the fact that, in most of the coun-
tries on the continent, trade unionists
have, as a matter of course, voted the
Socialist ticket. In Great Britain, the
British Labor Party—until recently
without any comprehensive program—
has brought together under one roof
the trade unionists, the Socialists of
the Independent Labor Party and the
intellectuals of the Fabian Society. In
Australia, a few years ago, the Labor
Party completely dominated the gov-
ernment. The Premier was a station-
ary engineer; the Minister of External
Affairs, an engine fitter; the Minister
of Home Affairs, a bank clerk; the
Attorney General, a cook; the Post-
master General, a miner; the Vice-
President of the Executive Council, a
mason; the Minister of Defense, a
carpenter; and the Minister of Trades
and Customs, a hatter. In Russia,
Germany, Austria and other countries
labor is now completely in the saddle
politically.

OBSTACLES TO INDEPENDENT POLITICAL
AcTION

In the United States, numerous la-
bor parties of a local character have
come and gone, and many attempts
have been made by different labor
groups to enter the political field. One
of the last of these was the disastrous
endeavor of the Knights of Labor in
the eighties to function politically.

This “horrible example” of the pos-
sible dangers to labor unions of con-
certed political activity; the antagon-

ism in the nineties between the So-
cialist Labor Party, with its compet-
ing unions, and the A! F, of L.; the
fear on the part of old-line trade
unionists that labor politics would
lead to Socialist control; the racial
heterogeneity of the American labor
movement, and the antagonism by ex-
treme radicals to dependence on po-
litical activity, have been among the
factors which, for the past generation,
have kept labor in this country from
developing an independent labor party.

BEGINNINGS OF PoriticAaL AcTION

The logic of events, however, finally
forced the American Federation of
Labor, more than a decade ago, to
adopt the policy of “rewarding labor’s
friends and punishing its enemies.” In
1906, the A. F. of L. conducted a
vigorous campaign against Congress-
man Littlefield, of Maine, and other
anti-labor candidates, and since then
the A. F. of L. has frequently taken
sides in campaigns as between the
candidates of the old parties. Labor
has employed its members as lobby-
ists in state and national capitals, and,
in a few instances, such as in Wiscon-
sin, the local trade unionists have of-
ficially allied themiselves with the So-
cialist Party. Tens of thousands of
trade unionists have also as individ-
uals supported the Socialist ticket.

Prior to the war, considerable dis-
satisfaction was manifested with the
lack of militant political action on the
part of labor as a whole. Discontent
increased during the war, particularly
following the educational offensive of
the reconstruction program of the.
British Labor Party, and local labor
parties began to spring up in many
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centers of population. The most sig-
nificant move toward a labor party
was the formation, on November 17,
1918, of the Independent Labor Party
of Illinois and the United States, at a
regular meeting of the Chicago Fed-
eration of Labor, and the adoption by
that body of “Labor’s Fourteen
Points.” These points included, among
other demands, ‘“the elimination of
autocratic domination of the forces of
production and distribution; public
ownership and operation of railways,
steamships, stockyards, telephone,
telegraphs and other public utilities
and the nationalization and develop-
ment of natural resources, water
power and unused land,” etc. (See
I. S. Dec.-Jan., 1918-19, pp. 32-33). The
labor party idea was endorsed, on De-
cember 2, by the Illinois Federation
of Labor. The central unions of
Greater New York organized another
labor party in January, and, during the
last few months, no less than two
score such parties have been started
in various parts of the United States,
despite the opposition and threats of
Mr. Gompers and the members of the
Executive Committee of the A. F. of
L. A national convention of these
parties will undoubtedly be held in
the near future.

The development of the labor party
brings to the forefront many impor-
tant problems. One of the most diffi
cult of these is the question as to
what should be the relation between
these new parties and the Socialist
Party—the one party of considerable
size that has consistently fought for
the rights of labor in this country. Will
that relationship be one of bitter com-
petition or one of cordial co-operation?

THE SyYMPOSIUM SUMMARIZED

In an endeavor to throw some light

on this question, The Intercollegiate
Socialist recently sent a questionnaire
to a number of leaders of thought
throughout the country asking their
attitude toward the new labor parties
and the form of cooperation which
should be worked out between them and
the Socialist and other radical groups.
The majority of those replying to the

questionnaire expressed their belief that
the formation of such a party was a good
omen; expressed the hope that the new
movement would develop into a revolu-
tionary, rather than a mere reform or-
ganization, and contended that if this de-
velopment took place, some coopera-
tion should be worked out between the
labor and Socialist parties along the
lines of the British Labor movement,
or through agreements at each election.

THE LABor GrouP—BOYLE, MCNAMEE,
Haves

Among the most important of the
replies received were those from ac-
tive members of organized labor—
from James P. Boyle, John McNamee
and Max Hayes. James P. Boyle, for-
merly president of the Brooklyn Cen-
tral Labor Union, president of the
Accountants’, Bookkeepers’ and Ste-
nographers’ Union, and one of the
most prominent of the organizers of
the American Labor Party of Greater
New York, declares that future co-
operation between the two groups will
depend primarily on the attitude of
the Socialist Party, Mr. Boyle is of
the opinion that the form of federation
does not need to be worked out until
the Labor Party has become a na-
tional party. He adds:

“The Constitution: of the American Labor
Party of Greater New York has left the
ddor open for a coalition between the
Labor Party, the Nonpartisan League and
the Socialist Party. If the Socialist Party
and the Socialists within the trade unions
work toward a coalition of these parties,
rather than against the formation of the
Labor Party, a coalition seems entirely
probable.

“There is in some of the trade unions a
regrettable disposition on the part of
Socialist members to obstruct the organiza-
tion of the Labor Party by refusing to en-
roll and by fighting the proposal that their
union enroll as a body. This of course will
have a tendencvy to prevent federation by
emphasizing differences which coalition is
intended to obliterate, and by keeping the
Socialist influences in the labor movement
from having an active and influential part in
the formation and building up of the Labor
Party.

“The Nonpartisan League is friendly to
federation. The Labor Party has left the
door open for it. So, I believe, that a com-
plete and workable federation depends
largelv upon the attitude of the Socialist
Party.” i
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John F. McNamee, editor of the
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen
and Enginemen’s Magazine, urges co-
ordination of radical forces, and be-
lieves that that coordination can best
be brought about through the co-
operative movement. He declares:

“My attitude towards the new labor par-
ties—towards all movements that have for
their purpose the emancipation of the work-
ing class from master class exploitation
and oppression,—I would express as an
ardent desire for their coordination. There
is a broad common ground upon which all
can stand, and through the cooperative
utilization of their power of numbers suc-
cessfully combat the system that now holds
so many millions in economic subjection.
In this fight, one of the first obstacles to be
overcome is the insidious propaganda of a
certain class of labor leaders, who, for
reasons evidently satisfactory to them-
selves, are endeavoring to make the work-
ers content with the wage system, with a
view to tiding over the reconstruction pe-
riod, without any change or departure from
the old established order. These conserv-
atives do not, as a rule, favor consumers’
cooperation, a labor party or a daily public
press controlled by the working class.

“In my opinion the most effective instru-
ment for bringing about unity of action
between the labor parties and the Socialist
and other radical groups is the consumers’
cooperative movement. This will bring
them together in a common purpose and
the mutuality of economic interests, thus
created, will operate to eradicate the dis-
sensions and prejudices, at present existing
amongst them, to the advantage of the
common enemy.

“The term °‘Socialist, for reasons that
space will not permit me to detail, has been
made obnoxious to certain working class
elements, who ecagerly accept public own-
ership of public utilities, and natural re«
sources, cooperative production, and prac+
tically all other economic reform principles
advocated by the Socialist Party, when
presented to them through a medium other
than that of the Socialist Party. It seems
to me, therefore, that the thing to do would
be to inaugurate a general political and
economic movement, under a new name
that should embrace in its platform all that
was good in the labor movement and So-
cialist and other radical groups that are
now fighting at cross purposes for the at-
tainment of the one great end, that is, eco-
nomic emancipation.”

Max Hayes, editor for many years
of the Cleveland Citizen and candidate
in 1912 for president of the A. F. of L.
against Mr, Gompers (receiving 5,073
votes as compared with 11,974), urges

a change in leadership in both the
trade union movement and in the So-
cialist Party. He declares:

“I am inclined to give the new Ilabor
parties sympathetic encouragement where
an honest and truly representative move-
ment is inaugurated to tear away from fos-
silism and make some progress.

“The chief features of the plans in opera-
tion in Great Britain, Australia and Canada
would seem best fitted for this country.
However, I fear that the high priests in
command of the Socialist and labor forces
in this country, true to the historical blind-
ness of dogmatism, will obstruct all efforts
to secure political solidarity of the workers
in this country unless it is attempted their
way only, or until such time as the rank
and file rise and kick them into the middle
of next year if such policies are to be con-
tinued. More than a quarter of a century
of factional and fatuous wrangling and get-
ting nowhere ought to prove a lesson de-
serving of consideration on the part of the
rising generation. The old leaders are
mostly beyond redemption and have earned
a long rest.”

THE SocIALIST NATIONAL ExEcUTIVE

Of vital interest also are the opin-
ions of five of the fifteen members of
the National Executive Committee of
the Socialist Party—Seymour Sted-
man, James Oneal, John M. Work, L.
E. Katterfeld and Emil Herman—
opinions reiterating the position of
the Committee that the best course for
the Socialists to take is that of
“watchful waiting.”

WEeELcoME SHourp Be CorpiAL, SaAys
STEDMAN

Seymour Stedman, one of the or-
ganizers of the Socialist Party and the
foremost Socialist attorney in the
middle West, thus declares:

“The Socialist attitude toward the new
labor parties should be very cordial. So-
cialists in unions should urge those per-
sons who feel no kinship for the capitalist
political parties and who are not favorable
to the Socialist Party, to go into the Labor
Party., We should encourage the forma-
tion of a labor party. Many will listen to
its call who are deaf to us. When it comeg
to affiliation and cooperation, that is an-
other question. To this I am not now dis-
posed to commit myself.

“The, Socialist Party has the elements of
perman‘ency and stability. The Labor
Party is not urging a fundamental change—
only better conditions for the sale of labor
power, and proposes to use a political
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weapon to accomplish this end, but the
literature of the Labor Party to a very
large extent is as fundamental in its attack
upon capitalism as is the Socialist platform.
From this it appears that when the Labor
Party commences to write and publish its
aims and objects, it leads very rapidly to
the extreme position, ‘notwithstanding that
its platform and avowed purpose is that of
a reform party.

“The Labor Party, standing for the best
that labor can get under capitalist condi-
tions as its end, has no flattering outlook.
It is too late. The British situation fur-
nishes no assistance to our reasoning on
this question—nothing but labor’s domina-
tion meets the present situation. When I
use the term labor party, of course I mean
a party which only stands for a betterment
of labor conditions. The name labor party,
or any other name, as a result of coalition
may be the title of the party which will
finally carry the proletarian cause to a com-
plete triumph. The election laws of this
country do not facilitate political coopera-
tion, so the best we can do now is to hope
that the Labor Party will furnish a field of
operation for those workers who can no
longer keep themselves within the Amer-
ican plutocratic political machine and who
are too timid or who cannot approve of the
full length to which a revolutionary po-
litical party goes.”

ONEeAL Favors “WaTcHrur WAITING”

James Oneal, an editorial writer on
the New York Call, and author of
“Workers in American History,” be-
lieves that cooperation should be
worked out if the Labor Party proves
to be permanent and genuinely revo-
lutionary.

“My attitude,” he declares, “is that of the
National Executive Committee of the So-
cialist Party and which may be expressed as
watchful waiting. Every Labor Party or-
ganized in this country has been wrecked
by adventurers of one kind or another.
This is true of every such party organized
since the first one in Philadelphia in 1828.
There is some evidence that this latest at-
tempt. in a number of cities has its origin
in the masses rather than in the leaders.
This is a hopeful sign. If the workers take
hold it is possible that a genuine party of
the working class may be formed indepen-
dent of the Socialist Party. If its declara-
tions and its actions prove that it is a
fighting organization of the workers it will
be a new situation that Socialists will have
to consider,

“Cooperation could only be considered
after the Labor Partv had demonstrated
that it was not going to repeat the ex-
perience of the former parties. If the rank
and file thrust aside those leaders that have
for years traded upon their official prestige

by securing nominations and jobs from
capitalist exploitation, then we would have
to face the question of cooperation or amal-
gamation. A cooperation which would
recognize the autonomy of the Socialist
Party so that it could maintain its organ-
ization intact would be preferable. This
would leave us free to resume our inde-
pendent position should unfavorable tend-
encies creep into the Labor Party during
the period of cooperation between the twa
organizations. Any timid or hesitating
policy of the Labor Party will not satisfy
in this period of world revolution. Unless
it squares with the revolutionary require-
ment of the times we should go our way
confident that the future is with us and not
with it.”

John M. Work, former National
Secretary of the Socialist Party, is not
so cordial toward this new political
phenomenon, declaring that the labor
parties will have to prove three things,
first, that they are apparently per-
manent, second, that they are not go-
ing to flirt with the foe, and third, that
they do not exist merely for the pur-
pose of seeking political pap for their
members. If they prove these things,
the question of cooperating along the
lines of the British Labor Party, he
believes, should be considered. ‘Mean-
while,” he declares, “I cordially hope
that they will die speedily—and then
be kind enough to stay dead. They
should not have butted into the pro-
vince of the Socialist Party.”

L. E. Katterfeld also maintains that
the labor parties are good for Repub-
licans and Democrats, but are not the
parties for the Socialists. ‘“We should
not cooperate,” he declares, “with any
organization that tolerates a continu-
ation of capitalism. We must organize
all radical elements on the basis of the
class struggle to abolish capitalism.”

Emil Herman, Secretary of the So-
cialist Party of Washington, and at
present a political prisoner, feels that
no new party is necessary or advisable
in this country and that the Socialist
Party and the Socialist Labor Party
should unite and supply the leadership
required for labor’s emancipation. Mr.
Herman adds:

“There should be a unity of the two So-
cialist Parties, and an endorsement by the
Socialist Party of industrial upionism. All

party members eligible for membership in
a labor union should be required to join
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one. Only members of the party who are
active members of a labor union should be
nominated for political office. Cordial re-
lations should at all times be maintained
between the Socialist Party and labor
unions. At all elections the Socialist Party
should incorporate as planks in its platform
all demands of labor unions and farmers’
organizations consistent with fundamental
Socialist principle—the complete emancipa«
tion of the working class from economic
servitude.”

CoOPERATION IF LABOR REVOLUTIONARY,
SAys CLARK

Of unusual interest are the state-
ments of such active workers in the
Socialist movement as Evans Clark,
Director of the Research Bureau of
the Socialist Aldermen of New York
City, Scott Nearing, recent candidate
for Congress on the Socialist ticket,
Jessie W. Hughan, author of “Amer-
ican Socialism of the Present Day,”
and W. W, Passage, former president
of the New York Call. Mr. Clark de-
clares:

“My attitude toward the new labor par-
ties is one of regretful welcome, regret that
they are not part and parcel of the Social-
ist movement, welcome in that they exist
at all. Nothing could be as good as all
labor militantly Socialist. Anything is better
*than labor firever sold out to the political
agents of the profiteers.

“I favor only such cooperation between
the Socialist and Labor Parties as will pre-
serve the complete integrity of the Socialist
Party organization; only with groups that
renounce old-party affiliations, root and
branch; and only with organizations that
stand for revolutionary working class soli-
darity against the exploiter until such time
as they become Socialist in everything but
name. Agreements not to run competing
candidates may be the first step; federation,
perhaps the second, amalgamation only
after complete identity of theory and tac-
tics. No compromise, no political trading
—this is working class salvation.”

NEARING ANALYZES LABOR GROUPS

Scott Nearing feels that the Labor
Party has a distinct mission to per-
form, but that, nevertheless, the So-
cialist Party, with its internationalist
principles, should remain intact as a
revolutionary party performing vital
educational work until the revolution
arrives.

“The American labor movement,” he as-
serts, “‘contains at least five distinct groups,

therefore, it will have at least five distinct
phases,

“l. The owning farmers and the more
prosperous renters will be represented in
some organization like the Nonpartisan
League which will direct its attention to
local cooperation and to the protection of
its members against aggression by rail-
roads, packing houses and other great
business interests. These farmers will be
class-conscious as against the big corpora-
tions, but they will have an owning-class
psychology.

“2. The American trade union move-
ment will gradually transform itself into an
industrial union movement. Its backbone
will be the highly skilled workers. Its
policy will look toward control of the job.
This movement will become class-con-
scious.

“3. The rank and file of the trade union
movement, including men and women who
for years have accepted the theory that the
business of the trade union is not to go
into politics, will constitute the backbone ot
a labor party. They will devote their at-~
tention primarily to immediate demands
that look to the socialization of local and
national industries. This group will be
class-conscious.

“4, A minority of wage-earners, a small
number of farmers, and a fringe of rep-
resentatives of the professional classes will
constitute a revolutionary political party,
the object of which is the establishment of
international Socialism. The majority of
wage-earners will never belong to this
party until the revolution actually arrives,
It will be primarily educational in function,
and will devote its energies mainly te pre-
serving the ideals and advancing the stan-
dard of the international labor movement.

“5, The migratory workers, the lower
grades of farm laborers, and some of the
worst exploited of the factory workers are
propertyless, homeless, family-less and
vote-less. They will form some movement
like the I. W. W., which scorns political
action and insists on the direct expropria-
tion of industry.

“For a member of a conservative trade
union to step outside of his union into an
organization like the Labor Party, which
aims to include all of the working people
in the country, is an immense gain for him
and for the labor movement. The Labor
Party, when it is organized on a national
basis, will fill his need and will thus assist
in breaking down the lines between various
labor groups and in laying the basis for a
greater solidarity of labor.

“For a class-conscious Socialist to aban
don his doctrines of internationalism for
the comparative nationalist doctrines and
the immediate demands which the Labor
Party will necessarily adopt, is a step
backward.

“The Labor Party will be a boon to the
majority of the workers, broadening theis
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horizon and showing them their relation to
the other workers of the country. It can-
not be a part of a world movement. That
function 1s the function of the Socialist
Party and of the direct actionists of the =x-
treme left.”

CooPERATION WiTHOUT COMPROMISE

Some plan should be worked out,
according to Dr. Jessie W. Hughan,
whereby Socialist Party members
should be allowed to join the Labor
Party. She says:

“I believe the attitude of the Socialist
Party to the new labor parties should be
that of welcome, friendship and coopera-
tion wherever such cooperation does not
involve compromise or the sacrifice of
party independence. Demonstrations, the
working class press, strikes, drives for spes
cial legislation, and parliamentary activity
are likely to offer many opportunities,

“To the extent that the Socialists of the
British Labor Party have given up their
party individuality and independence, I be-
lieve their example should not be followed.
Specific suggestions are as follows:

“l. The Socialist Party should encourage
its members to belong to both organiza-
tions, provided that membership in the
Labor Party carries with it no obligation
to violate the rule of No Compromise.

“2. The Socialist Party should welcome
the endorsement of its own candidates by
the Labor Party upon a candidate belong-
ing to both organizations and appearing
upon both tickets, but the Socialist Party
should not endorse any candidate of the
Labor Party who is not a member of the
Socialist Party also.

“3. Our elected officials should cooperate
with elected officials of the Labor Party,
forming a bloc with them wherever practic-
able, while retaining their own responsibil«
ity to the Socialist Party.”

SuouLp CHANGE BAsis oF ELEcCTIONS

W. W. Passage, formerly president
of the New York Call, feels that ef-
fective cooperation will not be pos-
sible until we change our system of
elections to elections according to oc-
cupational groups somewhat after the
Soviet form of government. He main-
tains that the Socialist attitude to-
ward the labor parties should be re-
ceptive, but watchful, and contends
that trade unionists without a social
vision who are not class-conscious on
the political field are likely to block
progress on the economic field. Co-
operation is possible between the So-
cialist Party and a labor party that has

a program and purpose similar to that
of the British Labor Party. Coopera-
tion as well should be worked out with
such farmers’ organizations as the
Nonpartisan League. He continued:

“It seems to be impossible to arrange
any political union or fusion between party
Socialists and other liberal and progressive
forces as long as we adhere to the idea of
parliamentary representatives from geo-
graphical divisions elected by and from
parties having the integrity of local, state
and national organization to malntain,

“If the workers in all of the useful in-
dustries, professions, trades, vocations, etc.,
were required to send to our legislative
halls men and women chosen from their
own ranks on a basis of proportional rep-
resentation, it might rally workers to a
more earnest interest in legislation, making
them more sanguine of success and result-
ing in greater cooperation and more intel-
ligent, because more class-consclous, action.

“Suppose we consider the idea of trans-
forming the Soviet form of government
which has always prevailed in America as
a Soviet of the owners of the industries,
and make it a Soviet of the workers in the
industries as a possible solution of the
problem.”

BriTise _LABor THE MODEL, Says
THOMAS

Other members and friends of the
Socialist movement favor some work-
ing plan, chiefly along the line adopted
by the British Labor Party, for bring-
ing together the forces demanding a
new economic system. Norman Tho-
mas, editor of The World Tomorrow,
and an active member of the Socialist
Party, believes that the labor parties
“may play a great role in securing the
ultimate establishment of the cooper-
ative commonwealth and the end of
wage slavery.”

“Personally,” he declares, “I think they
would be stronger were they to accept a
better developed economic philosophy to
give power and substance to their demandg
for immediate economic and political re-
forms, but I think this philosophy will
come, especially if the labor parties adhere
to the principle laid down in New York,
that there shall be no coalition with the old
line capitalist parties. I am not prepared
to give a very definite answer to the ques-
tion of cooperation. Possibly the best so-
lution of it would be some such scheme as
was worked out in Great Britain, where
the I. L. P. still keeps its identity in the
general Labor Party movement. Mean-
while I think there ought to be cooperation
between the Socialists and the Labor Party
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wherever practicable in elections, and I
personally should hope that some scheme
might be worked out which would make it

ssible for Socialists to join a new Labor

arty or even the Nonpartisan League
without losing all standing as Socialists. 1
confess, however, that at the present time
my opinions on the questions you ask are
not very definite and are subject to change
with or without noticel”

Must CoOPERATE, SAYS SINCLAIR

Upton Sinclair feels that coopera-
tion is imperative. He says:

“I think the Socialist Party must, beyond
all question, find some way to cooperate
with this new Labor Party. It must co-
operate with all genuine labor parties.
Otherwise, it is like an engine which is
racing and not moving the car. The prob-
lem is to preserve the independence and
the integrity of the Socialist propaganda,
while at the same time giving practical aid
and guidance to the labor forces. The
problem has been fairly well solved in
England. I think what the Socialist Party
should do is to lay down a program of
minimum demands which must be indorsed
by all the candidates whom it indorses, and
it should then go to the Labor Party with
the proposition to indorse its ticket, pro-
vided that the ticket contains a reasonable
number of Socialist Party members; there
are so very many Socialists who are also
trade-unionists and well-known in the trade
union movement, that this ought to be easy
to arrange.

“These matters can be settled at confer-
ences in advance of the nominating con.
ferences, and if the Socialists are earnest
and sincere in their efforts to work out a
reasonable agreement, there will be no
reason for a split. Of course, it ought to
be made clear that the Socialist endorse-
ment is for this one occasion only, and that
each election will be a separate problem to
be met and solved upon its merits. The
party will, of course, preserve its own or-
ganization and propaganda machinery in-
tact, and so it ought not to be injured by
such cooperation. As an illustration of
what can be accomplished, take the Non-
partisan League legislature which has met
in North Dakota and has put through its
complete program in a few weeks, It is
the best job ever done by any- legislature
in America, and it seems to me that the
Socialist Party ought to have been glad to
help in such a proceeding. What the So-
cialists actually did in North Dakota, I do
not know. ertainly if they did not co-
operate, the Party must have dwindled to
smal! importance in North Dakota just
now.”

ALL RapicaL Grours SHOULD MERGE,
DEecLARES HoLMES

John Haynes Holmes, of the Church
of the Messiah, earnestly urges the

development of a more inclusive
movement of hand and brain workers
and of all radical groups, and believes
that the British Labor Party is a good
model to follow. He says:

“I have always believed that we should
have a thorough-going Labor Party in this
country—a party to include all workers,
hand and brain, and all radical groups, So-
cialist and non-Socijalist. 1 shall believe
that we may accomplish something in this
country, when such a Party is organized
and in the field, If America is still in the
hands of the capitalists, it is the fault of
nobody but the laborites themselves. Any
time that we want to take over, the gov-
ernment, we can do so by political action,
as witness the example of the Nonpartisan
League in North Dakota. What we need,
and must have, is a Labor Party wide open
to everybody who seeks drastic social
change, bound not to a hard and fast
theory of reform but to a sweeping pro-
gram of reconstruction, committed unre-
servedly and exclusively to the emancipa-
tion of the common people. The British
Labor Party is, for America at least, the
model!

“I believe that we can best gain coopera-
tion between the Labor Party (or parties)
and the Socialist Party, Nonpartisan
League and other radical groups, through
the principle of federation. It is important
that the organization of a new and inclus-
ive group should not involve the sacrifice
of the experience, prestige and momentum
of the existing groups. Federation, to my
mind, is the best way of securing gain and
avoiding loss.”

Favors FrRIENDLY COMRADESHIP—
W ARBASSE

Dr. James P. Warbasse, President
of the Cooperative League of Amer-
ica, not only feels that the labor par-
ties should be welcomed, but that
Socialists should be encouraged to
join the parties and interpret the class
struggle to them. Dr. Warbasse’s
interesting contribution is as follows:

“My attitude toward the new labor par-
ties is one of hopeful approval. American
labor has failed to come into the Socialist
Party because labor has not been willing
to inform itself as to the meaning of So-
cialism. Labor in America has patronized
the capitalist press—its worst enemy—and
has absorbed the superstitions which cap-
italism desires it should absorb. A labor
party with some other name than Socialist
may serve to rally the workers to unite in
the political field. Such a party is neces-
sary for the salvation of the obstinate
workers who refuse to learn but remain
still infimidated by a bugaboo. I wish the
new labor parties well.
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“The Socialist Party should maintain an
attitude of friendly comradeship toward
the labor parties. They are the necessary
refuge of the workers who will not join
the Socialist Party. I am glad to note that
the Socialists are leaving the Socialist
Party in order to give their services to the
Labor Party. The labor parties need So-
cialists to guide them and interpret the
class struggle for them. We should not
criticise comrades who do this. They are
performing a most necessary service to the
labor movement.

“The Socialist movement has produced
a million men and women in the United
States who will be of supreme value in the
impending crisis. They are destined to
furnish the cultured leadership of which
the labor movement is now in need. Labor
needs people who understand the class
struggle. The Socialist Party should sup-
ply them. We need not be concerned for
the old party. A Super-Socialism is de-
veloping which is destined shortly to em-
brace everything that stands for the in-
terests of labor. No hostility should be
permitted between any of these forces.
Now is the time when the common end
which all have in view may be worked out.
Political socialism, trade unionism, syndi-
calism, and cooperation should all be found
giving their sympathetic support to the
new labor parties, but not sacrificing their
own integrity. The current of events will
determine in due time when each shall sink
its identity in the interest of the cooper-
ative commonwealth.”

NasMyrH, TuoMPsoN, CHASE GIVE
OPINIONS

George Nasmyth of the World Peace
Foundation declares that he has been
assisting in the formation of labor
parties, and
“as far as possible, the members of the
Socialist and radical groups should enter
into the growing labor party and help to
keep its policies and progress shaped along
sound lines. The Socialist and other radical
groups should also strive to create a rela-
tionship like that of the Independent Labor
Party to the British Labor Party, consti-
tuting the left wing of the American Labor
Party pressing for Socialist and radical
programs of action.”

Carl D. Thompson, Secretary of the
Public Ownership League, and for-
merly Director of the Information Bu-
reau of the Socialist Party, doubts the
ability of the Socialist Party to co-
operate, but believes that a labor party
“ls inevitable and opportune.” He
says:

“I doubt whether the cooperation of the
Socialist Party under present conditions
would help the Labor Party. Moreover, I

assume that the rigid adherence of the
Party to the doctrine of no fusion and no
compromise would make it impossible for
it to cooperate. Ultimately, however, I
presume the Labor Party will occupy the
field and all radical forces will be brought
into some form of cooperation. My belief
and hope are that there will come about
the formation in America of a new party
broader than the present Socialist or the
Labor Party—a party that will be a truly
democratic, people’s party, as broad at
least as the British Labor Party. That is
the only basis upon which Socialism has
any chance of winning in America.

“All other radical forces aside from the
Socialist parties will doubtless cooperate
with the Labor Party more or less. Non-
partisan organizations like the Public Own-
ership League, however, will maintain
separate organizations and follow the same
line of tactics of work with public owner-
ship forces in all parties as before. A con-
ference of liberal elements of all sorts is
now being called to consider this very
question.”

Cooperation, according to Stuart
Chase, founder of the Fabian Club of
Chicago, must depend on the future
radicalism of the labor parties.

“I welcomed,” he declared, “their crea-
tion, but I am by no means certain that
they are going to stick to their excellent
platforms. Here in Chicago some of the
Socialists feel that the Labor Party is
dividing the labor movement which, un-
der the spur of intolerable economic con-
ditions in the next year or two would have
voted the Socialist ticket, had there been
no Labor Party. I rather doubt this view-
point.

“All those groups in society which lose
rather than gain from the present econo-
mic system must amalgamate their forces
sooner or later—if the present economic
system is really to be modified. I think the
Socialists and other articulate radicals
would do well to hold off, without gratu-
itous criticism, and give the Labor Party
a chance to see what it can do, and how
far to the left it is prepared to go. If re-
sults are in any way encouraging, and a
real class-consciousness is developed, the
radicals should come in to the Labor Party
—as in England. Socialism wunder any
other name would smell as sweet.”

HoprriNs ProMISES NATIONAL PArTY’S
Herpr

The Vice-Chairman of the new Na-
tional Party, J. A. H. Hopkins, feels
confident that his party, organized in
the summer of 1917, will be glad to do
all that lies in its power to cooperate
with this newest effort in politics. He
asserts:
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“The National Party is heartily in favor
of the labor movement along political lines
and is doing everything it possibly can to
cooperate with it. We see in it, in facty
the crystallization of our original hopes
and efforts, our mission, having been from
the start to bring together all of those who
believe that some political activity along
liberal lines is not only inevitable, but is
absolutely necessary, as a solution of our
economic and industrial problems.

“As to whether we would approve the
method of federation found in the British
Labor Party, I think I am safe in saying
that we would approve and cooperate with
any effective plan, and are approaching
this question with open minds. In other
words, we are seeking the real substance
and are looking for real results, and are
doing everything in our power to accomp-
lish these purposes.”

Throughout the symposium, as is
seen, the chief note seems to be that of
challenge to the new labor parties to

steer clear of a mere desire for office,
of a mere patching up of the present
economic system, and a belief that, if
that is done, temporary agreements at
election, federation similar to that in
Great Britain and, perhaps, amalga-
mation between the new movement
and the Socialist Party should be
worked out. The second challenge is
the challenge to the Socialist Party,
while preserving its integrity and its
program of international Socialism,
to work together as effectively as pos-
sible with the great forces of labor
that have a glimpse of the better day,
to the end that the forces making for
the new world may be able to move
forward as a solid phalanx against the
forces of special privilege and op-
pression,

The “Rank and File” and the Labor Party

By ABRAHAM EPSTEIN

Much publicity has recently been given
to official endorsements of the labor
party idea by state and city central labor
organizations. Little published informa-
tion, however, exists regarding how the
rank and file of labor is regarding the
labor party development. Recently an
attempt has been made by an organiza-
tion that has the confidence of labor in
a leading industrial state of the East
to learn what the average trade unionist
thinks of independent political action.
The returns obtained are of significance.
Two facts stand out: first, that, of the
285 unions answering the questionnaire,
the overwhelming number, 89.1 per cent,
favor the formation of the labor party;
second, that but a very small proportion
of the membership are alive enough to
the importance of the question even to
state their attitude.

While this failure is undoubtedly due
to some extent to mere apathy, it may
also be attributed somewhat to the feel-
ing that the entire discussion is uncon-
stitutional, from the standpoint of the
union. Thus one union replied, “Al-
though the men seem to think it a good
thing, the by-laws of our constitution
prohibit us from going into any political
campaign as a bodgy.” Some also believe

that the present is not the most oppor-
tune time for launching the party, one
adding, “in case the party is organized,
it will no doubt receive the support of
a large part of the membership.” A
third cause of failure to answer may be
found in the refusal of the labor politi-
cian receiving the questionnaire to pre-
sent it to the membership of the union
for discussion.

Negative answers, as well as failure
to answer at all were due not only to
the foregoing causes, but to the definite
opposition of two groups of labor, with
opposing social philosophies. On the one
hand, was naturally found the member
of the Socialist Party who believed that
the S. P. was adequate. The secretary
of one union, for instance, writes that
he is instructed to “send in a protest
against the formation of a new labor
party,” adding that the local union “feels
that in the Socialist Party we have a
labor party which covers the needs of the
laboring class.” On the other hand, fear
of Socialist influence deters workers
from approving. “We positively refuse,”
declares a local union in another part of
the state, “to have any part in the same
at this time, rather than plainly oppose
it, as there would always be more or less
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I. W. W. and Bolshevism in same. To
be successful we must be an independent
body.” The secretary concludes by de-
claring: “You ought to be ashamed ~f
this kind of letters.”

How TtHE TRADES STAND

Exceedingly interesting are the returns
from the standpoint of trade and indus-
trial affiliations. The reports show, for
instance, that the best organizations,
those which have most effectively used
their organized powers in enforcing their
demands, are the most ardent in their
advocacy of the Labor Party. The rail-
road men stand 99.1 per cent in favor
of the move. On the other hand, the
printers, the conservative wing of the
labor group, gave a 90.8 per cent nega-
tive vote. The miners are strong in ap-
proval. Of 6,310 voting members of the
United Mine Workers, only 147 voted
no, while, of the sixty locals partici-
pating, forty-eight voted unanimously
in favor of the proposal, and but one
unanimously against it! The votes of
the six city central trades councils, rep-
resenting all of the trades of a particular
community, stood 85 per cent for, and
15 per cent against. Of the 733 iron
and steel workers sending returns, 649

favored the party. Barbers and piumbers
voted 98 per cent in the affirmative, while
nearly 95 per cent of the brewery work-
ers, a simi! r percentage of machinists,
and 89.8 per cent of electrical workers
were for it. The proportion of other
trades favoring the plan was: cigar mak-
ers, 63.7 per cent; carpenters, 58.3 per
cent; bricklayers, 57.3 per cent; glass-
blowers, 52 per cent; miscellaneous
trades, 97.5 per cent.

These returns from 25,000 voters
show clearly that an overwhelming
majority of the wide-awake elements
in organized labor in this state approve
the entrance of labor into politics. How-
ever, while much of the startling indif-
ference evidenced in the failure to reply
may be explained by the reasons given
above, and by the fact that the organiza-
tion submitting the referendum made no
attempt to educate the workers upon this
question, the negligible number actually
voting is a fact that the organizers and
leaders of the New Labor Party will
have to take into consideration. More-
over, the reconciliation of the two op-
posite extremes in the American labor
movement requires all the statesmanship
of the most capable of industrial leaders.

The Paris Draft of the World League

By Jessie WALLACE HUGHAN

One hundred years ago a group of
allies, triumphant over the Kaiser of
their day, met in Vienna to recon-
struct Europe. An idealist was among
them, the Tsar Nicholas, dreaming of
disarmament, world peace, and the
brotherhood of nations,—and a Met-
ternich was there also. The noble
phrases of Nicholas found expression
in the Holy. Alliance; the practical
statesmanship of Metternich fastened
chains upon Europe for fifty years.

Today the Allies meet again—in
Paris. Once more we pay tribute to
the idealist and his call to world union;
but in the light of a century’s experi-
ence we may be pardoned for search-
ing the loopholes through which the
future Metternich will do his work.

The League of Nations is a glorieus

ideal, and - the American Socialists
point with pride to their demand for
world federation published in Decem-
ber, 1914. To what extent does the
Paris draft measure up to this ideal?

The American radical, whether
Socialist or not, requires three things
of the League of Nations: 1, that it
should take the place of war, and not
merely attempt to regulate it as did
the Hague Conventions; 2, that it
should place an effective check upon
imperialism; and 3, that it should
make the world fairly safe for democ-
racy.

WiLL THE LEAGUE PREVENT WAR?

There can be little doubt that
Articles 13-17 of the Paris Draft will
be effective in lessening the incidents
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of formal war, the assurance of delay,
after the manner of the Bryan treaties,
being almost a specific. Beyond this
delay, however, there is little essential
difference from the Hague methods of
settlement. The parties are still their
own judges as to the arbitrable nature
of disputes, and, in non-arbitrable
cases, they are bound to obey only a
unanimous decision of the executive
council, or, if preferred, the whole
body of delegates. The practical effect
is likely to be to prevent formal wars
and invasions in the absence of ser-
ious schism among the nine great
powers of the Council, but to cause
such wars as might still occur to take
on unavoidably the character of
world-conflict, (Article 10 and 17).

Not all wars, however, are of this
formal variety. Our own punitive ex-
pedition into Mexico and the present
occupation of Russian territory have
been of so informal a sort as not even
to require authorization by Congress,
The League Draft makes no prohibi-~
tion of such disciplinary activities; on
the contrary, Articles 10 and 11 ap-
pear to give the Executive Council
carte blanche in conducting them. To
judge by the present pacificatory
operations of the Council majority in
Russia, Korea, Egypt and Jugo-
Slavia, we need expect no hesitation
on their part to “take any action that
may be deemed wise and effectual to
safeguard the peace of nations.”

THE EFFECT ON ARMAMENTS

A contract among nations, however,
is only as strong as its least honorable
participant. Universal disarmament is
the demand of the radical. What the
Paris Draft offers us is: 1, The reduc-
tion of armament so far as is con-
sistent with national safety after
allowing for all special circumstances;
2, The limits of this reduction to be
recommended rather than prescribed
to each nation; 3, These limits, with
the permission to exceed them, to be
under the control of a council domin-
ated by the five great military powers
of the world; 4, The same council to
regulate the entire international trade
in munitions, as well as to advise, not

how to prevent the private manufac-
ture of munitions, but “how the evil
effects attendant upon such manufac-
ture can be prevented.”

Although the program above would
doubtless reduce materially the defense
bill of the world, it is obviously not a
plan for the abolition of war.

THE ExpLOITATION OF RACEs

Does the League Draft aim to check
the growth of empires, of the exploita-
tion of backward races and the rivalry
in spheres of influence which is the seed
of modern war? Not a word appears
however veiled, as to curbing the sway
of the imperial nations, not a word as
to freedom of the seas or the interna-
tionalization of the world’s waterways,
not a word as to the self-determination
of subject states. Instead of these we
find a carefully worked out article as
to the division of conquered colonies.
Here the advice of liberal experts and
the experience of international commis-
sions are alike disregarded. The spoils
of war are to be handed over by the
executive council of great powers to
those nations as mandatories “who, by
reason of their resources, their experi-
ence or their geographical position, can
best undertake this responsibility.” In
other words, the five great powers,
throwing over their imperialism the halo
of liberal ethics, are to assign to them-
selves as mandatories the colonial pos-
sessions of the conquered.

WHO WiL. DOMINATE TBE LEAGUE?

To make the world safe for democ-
racy is not such a simple matter as it
appeared a year ago. A few elementary
principles of democracy, however, we
may demand of our world government.
First, it should be open to the entire
world ;. any league excluding the enemy
nations, for example, would be merely
a glorified and perpetual Entente. Sec-
ond, provision should be made for the
popular election of delegates, allowing
minority and labor representation if
practicable, but at least equal in demo-
cratic method to the parliamentary elec-
tions of the respective countries. Third,
the number of delegates should be ap-
portioned among the contracting parties
according to democratic principles.
Fourth, the world power of the league
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should reside in the league itself, legis-
lative authority belonging naturally to
the body of delegates, judicial, to the
permanent league court, and executive,
to a council and secretariat chosen by
the league.

Let us examine these requirements.

1. Neither enemy nations nor states
under indemnity in process of revolu-
tion are to be admitted to the so-called
World League. Were this exclusion not
implicit in every act of the Paris Con-
ference, it is made explicit in the draft
as follows: “No state shall be admitted
to the league unless it is able to give
effective guarantees of its sincere inten-
tion to observe its international obliga-
tions.” The interpretation of this clause
is made clearer by the aid of Metter-
nich’s Protocol of Troppau: “States
which have undergone a change of gov-
ernment due to revolution—ipso facto
cease to be members of the European
Alliance and remain excluded from it
until their situation gives guarantees for
legal order and stability.”

With Russia and the Central Powers
excluded, at any rate from the “ground
floor”, we have a rough balance in
Europe between 190 millions within and
150 millions without, an obvious invita-
tion to the formation of a rival league.

2. As the draft makes no suggestion
as to the election of delegates, we must
assume that these will be arbitrarily
chosen by their governments as at the
Paris Conference.

3. An appearance of democracy is
afforded by the provision of equality of

The League

votes among the contracting powers.
Such an equality, however, 1s a viola-
tion of democracy inasmuch as it recog-
nizes the state rather than the people,
as the international unit; equal power
given to the 20,000 inhabitants of
Monaco and the hundred million in-
habitants of the United States is not
democracy, but gross privilege.

On the other hand, this very yielding
of so-called equality, making it possible
for a coalition of San Marino with the
Central American Republics to outvote
the great powers in the body of delegates,
indicates clearly that the power of this
body is to be but nominal.

4. Even a cursory reading of the
draft shows that practically every power
of the league, with the exception of vot-
ing upon new members and constituting
a conciliation board upon special re-
quest, is reserved to the Executive Coun-
cil and the secretariat responsible to it.
This inner body, of which the United
States, the British Empire, France,
Italy and Japan constitute a permanent
majority, is to possess perpetual con-
trol of the league, for amendments to
the draft, it is stipulated, can take effect
only when ratified “by those states whose
representatives compose the executive
council.”

Revolutionary Russia excluded, free
Switzerland a pawn in the game, auto-
cratic Japan one of the five rulers of
mankind forever,—thus it is that the
world is to be made safe for democracy.

If the European Metternich is to have
his way, need America provide for him
the sanction of a Holy Alliance?

or Anarchy

A Reply to Miss Hughan
By WiLLiaM H. Porrak

Miss Hughan has forcibly and tersely
stated a number of specific criticisms of
the proposed Covenant of the Nations.
With most or all of these specific cri-
ticisms “the American radical, whether
Socialist or not,” or indeed the liberal
of any nation, might well agree; the
covenant very likely will not prevent
informal wars, and may not reduce them

in number; it does not compel disarma-
ment: there should be provision for the
representation of peoples or at least of
national legislatures (and the minorities
in them), etc. Even if the full force of
all that Miss Hughan says be granted, it
is, however, submitted that the conclu-
sion she draws, or rather indicates—the
conclusion, namely, that the League as a
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practical matter should not have the sup-
port of liberals—is altogether mistaken.

The practical choice is not between the
Wilson-Smuts League and a perfect
league, but between the Wilson-Smuts
League and no league at all. And it is
conceived that on Miss Hughan’s own
showing the proposed league represents
an immense advance over the state of
irresponsible international anarchy that
has existed since the beginning of na-
tions, and that will certainly continue to
exist if the league project fails.

Miss Hughan declares that “the prac-
tical effect is likely to be to prevent
formal wars and invasions in the absence
of serious schism among the nine [five?]
great powers of the Council, but to cause
such wars as might still occur to take
on unavoidably the character of world
conflict.” If we remember that the prac-
tical choice is as above outlined, Miss
Hughan’s admission becomes infinitely
more important than the two qualifica-
tions she puts upon it. For even without
a league, we now know,“serious schisms”
among the world powers must grow into
world wars, and even without a league
(Miss Hughan herself points out) in-
formal wars are plentiful enough. We
have the supposed disadvantages of the
league, even without the league. But
the probable reduction in the number of
formal wars, if we have a league, is con-
ceded. And it is a formal war that has
cost the world 7,000,000 of its youth in
battle and in camp, and perhaps as many
more civilian victims of exposure, hunger
and rapine.

RebuctioN oF ArRMAMENTS CONCEDED

So with others of Miss Hughan's
points.  Criticising the disarmament
provisions as too weak, she concedes
that the league “would doubtless reduce
materially the defense bill of the world.”
Without a league there is every danger
that the defense bill of the world will
exceed anything heretofore known in the
same proportion as the armies—and par-
ticularly the armaments of 1914-1918—

have surpassed those of 1870-1871. For
the scale of competitive armament in-
evitably starts with standards set by the
last great war, and inevitably improves
upon those standards.

Miss Hughan evidently feels that the
mandatory principle serves no purpose
but to throw “the halo of liberal ethics”
over an extension of the world’s great-
est empires. As to this, only time can
show. Certain it is, however, that this
principle involves the first recognition-—
and a recognition by those very imperial-
isms—that the responsibility for the gov-
ernment of peoples who cannot govern
themselves is a responsibility of the
whole world and to the whole world.

LEAGUE vs. “HoLy ALLIANCE”

A word with regard to the analogy so
frequently drawn between the League of
Nations and the Holy Alliance. Re-
semblances there may well be, but
there is one difference that cuts to the
very core. The Holy Alliance was the
creation of absolute dynastic monarchs
and of a minister perhaps more medi-
aeval-minded than they; the people had
no part in the governments over which
those men ruled or in the Alliance they
formed. The League, on the other hand
(and this Miss Hughan virtually con-
cedes)—not the precise form, but the
idea—is today the interest and the hope
of hundreds of millions of common men.

It is conceived that the true analogy
is not to any alliance of irresponsible
monarchs, but to the federation (as in
America or Switzerland) of politically
democratic states or the association of
England and her self-governing domin-
ions. Such unions have not always
prevented wars among their members.
But they have reduced the danger of
such wars and (what is hardly less im-
portant) have practically done away
with the fear of such wars. The League
of Nations should do as much. It should
release for cooperative effort a very
great part of the physical and moral
energy that has gone into war, and the
preparation for war.
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Guild Socialism and the Railway Brotherhoods

By LevLanp Orbs

During the last year we have heard
much in America of the teachings of
the English Guild Socialists, who
urge that the title to social industry
reside in the state, but that the man-
agement of industry be given over to
democratic groups of hand and brain
workers, organized locally, sectionally
and nationally. It has, however, re-
mained for the “aristocracy of labor,”
the “Big Four” Brotherhoods and ten
other railway unions affiliated with
the American Federation of Labor, to
come forward with the first concrete
proposal made by any considerable
group of workers for the reorganiza-
tion of any of the big industries of
the country along these lines.

On February 7, 1919, Glenn E.
Plumb proposed to the Senate Inter-
state Commerce Committee that the
government turn over to the railway
employes the entire management of
the railroads of the United States. As
yet this suggestion has gone no fur-
ther than a Senate hearing. But, com-
ing as it does from conservative rail-
way unions representing approximate-
ly two million well organized wage-
earners, and receiving the support, as
it has, of 750,000 organized farmers,
it deserves the most careful attention
of all students of social tendencies.

THE RAILROAD MANAGEMENT

Mr. Plumb proposes that a corpora-
tion be organized under Federal law
to hold and operate the railroads of
the country under government regu-
lation. The capital of this corporation
would be merely operating ability, the
skil and industry of every railway
employe, from president to office boy.
Railroad management would be in the
hands of a board of directors. One-
third of this board would be elected
by the operating force; one-third by
the appointed officers and employes,
while the final third would be ap-
pointed by the President of the United
States with the approval of the Sen-
ate, and would, presumably, represent
the community-at-large. To this board

would be given full power to appoint
all officers from the president down
to the point where employment begins
by classification, and the board would
prescribe the conditions of employ-
ment and the classification of all other
employes. A certain part of the net
earnings would be divided among the
employes as a dividend in addition to
their wage.

While the management of the roads
would be under the control of the
board of directors, the fixing of rates
would be controlled by the public-at-
large through the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, which would re-
tain the power it now possesses, ad-
justing rates to the cost of operation.
In addition, the Commission would
possess any powers deemed necessary
to secure full regulation, adequate
and efficient service and complete
equipment. It would also supervise
extensions,

ExTENSION OF LINEs

Mr. Plumb suggested at the hearing
that extensions into new territories
be provided for by two methods; first,
by the expenditure of funds by the
government, and, second, by the taxa-
tion of territory benefited by these
lines. This method of taxation obvi-
ously could not be imposed by private
railroad owners on contingent terri-
tory, but could be utilized under pub-
lic ownership. The findings of the
committees appointed to assess the
public and private benefits of an ex-
tension would be subject to the ap-
proval of the Interstate Commerce
Commission,

SETTLING oF LABOR DiSsPuTEs

In discussing the delicate and im-
portant problem of the settlement of
labor disputes, Mr. Plumb said that,
under his plan, wage boards and
boards of adjustment, similar to those
now existing under the Director Gen-
eral of Railways, would exist, with
power to hear all disputes regarding
the conditions of labor of classified
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workers, and regarding the salaries of
services of appointed employes. The
board would have final authority, ex-
cept in the event of a deadlock, when
the matter would be referred to the
board of directors. During the past
two years, Mr. Plumb reminded the
committee, boards, composed of oper-
ators and workers, have disposed of
thousands of complaints from which
no appeal has been taken, and in
only one or two cases has there been
a dissenting voice in their decisions.
The work of these boards, Mr. Plumb
believed, would effectually eliminate
strikes and lockouts.

PAvING POrR THE Roaps

According to the plan, the property
should be fairly appraised, and bonds
should be issued to the security hold-
ers equal to the estimated value of the
property. The fact should not be lost
sight of in any appraisement that the
market value of railroad securities
has, for a number of years past, been
steadily  declining. The  Security
Holders’ Committee has placed the
property investment account of the
railroads at $18,000,000,000. This,
however, represents the par value of
all railway securities, at the preseat
time. According to the statistics ad-
vanced by Mr, Plumb, the market
value of these securities has been
steadily declining during the past six
years, at present amounting to only
$13,700,000,000. If Congress but mul-
tiplied by four the appropriations
which it has been urged to make in aid
of these properties, declared Mr.
Plumb, the government would be in a
position to buy all of the railway
stocks at present market values.
These stock issues, he further con-
tends, represent the entire equity in
the case.

Mr. Plumb also significantly affirms
that the exchange of government long-
time obligations for present railway
securities would mean an annual sav-
ing under government ownership in
the cost of capital of four to six hun-
dred million dollars, an amount
equivalent to at least ten per cent of
the total income of these properties

under present conditions! Such a
saving would make possible a reduc-
tion in the current rates of transpor-
tation.

AuTtoMATIC REDUCTION OF RATES AND
A CHECK ON ProFITS

From the standpoint of the general
public, the method proposed in the
plan for reducing the rates of trans-
portation is of special interest. Given
a certain income, it would first be nec-
essary to pay interest on the bonds
that were exchanged for railway se-
curities. This would constitute a fixed
charge until retired. The net income,
after the payment of all costs of ope-
ration and fixed charges, would be di-
vided into two equal parts, one-half
going to the employes as dividend on
wages and the other half going to the
government for the building of ex-
tensions and the creation of a sinking
fund for the ultimate retirement of all
capital. If the minimum rates fixed
produced an operating revenue more
than sufficient to meet the require-
ments of the service, an automatic re-
duction in rates would be accom-
plished as follows: Whenever the to-
tal amount of the net revenue paid to
the government, that is, the govern-
ment’s share of the profits, exceeded
five per cent. of the gross operating
revenue, the Interstate Commerce
Commission would readjust the rates
in such a manner as to absorb this
five per cent. This would be equiva-
lent to a five per cent. reduction in
rates.

PrepicTED RESULTS

The scheme of operation, the writer
is convinced, would render to the pub-
lic all of the benefits of unified opera-
tion in terminals, buildings, -cars,
equipment and the routing of traffic,
would, in short, eliminate all of the
costs of competition, without losing
its benefits. It would stimulate econ-
omy, efficiency and good service.

It would also remove the employ-
ment of men and the extension of
lines from the influence of government
officials. Efficient executives and offi-
cials would be assured of retaining
their positions and of securing ade-
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quate returns for their services; in-
efficient executives and officials would
be as surely eliminated by the de-
mands of the great body of employes
and executives who would be directly
injured by the inefficiency of such in-
dividuals. In his own words:

“Under the old system of private owner-
ship and operation, the hope of increased
returns actuated only those individuals
employed in the service who might reason-
ably be expected to share in those returns.
All other employes were merely actuated
by fear that they might lose their jobs, or
might face an actual or relative decrease
in wages. Fear is the poorest incentive on
which to build efficiency or economy. Hope
is the strongest incentive to achieve these
results. Fear is the incentive of slaves;
hope the inspiration of free men. I would
extend this inspiration to every employe
from the chief executive of the organiza-
tion to the humblest servant. 1 would
have each one assured that he must reap
his fair share of what was produced by the
efficiency and economy of all, and have him
realize that unless he performed his full
share in preserving efficiency and economy,
he must inevitably receive a less return
for his services.

“Such an organization would promote a
morale among employes that has never
been approached in any industrial enter-
prise. It would supplant the old system
of competition under which the profits of
the laborer’s industry went to another, and
in which he could never hope to share, by
a2 new system where the profit of his in-
dustry would accrue to himself alone,
where all employes were united by a com-
men purpose, all working toward a com-
mon end, by the same incentives, and with
no opportunity for division of interest and
no apprehension that another would reap
what he bad sown.”

THE CONTRAST

To understand the full significance
of this plan we have only to contrast
with it the broad outlines of the plan
suggested by the railway executives,
They propose the ultimate consolida-
tion of all the country’s railroads into
about twenty-five great systems along
present lines, leaving the administra-
tion and management of these systems
to existing agencies, that is, to the
financiers. For the purpose of secur-
ing adequate rates they suggest that
there be created a department of trans-
portation, headed by a secretary, who
should sit at the president’s council
table. This Secretary of Transporta-

tion would assume all the executive
duties now exercised by the Interstate
Commerce Commission; in his juris-
diction would be centered rate regula-
tion and the fixing of wages; he
would use the power of the adminis-
tration to create the necessary credit
for the carriers. They further sug-
gest that the government adopt a fixed
policy as to revenues, requiring that
the influence of the President, through
the Secretary of Transportation, shall
be put behind movements for in-
creased rates in order that these may
be sufficient to protect existing in-
vestments and to attract capital.

A brief study of the contrast will
make perfectly obvious the fact that
the country is facing an jssue between
the operation of the railroads in the
interest of those most concerned in
their proper functioning and their
operation in the interest of the great
bank combines. Concerning this plan,
Mr. Plumb said:

*“To create such a department of the gov-
ernment with a Cabinet member at its
head, authorized to enforce a governmen-
tal policy that shall secure adequate re-
turns on the capital invested in this in-
dustry, would, in our opinion, be subvert-
ing the entire purpose of our government.
It would be regulating the people in the
interest of capital. It would be freeing
capital invested upon a competitive basis
from all the operating losses of competi-
tion, from all the results of imprudence
and bad management, and placing all such
burdens on the consuming public. It
would be regulating the price which the
public must pay for a public service in the
interest of capital—a complete reversal of
the theo? of governmental regulation. If
this be done for the railways we would
soon be asked to have a regulating depart-
ment to secure adequate returns for capital
invested in the steel business, a like de-
partment for the same purpose to protect
capital invested in the packing business,
and ir short, very quickly we would have
a sovereign people enslaved by regulations
to protect in the hand of a few the capital
which the? had accumulated from the la-
bor of all”

THE Issue

The issue is between national capi-
talism and industrial democracy ex-
pressed in this plan of the railway
workers for the socialization of the
railroads and their operation by a na-
tional railway guild. I have already
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pointed out that it is closely akin to
the Guild Socialism which is gaining
momentum in England. And it is in
line with even deeper social move-
ments. For this Guild Socialism is to
all intents and purposes the Anglo-
Saxon expression of the Russian So-
viet principle. But here in America
the proposal comes, not from radicals,
not from Socialists, but from men the
majority of whom have always been
private ownership men.

It is the proposal of conservative
trade unionism nearly two million strong.
With them, on the general principles,
stand the farmers, although they ask for
representation on the board of directors
and suggest the advanced proposal that,
through very heavy taxation of inherit-
ances, land values and incomes, the gov-
ernment could own the railroads within
five to ten years free from all obligations
except the bonds which could be gradu-
ally retired.

The presentation of such a plan by

so large a body of organized voters
puts the problem directly before the pub-

lic. Hitherto the working out of busi-
ness plans has been treated as a mystery
too deep for public solution. But the
day when such vital decisions will be
left to those skilled in the duplicity of
business jargon is past, and the presenta-
tion of this plan marks its passing. Mr.
Plumb deserves great credit for having
presented a democratic solution, not as
an abstract theory, but as a concrete
plan worked out 1n considerable detail.
There is undoubtedly room for criticism
and amendment, Many of the details
were advanced tentatively in order to
promote intelligent discussion. But in
the discussion of details, the issue itself
must not be forgotten. With organized
voting strength behind the plan ap-
proaching three million and active oppo-
sition practically limited to organs ef
the financial interests which have milked
the roads for so many years, the final
settlement of the question may be taken
as an index of the extent to which the
political system is subject to the control
of a small minority associated with the
great financial combines.

The Cooperative Advance in the United States

By JAMEs PETER WARBASSE

Cooperation in the United States is
a story of idealism, blasted by fail-
ures, The spirit of individualism, the
newness of the country, the mixture
of races and nationalities, the presence
of undeveloped land, and the possibili-
ties of escaping from poverty—all con-
tributed to inhibit the growth of co-
operation in the United States. In
later times the strenuous competition
among private tradesmen, the allure-
ments through business advertising,
and the great power of monopolies
and vested interests have been potent
factors against cooperative develop-
ment.

Cooperation among the descendants
of the Puritan and Pilgrim settlers of
this country may be said to have failed.
New England is the burial ground of
cooperation. To this day the most
backward people in this movement are
those of the oldest American stock.

New immigrant groups, however,
have brought the cooperative spirit
from abroad, and for many years ¢o-
operatives have existed among the
farmers of the western and northemn
states and among ‘he foreign indus-
trial workers in all parts of the coun-

try.
RECENT GROWTH

But this movement did not begin
to show any rapid growth until 1916.
Since that year, partly as a result of
the growing consciousness of pro-
fiteering and of the evils of the com-
petitive system, and partly as a re-
sult of intensive educational work
along cooperative lines, the movement
has taken remarkable strides forward.

The greatest growth has undoubt-
edly been evidenced in the last twelve
months. Two years ago a survey of
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cooperation in the United States*
estimated that there were 800 con-
sumers’ societies. At that time the
Cooperative League of America had
less than 500 on its lists. At the pres-
ent time the League has knowledge
of 2,000 societies and estimates that
there are between 500 and 1,000 more
of which it yet has no record.

All over the country the movement
has developed. The agricultural peo-
ple of the northern states have been
among the first in this new era. In
some locations the purchasing power
of groups of societies has become so
great that they have federated and
organized wholesale societies,

THE PENNSYLVANIA COOPERATIVES

The Tri-State Cooperative Society
is a federation of about seventy
stores, mostly in western Pennsyl-
vania. These societies are constituted
of many nationalities: Poles, Slovaks,
Lithuanians, Ukrainians, Italians and
Bohemians. In Bentleyville, Pa., a
little mining town, the cooperative
has crowded out private business, and
handles groceries, meats, dry goods,
shoes, feed and automobile supplies
to the amount of $200,000 a year. The
Tri-State Society maintains a whole-
sale with a warehouse at Monessen,
and has recently acquired another
warehouse at Pittsburgh. The de-
mands of the Cooperative Societies
within reach of its motor trucks are
so great that the wholesale does not
attempt to give service beyond a
radius of twenty or thirty miles. A
single labor union has contributed
$5,000 to the capital of the wholesale.

AMONG THE ILLINOIS MINERS

The miners of Illinois have develop-
ed a strong cooperative movement in
that state, where there exist no less
than sixty-five distributive societies,
belonging to the Central States Coopera-
tive Society with headquarters at
Springfield, Illinois. Here may be
found another wholesale with a ware-

* “The Cooperative Movement in the
United States,” by Cheves West Perky,
Bulletin of the Intercollegiate Socialist
Society, 1917,

house in East St. Louis. These
societies are largely built up among
the union locals of the United Mine
Workers. Their financial success en-
ables many of them to return to their
members a savings-return of from 6 to
12 per cent. quarterly on the cost of
their purchases.

The society at Witt, Illinois, may
be taken as a typical example of this
group. It has over 300 members. Its
last quarterly report shows that, for
a recent three months’ period, the
society paid a cash savings-return to
its members of 8 per cent., totalling
$2,213; it added to its merchandise
reserve fund $1,051; its sales to mem-
bers for the three months were
$27,685, and to non-members $3,354;
and its resources are $28,847. Its
building is the largest in the town.
“Private merchants,” its bulletin
states, “no longer look upon us light-
ly; some of them are beginning to
wonder how long they will last. Al-
most all of them have reduced their
help.” This society, like that at Dan-
ville, has an energetic committee on
education and social features, and
brings together the men, women and
children of the community in its edu-
cational and recreational activities.
The Staunton, Roseland and Gillespie
societies do an annual business of
from $130,000 to $150,000 each. Many
of these groups own their own build-
ings. Some conduct their own coal-
yard.. The $4,000,000 annual business
of these Illinois cooperators is en-
tirely controlled by workingmen who
have come up out of the mines and
taken charge of financial affairs. So
deep an impression have these organ-
izations made on bourgeois life that
the Governor of Illinois has stated in
a public address that courses in co-
operation should regularly be given in
the schools of Illinois.

Illinois is but an index to what is
going on in the neighboring states.
Strong groups of societies exist in In-
diana, Ohio and Iowa. The Palatine
Cooperative Society of Chicago, with
1,200 members, conducts a school with
400 Polish students. This society has
a capital of $500,000.
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THE FarMERs TAKE A LEAD

Huge cooperative enterprises, ex-
ceeding in size those of any other
portion of the country, are also
springing up among the farmers’ or-
ganizations of the middle west. These
societies are largely connected with
cooperative producers’ organizations,
hundreds of them not only conduct
stores where groceries, clothing, dry
goods and hardware are sold, but
supply seeds, feed and fertilizer to
their members. These same organiza-
tions buy the farmers’ products and
dispose of them on a cooperative
basis. Some of them own grain ele-
vators, others are organized to sell
live stock, and not a few conduct a
meat-packing business.

THE REMARKABLE SEATTLE MOVEMENT

Traveling further toward the North-
west, we discover a vigorous move-
ment around Puget Sound, particular-
ly in Seattle, where powerful labor
organizations have become interested
in cooperation. The growth here is
remarkable. In June, 1918, the Seattle
society purchased a private store
which was conducting a business of
$4,200 2 month, and soon increased the
sales to $7,000 a month, The society
then took over the city market, and,
during the first thirty weeks, con-
ducted a business of a half million of
dollars. The cooperative meat busi-
ness alone now amounts to $70,000 a
month, while its net profit in the seven
months totaled $20,000. All this busi-
ness is conducted on strictly Rochdale
principle. During the past few months,
the cooperators here have organized
their own slaughter house, and kill
the animals supplied by their own
agricultural members. Their members
also supply most of the fruit and
vegetables sold by the cooperative
stores. Their market is a concrete
building equipped with its owmn ice
plant and cold storage.

Among the Seattle Cooperatives
may also be found a bank, a laundry,
a printing plant, a restaurant, a milk
condensary, several shingle mills, a
fish cannery, a jewelry factory and
recreation centers. A single union has

contributed $12,000 to the capital of
the market. A short time ago, the
authorities and the private merchants
made a concerted attack on the Puget
Sound Cooperative Wholesale, the
federation of the societies in Seattle
and surrounding territory, in the ef-
fort to starve it out. The police
attack, however, only increased the
strength and power of the movement.
During the recent general strike in
Seattle, the workers were fed by the
cooperatives without difficulty, while
the rich families moved to Portland
and lived in hotels!

In California may be found an older
cooperative movement, started there
fully twenty years ago. This move-
ment has experienced many vicissi-
tudes. In 1918, a most significant or-
ganization was started, the California
Union of Producers and Consumers,
consisting of the Farmers’ Educa-
tional and Cooperative Union, the
Pacific Cooperative League, and the
California State Federation of Labor.
This union of farmers, cooperative
consumers, and organized workers is
a good omen for the future.

THE FINNI1sH DEVELOPMENT

Of all the nationalities in this
country, the Finns have assumed the
leadership in the promotion of co-
operation in the United States. They
have the intelligence, the solidarity
and the traditions necessary for suc-
cess. At Superior, Wisconsin, they
have established a wholesale in the
midst of a group of about fifty socie-
ties, Their bakeries are as near per-
fection as it seems possible to attain.
The New York Finns have organized
their own cooperative restaurants, and
club houses. In Fitchburg, Massachu-
setts, they have established a coopera-
tive bank with a New York branch.
This bank receives the deposits of the
members and finances cooperative en-
terprises. These cooperators conduct
printing houses which publish several
daily papers, weeklies, and monthly
magazines, and have established chains
of Finnish societies extending all the
way from the northern states to New
England. They have done more in de-
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veloping the social, educational and
recreational aspects of cooperation
than any other people, their club
houses, theaters and amusement parks
representing the best that America
offers in this type of cooperation.
Other national and racial groups
which have made notable progress in
this country are the Russians, Italians,
Germans, Poles, Slovaks and Franco-
Belgians. The Jews have been active
cooperators, while the negroes, dur-

ing the past year, have taken hold of.

cooperation in a promising fashion.
COOPERATIVE PRINCIPLES

The National Cooperative Conven-
tien at Springfield, Illinois, in 1918,
held under the auspices of the Co-
operative League of America, was an
important event in the development
of the American movement. It
brought together delegates from all
parts of the country. It united the
cooperative forces. It tarted the
machinery for an American Whole-
sale, and it enunciated the fundamen-
tal principles upon which the move-
ment in this country should go for-
ward. These are: 1) one vote and one
vote only for each member; 2) capital
to receive interest at not more than
the legal or minimum current rate;
3) surplus savings (or “profit”’) to be
returned as savings-returns (or
“dividends”) in proportion to the
patronage of each individual, or to
be employed for the general social
good of the society; 4) goods to be
sold at current market price—not at
cost; 5) business to be conducted for

cash or its equivalent; 6) education
in the principles and aims of coopera-
tion, with the view of expansion into
the larger fields, always to be carried
on in connection with the enjoyment of
the immediate economic advantages;
and 7) federation as soon as possible
with the nearest cooperative socie-
ties, with the ultimate purpose of
national and world cooperation.

The most noteworthy development
is now evidenced among the labor
unions. In 1916, the American Feder-
ation of Labor passed strong resolu-
tions ndorsing consumers’ coopera-
tion and providing for the promotion
of true Rochdale methods. Since that
time, the labor publications through-
out the country have carried on an
effective propaganda.

The cooperative movement in Am-
erica is developing in close alliance
with the labor movement. It is de-
sirable for both groups that this
should be the case. The Labor Party,
like the Socialist Party, has taken a

stand in favor of cooperation. All
of the indications show that these
three social forces—cooperation, or-

ganizing the consumers; labor, organ-
izing the workers at the point of pro-
duciion; and labor in the political
field—are destined to join forces in
the onward warch toward the co-
operative commonwealth.*

* The transactions of the National Co-
operative Convention and literature dealing
with the movement may be had from the
Cooperative League of America, 2 West
13th Street, New York City.

The German Revolution and After
By S. ZimanD

Exactly a year following the Novem-
ber uprising at Petrograd, Karl Lieb-
knecht raised the red flag on the Royal
Palace. For months before this
event, repeated strikes and mutinies had
occurred in Germany. In January and
February, 1918, strikes against the war
had broken out in munition plants.
Army regiments revolted repeatedly
and, in October, the first flames of the

revolution burst forth in Kiel, with a
mutiny in the German fleet. On the
fifth and sixth of November, revolu-
tionary outbreaks occurred in Berlin,
Dresden, and Kiel, and, on the ninth,
the Imperial Chancellor Prince Max of
Baden announced officially the abdication
of the Kaiser, while from the steps of
the Reichstag, Phillip Scheidemann pro-
claimed the birth of the German Repub-
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lic, and the appointment of Ebert to the
Chancellorship. In the meantime, the
different states of the Empire had been
evolving into republics, while Workmen’s
and Soldiers’ Councils were being
formed throughout the country. The
Volksstimme of Chemnitz, on November
9, issued a proclamation declaring that
“the military power of command is in
the hands of the Council of Workmen
and Soldiers. All orders from other
sources are to be ignored. The Council
will take the necessary measures for the
provisioning of the people, and forbids
any stoppage in the distribution of
food.”

The following day, the Provisional
Council of Berlin called on the workers
and soldiers to select delegates to the
council. “Soldiers, brothers,” it declared,
“meet together, today, at the latest at 10
o’clock in the barracks and hospitals and
choose your representatives on the basis
of one delegate for each battalion, one
for each small independent formation
and one for each hospital.”

Five days later, November 15, the
Executive Committee of the Berlin
Workmen’s and Soldiers’ Council issued
an appeal to the peoples of France, Italy,
England and America, asking for their
peaceful cooperation for the establish-
ment of a League of Nations. It said:

“The restoration of bleeding Germany,
the regulation of economic and national
life, the deliverance of people from
hunger, privation and other distress can-
not be accomplished if the Entente im-
poses intolerable armistice and peace con-
ditions. We appeal to the spirit of justice
and solidarity among hitherto hostile na-
tions and extend a fraternal hand across.
the trenches. . Do not permit the
German people to be condemned to slav-
ery by your governments. We have gained
internal freedom and wish to take an
equal seat in the future council of nations.
Long live peace, liberty and international
revolutionary Socialism.” (It is to be re-
marked that practically all of the procla-
mations of the Workers’ and Soldiers’
Councils end with the appeal for a “secure
peace and order.”)

DivisioNs IN THE SOCIALIST MOVEMENT

The revolution found the Socialist
Party of Germany divided. This division
had in reality existed since the decision
made on August 4, 1914, at the caucus
of the Social Democratic deputies in
support of the War Budget. On Nevem-

ber 10, 1918, an understanding was
reached between the Majority and In-
dependent Socialists. In a letter address-
ed by leaders of both factions to the
Swedish Socialist, Hjalmar Branting,
this reunion is announced. “We Social-
ists of both factions, formerly divided,”
the letter reads, “are now united in the
work of developing peaceful cooperation
among the nations.” A Council of
national commissares was thereupon
formed, consisting exclusively of Social-
ists of various factions. Scheidemann,
Ebert and Landsberg represented the
Majority and Haase, Dittman and
Barth, the Independents. Barth was on
the extreme left wing of the Independent
Socialists, and close to the Spartacus
group, who then cooperated with the
Independents. These three groups,—the
Majority Social Democrats, the Inde-
pendent Socialists and the Spartacus
group,—while overlapping in their de-
mands, have definite points of cleavage.
The Majority Socialists advocate :

1. The reorganization of the industry of
the country and the socialization of
certain industries; .

2, The safeguarding of the interests of
the working class;

3. The constitutional assembly and the
conclusion of peace at the earliest pos-
sible moment; and

4. The establishment of a political de-
mocracy.

The Independent Socialists pursue the
middle course. They urge:

1. That the power of the Government be
placed, within certain reasonable limits,
in the hands of the Workmen’s and
Soldiers’ Councils.

2. That all members of the bureaucracy
of the old imperialistic regime be dis-
missed from office;

3. That such radical measures as might
foment revolutionary activities at home
be delayed; and

4. That the social-economic revolution be in-
troduced gradually.

The Spartacus Group—organized on
December 30, 1918, into the “Revolu-
tionary Communist Labor Party”—
urges:

1. Opposition to the National Assembly;

2. The political supremacy of the prole-
tariat;

3. Immediate social ownership of the
means of production, and the repudia-
tion of the war debts incurred by the
old regime; and
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4. Opposition to the terms of the armis-
tice and, defense of the measures
adopted by the Soviet Republic of
Russia,

The Workmen’s and Sailors’ Council
from the beginning assumed a more
radical attitude than the National Com-
missares and asked that power be placed
in their hands. On the twenty-fifth of
November, an agreement was reached
between the Government and the Work-
ers’ Councils. The main provisions of
this agreement were:

1. All political power shall rest in the
hands of the German Socialist Republic
ag}d the Workmen’s and Soldiers’ Coun-
cil;

2. Until an election of an Executive
Council of the Workmen's and Soldiers’
Council of the German Republic, the
Executive Council in Berlin shall carry
out the functions of this body;

3. The appointment and dismissal of mem-
bers of all legislative bodies of the Re-
public of Prussia, until the adoption of
an official constitution, shall be placed
in the hands of the Central Executive
Council which shall also have the right
to supervise their activity; and

4. The Cabinet shall not appoint assistant
ministers without previously consulting
the Executive Council.

THE SPARTACUS REVOLTS

The government failed to live up to
this agreement and dissatisfaction with
this failure grew apace among the radical
elements of the working class—elements
which already regarded the Majority
Socialists with a critical eye on account
of their stand on the war. In place of
a reconciliatory attitude, the Ebert group
aggressively attacked the left wing,
dubbing them “the will-not-work” group,
etc. This™ antagonism gave rise, on
December 23, 1918, to a clash between
the sailors who sympathized with the
Spartacan group and the soldiers who
supported the Government. On the same
night, the sailors captured the royal
palace and the royal stables. On Decem-
ber 24, the government troops, rein-
forced, opened fire on the Spartacides,
and recaptured these buildings after a
few hours of fighting, and the killing of
some hundred rebels.

The revolt was but a signal for new
conflicts. On Christmas night, the build-
ing of the Vorwirts, the chief Socialist
newspaper, was occupied by the Sparta-
cides, and regained the next day by the

Government. Disturbances continued.
The Spartacides began to urge a Lede-
bour-Liebknecht Cabinet. To this de-
mand the Vorwirts answered that Lede-
bour and Liebknecht would not represent
more than 5 per cent of the Berlin popu-
lation and not more than 1 per cent of
the German population. The Govern-
ment in the meanwhile adopted iron
methods of suppression. The Inde-
pendents refused to assume responsibility
for these methods, objecting particularly
to the killing of the sailors in the royal
palace, and, on December 28, the Inde-
pendents—Haase, Dittmann, and Barth
—resigned from the cabinet. Two days
later, the Spartacides severed all rela-
tions with the Independents and organ-
ized the Revolutionary Communist
Labor Party. Thereupon the Govern-
ment demanded that Eichhorn, Chief of
Police of Berlin, the last remaining
Independent to hold an important office,
also resign. This he refused to do on
the ground that he received his power
from the hands of the revolution, and
not from the Majority Socialists.

On January 5, 1919, during this
impasse, the radical wing organized a
big- demonstration, in which demands
were made for the arming of the prole-
tariat in defense of Eichhorn. Lieb-
knecht, at the gathering, urged the resig-
nation of the Ebert Government. This
meeting was the beginning of the second
revolt which lasted for two weeks, and
ended with the killing of Karl Lieb-
knecht and Rosa Luxemburg. The Gov-
ernment came out of this revolt vic-
torious; the Spartacides, suppressed,
killed, jailed, their two principal leaders,
Liebknecht and Luxemburg, murdered.

TrE NATioNAL ELECTIONS

A week following this victory—Jan-
uary 21, 1919—the elections for the
National Assembly took place, and, in
these elections, the Majority Socialists,
who had at their disposal the entire
election machinery, won 164 seats and
polled 11,112,450 votes, or 39.3 per cent
of the total number cast. The Independ-
ent Socialists elected 24 delegates and
received 2,188,305 votes, or 7.68 per cent
of the total for the country. The Chris-
tian People’s Party, formerly called the
Centrists, cast 5,338,854 votes or 18.8 per
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cent of the total. The Democrats, who
refused to receive in their ranks those
who agitated for annexations during the
war, and declined to ally themselves
with the other bourgeois parties, polled
5,552,930 votes, or 19.5 per cent. Their
delegation numbered 77. The German
National Party cast 2,739,196 or 9.62
per cent. The German People’s Party
obtained the smallest vote of any of the
larger organizations, its total number-
ing 1,106,408 or 3.8 per cent.

The result of the election might be
regarded as a victory for political democ-
racy. But many there were who were
not satisfied with a mere political revolu-
tion. They wanted a social revolution,
and placed their emphasis on the econo-
mic side, demanding the immediate
socialization of industry and the estab-
lishment of a Socialist Republic. The
Government took the attitude that this
economic question would be solved in the
National Assembly.

Poricy oF THE NEw GOVERNMENT

The Provisional President of the Ger-
man Republic was elected on February
12th, and the next day the first Repub-
lican Chancellor Scheidemann outlined
the policy of the new Government. The
foreign policy advocated was as follows:

(1) The bringing about of an immediatg
conclusion of peace. Adherence to Mr.
Wilson’s peace principles; (2) Reconstitu-
tion of German colonial territory; (3) Im-
mediate return of German prisoners of
war; (4) Equal rights in the League of Na-
tions and the abolition of secret diplom-
acy: and (5) Simultaneous and equal dis-
armament.

In his internal policy he recommended
certain democratic measures as follows:

(1) The raising of general educational
standards; (2) the creation of a people’s
army on a democratic basis for the pro-
tection of the Fatherland with a consider-
able reduction in the period of service and
extensive care for war survivors; (3) the
socialization of industries which have at-
tained the character of private monopolies;
(4) the control of wages and conditions

of employment by the organization of em-
ployers and employes; (5) the improve-
ment of public health, the construction of
houses, the extension of protection for
mothers, and the care of infants and chil-
dren; and (6) assurance of political lib-
erties.

The new constitution, which is at
present being debated—it has passed the
second reading—provides in its main
features for a Reichstag composed of
two chambers, one a popular chamber
and the other a chamber chosen by the
states. The people’s chamber is to be
composed of deputies of the German
people elected by all men and women
over 20 years of age. The lower chamber
will be chosen on the principle of propor-
tional representation. The upper cham-
ber is to be composed of representa-
tives of the various states. The term of
office of members of both chambers is
to be three years. .

At present disturbances against the
Government are daily occurrences, and,
when the time comes for the signing of
the peace treaty, Germany may be ruled
by a new cabinet. The Government is
trying to make concessions to the Work-
ers’ Councils by establishing a sort of
three-chamber system of Parliament.
The future alone will tell whether the
Ebert Cabinet is strong enough to main-
tain itself. This does not at present
appear to be the case.

This short sketch would be entirely
incomplete without mentioning the death
of the learned scholar and, most rep-
resentative Socialist writer, Franz Meh-
ring, which occurred on January 30,
1919, and the assassination of Kurt Eis-
ner, the pioneer of the German Revolu-
tion.

When Liebknecht addressed the
crowds before the Imperial Palace in
November, he declared that the Ger-
man Revolution was the greatest tri-
umph in modern civilization. Its assured
success will be the triumph of a new
civilization.

Two Years of the Russian Revolution
By ALEXANDER TRACHTENBERG

The revolution of March, 1917, came
as a result of the untiring work and in-
calculable sacrifice of the revolutionary

elements of Russia, and the bitter misery
of the people entailed by the great war.
The brunt of the revolution was borne
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by workers imbued with the Socialist
ideal. To them the glory of the revolu-
tion was not merely that it brought about
political democracy. It meant something
more tangible. It presented to them an
opportunity to fulfill their program—the
establishment of industrial democracy in
Russia.

The workers regarded the Revolution
as transcendimg former political up-
heavals. They recognized that in the past
the function of the bourgeoisie was the
assumption of the reigns of power upon
the overthrow of the feudal order. The
bourgeoisie here endeavored to play this
role, but, unlike the sequence of events
in past days, the workers were determin-
ed to contest the fruits of the revolution.
During former revolutions the bourgeoi-
sie played the part of the liberal. Threat-
ened by the proletariat, it became a
counter-revolutionary force.*

* At the time of the March revolution,
each of the two political forces—the bour-
eoisie and the proletariat—were represented
gy a number of parties.

The chief bourgeois group was the Oc-
tobrist Party, which represented great in-
dustrial and landed capital, and was pledged
to modernize Russia by establishing con-
stitutional guarantees known to exist in
other European states. This party was the
controlling party in the fourth Duma, when
the revolution broke out, and counted
among its distinguished leaders such per-
sons as Rodzianko, the speaker of the
Duma; and Gutchkov, the Moscow banker,
who entered the first provisional governs
ment, as Minister of War. The other
bourgeois party was the Constitutionalists-
Democrats, which represented the middle
class and Russian liberalism. This party,
led by Milyukov and Lvov, claimed power
at the outbreak of the revolution, and as-
sumed the leadership in the first provis-
ional government. The difference between
the ‘Octobrists and the Constitutionalists-
Democrats disappeared after the revolution
as soon as the Socialists ascended to power,

The parties which represented the great
mass of the Russian people—the workers
and peasants—were the Social-Democratic
Labor Party and the Party of the Social~
ists-Revolutionists, the first interested
primarily in the problems of the workers,
and the second devoting itself to the inter-
ests of the peasants. Both of the parties
adhered to the Socialists’ ideal. They dif-
fered, however, in interpreting the purpose
of the Socialist movement. FEach of them
in turn was divided roughly into three fac-
tions. The differences arose primarily
from the issues of the war, The Social-
Democratic Party, however, had been di-

THE RISE OF THE SoVIET

The masses soon began to regard the
Soviet—the parliament of their own
creation—as the outstanding expression
of their will. On the other hand, the
provisional government, accepted reluc-
tantly by the bourgeoisie, because of its
recognition of the Soviet, and frowned
upon by the proletariat because of the
fact that it compromised with the
bourgeois elements, was tossed about on
the troubled sea of Russian political life,
making one blunder after another, and
delaying decision in regard to land dis-
tribution, peace and the sccialization of
the industries.

“All Power to the Soviets”, became the
urgent slogan of the radical Socialists—
the Bolsheviks—who feared a successful
counter-revolution as a result of the pre-
vailing governmental inefficiency under
Kerensky. The attempt of the Cossack
general, Kornilov, in September, 1917,
to proclaim a military dictatorship, and
to wrest the power from the people,
strengthened the opposition to the coali-
tion policy. The Bolshevik demand be-
came the dominant issue, and as the
achievements of the revolution were
threatened, the workers raised their
voices in favor of a responsible Socialist
government, without the admixture cf
members of other parties. The Soviet,
hitherto under the leadership of moder-
ate Socialists, the Mensheviks swung to
the left and accepted the Bolshevik for-
mula.

The disappearance of the coalition
government, and the establishment in
the November revolution of Soviet
authority, marked the passing of Social-
ist-bourgeois cooperation, and the begin-
ning of a new phase of the revolution.
From this time on, unity of power, which
was lacking during the first eight months
of the revolution, was achieved. The
Council of People’s Commissares, as
the new government led by Lenin and
Trotzky is styled. is the creature of the
Soviet, and wholly responsible to it.

vided into two factions for the last fifteen
years—the Bolsheviks and the Mensheviks
—the first representing the more radical
tendency in the Socialist movement, and
believing, among other things, that it was not
necessary to pass through the stage of devel-
oped capitalism before socializing industry.
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Every project of legislation is submitted
to the Soviet, and, if approved, is en-
forced by the government, as the law
of the land. Laws may also be initiated
in the Soviet and carried to the Govern-
ment for execution. Since November,
1917, the Government has been devoting
its time and energies, and the energies of
all who are willing to help, to the organ-
ization of the economic life of Russia.

THE PROGRAM OF THE SOVIETS

The government has undertaken to
carry out the provisions of their revolu-
tionary program, as conditions warrant,
and as it can enlist the aid of qualified
persons in working out the details and
in executing the reforms. It has
abelished various social classes among its
citizens. It has separated the church
from the state. It has revolutionized the
courts and juridical system. It has na-
tionalized the land, through confiscation
of church, monastery, state and privately
owned lands, without compensation, and
has placed them under the supervision
of land committees,chosen by the peasant
soviets. It has nationalized industry to
a considerable extent. To protect the
workers, it has provided for democratic
management of the factories, shops,
mines and other works. It has national-
ized the banks and it has provided for a
system of social insurance against acci-
dent, sickness, unemployment and in-
validity. It has remodeled the educa-
tional system of the country and is put-
ting into operation other proletarian
legislation. Each of the laws is studied
by specialists prior to enactment and
submitted to the Soviet for full discus-
sion.

PEACE AND THE REVOLUTION

In establishing a stable government,
and in the attempt to build a new state,
the Soviets have been handicapped by the
continuance of the world war, The Bol-
sheviks inaugurated their peace drive
under instructions. It was the mandate
of the November revolution. They
hoped to realize a general movement for
a negotiated peace. The secret treaties
published by the Bolsheviks revealed the
imperialist designs of the Allies of old
Russia. The Soviet agreed with Lenin
that “the material weakness of Russia
forced her to recuperate for internal

reconstruction.” Russia went to Brest-
Litovsk unaided. Trotzky expected that
the German masses would rise up and
end the war. There were already some
manifestations of sympathy with Russia
both in Germany and in Austria. The
Bolsheviks returned from the conference
defeated, but not crushed. They were
unsuccessful in the physical combat, and
an annexationist peace was forced upon
them. Fearing the loss of both the rev-
olution and the war, they gave up the
latter for the time being, to go on with
the work of internal reconstruction.

While concluding peace with Ger-
many, revolutionary Russia carried on
the struggle against German autocracy
in its own way. It continued revolution-
ary propaganda in the German army and
navy through fraternization at the front,
and through the use of its embassy in
Berlin as a secret center for printing and
distributing  revolutionary = literature.
That the world war ended when it did,
as a result of a revolution in Germany,
was due to the influence of the Russian
revolution, and the agitation conducted
during the months following the conclu-
sion of peace at Brest-Litovsk.

After the peace treaty with Germany
was signed in the early part of 1918, the
Soviet Government devoted its attention
to the monarchist and bourgeois counter-
revolutionary movements, which were
being hatched in different parts of the
country, largely under the leadership of
military adventurers. The chief method
employed, the newspapers to the contrary
notwithstanding, was that of reaching
the soldiers involved in these movements
and of winning them away from the
reactionary influences. In some cases
actual fighting took place, but that always
as a last resort. Many members of the
middle class, who first boycotted the
Soviet Government, later changed their
attitude and have recently given of their
knowledge and training to the economic
and social reconstruction of Russia.
Recently has come the military invasion
of Russia by allied powers. Without a
declaration of war, detachments were
landed in Siberia, and on the Murman
coast and in the South, with the result
that Russia was again thrown into the
vortex of war, though the world was
suppoged to be at peace.
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Two years have gone by since the
revolution. Russia has taught the world
certain great lessons. It has fashioned a
state which marks the beginning of a
new era in state formation,* and it has

* Representatives are elected to the So-
viet from occupational rather than from
territorial units. Those who contribute to
the welfare of the community through
manual or mental labor are given the right
of suffrage, Such right, however, is de-
nied those who live on unearned income.
The electors have complete control over
their representatives, and can recall them
at any time. Delegates to the Soviets
must report to their constituencies and are
instructed by them.

emphasized the importance of industrial
democracy, as contrasted with political
democracy, with the resultant tendency
toward a classless society.

Menaced by foreign military forces,
the work of social and economic regen-
eration is now endangered. The Russian
revolution is the heritage of the world.
It must not be defeated by foreign
militarism. It must be permitted to
develop unhampered. It must live, so
that Russia may be truly free and,
through its freedom, blaze the way for
industrial democracy throughout the
world.

The Wisconsin Chapter in War Times
By Davip WErss, University of Wisconsin, '19.

Wisconsin has been comparatively
tolerant toward the University chapter
of the I. S. S. during the past four
years—a period that will not easily be
forgotten by the country’s liberals. To
be sure a number of misguided indivi-
duals sought at times to check and sup-
press independent and liberal thought in
this institution of learning. The faculty,
however, despite attack, remained libe-
ral-minded and refused to interfere with
our discussion meetings, even at a time
when it was economically, and often
physically, unsafe for any one to be seen
with a radical publication in his posses-
sion, or be found at a meeting that
smacked of Socialism. ‘“Bolshevism” at
that time had not yet been snatched upon
by our press; but the term “pro-German”
filled the bill quite as well. And when
a professor or student allowed himself a
little liberty of free thought outside of
his study, he always ran the danger of
being reported to a government agent.

In spite of this psychological atmos-
phere, however, the growth of the Wis-
consin chapter has been steady. From a
membership of less than ten in 1915, the
number increased to about fifteen the
second year, to twenty-seven the third
year, and to fifty-three the present year.
The increase in our dues-paying mem-
bers was gradual; it was the result of
persistent efforts, not of agitation, as
University rules prohibit political and
propaganda organizations,—for Wiscon-
sin is a state institution.

One of the big factors in this success
was the fact that the chapter adopted a
consistent policy of non-partisanship,
and remained throughout a discussion
and study, rather than a propagandist
organization. Discussions that would in-
evitably have led to an approval or con-
(.iemnation of the war were tabooed, and
in that way the chapter avoided sharp
clashes, which might have led to its dis-
ruption. We scheduled, however, several
professors for addresses on the causes
of the war,—one of them is now in
France, a member of President Wilson’s
party.

FIrsT IMPRESSIONS

A brief review of the chapter duri