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Three Revolutionary Trades
Union Congresses
H. W. L. Dana

it is also true that they take their revo-

lutions placidly. The American visitor,
accustomed in labor meetings at home to hear
much sound and fury signifying nothing, is
surprised to find in the far calmer atmos-
phere of recent labor meetings in England
that far more revolutionary action is being
taken. The sudden and momentous develop-
ment of this revolutionary spirit during the
past summer can be traced in the three
Trades Union Congresses which took place
in England in the three summer months: the
special congress on Ireland in July, the spe-
cial congress on Russia in August, and the
regular meeting of the Trades Union Con-
gress at Portsmouth in September.

IF the British take their pleasures sadly,

Special Congress on Ireland

The first Special Trades Union Congress
during the summer was that called together
on July 13th in Central Hall, Westminster,
to consider the growingly critical situation in
Ireland. Most of the capitalist newspapers
in London seem to have curiously missed the
significance of the two main resolutions that
were passed on that occasion. The first reso-
lution, put forward by the National Union
of Railwaymen, was a comparatively mild
statement calling for a truce between all par-
ties and for the opening of an Irish parlia-
ment with full dominion powers. The fact
that this resolution was carried by only a
small majority, 1,985,000 to 1,759,000, was
due not to its being too revolutionary, as some
of the papers that afternoon seemed to sup-
pose, but on the contrary to its not being
revolutionary enough, many of the trade

unions refraining from voting on that ac-
count.

That this was the case seems clearly
enough shown by the fact that a later and
far more revolutionary resolution was car-
ried by a much larger majority, 2,760,000 to
1,686,000. This resolution was brought for-
ward by the Miners’ Federation. The first
mover was the young secretary of the miners,
Frank Hodges. As he stood there with his
blue shirt, clean-shaven, clear eyed, calm, it
was interesting to see how the whole hall
full of older labor leaders listened in com-
plete silence to the words of this young man.
His words were an attack on the use of the
military machine in Ireland and everywhere.

“There is only one way in which that machine
can be stopped now. The working-class organiza-

tions must act. For the military machine depends
for its existence upon the industrial classes.”

Then Robert Smillie rose, weary and in
ill health, but the piercing look that came
from beneath those jutting eyebrows and the
determined voice that came from behind those
walrus moustaches drove home his argument.
The resolution itself protested against the
British military domination of Ireland and
demanded the withdrawal of British troops
from that country and the cessation of the
production of munitions of war to be used
against Ireland or Russia. In case the gov-
ernment refused these demands the congress
recommended a general strike.

The threat of a general strike on an inter-
national issue represented a new departure
for lator. The bold coupling of Russia with
Ireland, not to mention a resolution brought
in later by two members of the British labor
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delegation which had just returned from
Russia, already anticipated the still more
revolutionary action taken in the second
Special Trades Union Congress.

The Council of Action

The second Special Trades Union Congress
was just a month later, in August. In the
meanwhile the danger of England’s being
swept into the war against Soviet Russia had
become more and more critical. Winston
Churchill had been doing his worst to stam-
pede the country, even suggesting the use of
German help to crush Russia.

Spontaneous meetings of protest against
such a war had sprung up throughout the
country. The Resist the War Committee had
circulated blanks on which the workers
pledged themselves (1) not to undertake
military service against Russia, (2) not to
make or transport munitions, and (8) to re-
sist military preparations or the imposition
of conscription for the purpose of war against
Russia.

Finally on Monday, August 9th, there had
taken place in the House of Parliament that
momentous Joint Conference of the Parlia-
mentary Labor Party, the Executive Com-
mittee of the Labor Party and the Parlia-
mentary Committee of the Trades Union
Congress declaring in its resolution that “it
warns the government that the whole indus-
trial power of the organized workers will be
ased to defeat this war.”

It was this Joint Conference which organ-
ized the famous “Council of Action,” made
up of 156 members, 5 from the Trades Union
Congress, 5 from the Labor Party, and &
representing the 65 labor members of Parlia-
ment. This numerical arrangement of three
groups of five each reminded one of the
Plumb Plan, only that in this case not one
only but all three groups represented labor.
During the next few days local councils of
action sprang up throughout the country and
a call was sent out for an emergency national
conference of labor to indorse the national
Council of Action.
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Preventing the War With Russia

On Friday the 18th, which may yet be re-
membered as an unlucky date for the capi-
talists, the very same day by the way that in
Paris Cachin and Frossard, returned from
Soviet Russia, were sweeping a great mass
meeting of French workers into a wave of
enthusiasm for the Soviets, there took place
in Central Hall, Westminster, the astound-
ing British Trades Union Congress on Rus-
sia, which threw down the gauntlet to the
whole British government and gave full
power to the recently appointed “Council of
Action.” There was the most extraordinary
tone of calm seriousness about this revolu-
tionary congress.

J. H. Thomas, who as chairman of the
Trades Union Congress holds somewhat the
same relation to it as Gompers does to the
American Federation of Labor, in moving the
resolutions indorsing the “Council of Ac-
tion” declared that this meant ““direct action.”
Hitherto, he said, he had always been op-
posed to direct action, but now no political
action could accomplish what was needed.
“Our action now,” he went on to say, “does
not mean a mere strike, it means a challenge
to the whole constitution of the country.”
Try to imagine Samuel Gompers proposing
a challenge to the whole constitution of Amer-
ica and you can see how revolutionary this
British Trades Union Congress has become.
Other voices took up Thomas’s challenge.
Robert Williams of the Transport Workers
declared: “It is better to make peace uncon-
stitutionally than to go to war and go to hell
constitutionally !”

Then, after several more moderate men
had spoken, there were calls for “Smillie!”
and Robert Smillie arose half reluctantly to
add his word. He began with a character-
istic touch of dry humor, saying that on this
occasion he was willing to take the advice
of the T'imes and the other newspapers and
“follow” the moderate men. He said he
wanted to thank “Comrade” Churchill for
having done what no other comrade had suc-
ceeded in doing—uniting British labor. It
was the Minister of War who had succeeded



1920

on uniting them for peace. The workers
were the only people who could prevent war.
In case the French workers could not be per-
suaded to codperate with the British, Smillie
threw out a threat which at the same time
shows the new international pressure which
labor is asserting and throws a new light on
the threatened coal strike. “If France cuts
off Russia’s coal supply,” thundered Smillie,
“we will cut off France’s coal supply.”

When the main resolution declaring that
the conference “pledges itself to resist any
and every form of military and naval inter-
vention against the Soviet Government of
Russia” and “authorizes the Council of Ac-
tion to call for any and every form of with-
drawal of labor” was put to a vote, the entire
body rose to its feet with one loud-throated,
crushing, unanimous “Aye!” Then occurred
the strangest thing of all. The whole body
of delegates remained standing weighing the
importance of what they had just done in
complete silence for a full minute. And then
they broke out into the strains of ‘“The Red
Flag.” As one heard them singing:

“We’ll keep the red flag flying Aers,”

there seemed to be an emphasis on the “here”
which reminded one that here meant in the
Trades Union Congress. Again, later on, at
the end of the meeting, when they sang the
‘“Internationale,” one came to feel that per-
haps after all this was the beginning of “the
final conflict.”

The effect of this meeting was formidable.
The labor papers hailed it with headlines
“All Power to the Council of Action” as who
should say “All Power to the Soviets.” The
capitalist papers, on the other hand, saw in
the Council of Action a terrible power set
over against that of Parliament. The Morn-
ing Post, for example, shricked in terror,
“The dreaded Soviet has come at last.”
Punck had a cartoon representing the dream
of the Council of Action by a British work-
ingman standing on the ruins of the Houses
of Parliament—as revolutionary a picture as
you could ask for. The force which organ-
ized labor had suddenly acquired was shown
in the way in which Lloyd George and the
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governmental newspapers suddenly changed
face. On the following Monday, Lloyd
George declared in the House of Commons:
“The policy of the government in regard to’
Poland and Russia would appear to differ
in no way from that enunciated at the Labor
Conference,” and the newspapers at once
began to say, “Who wanted any war any
way?”’ Somehow one got the sense of the im-
potence of Lloyd George and of the enor-
mous potential power of British Labor.

Forcing the Government at Portsmouth
Compared to these two special congresses on
Ireland and Russia, the regular annual meet-
ing of the Trades Union Congress which took
place this year at Portsmouth from Septem-
ber 6th to 11th seemed at first sight less dra-
matic. But before long one came to feel the
conflict between the great mass of the labor
delegates on the floor and the austere row of
the Parliamentary Committee on the plat-
form, and began to realize the growing power
of the floor over the platform.

Some of the Parliamentary Committee,
Thomas, the chairman, for example, sensing
this, have shifted their views to meet it.
Others of the old guard, in stubbornly stick-
ing to their old ideas, are rapidly losing
ground and are some of them failing to be
returned even by their own unions. To take
a trivial instance, after Smillie from the floor
had pleaded for clean politics within the labor
movement, saying, “If we condemn the meth-
ods of the capitalists, we must be sure our
own methods are absolutely clean,” one of
the former leaders on the platform tried to
defend his methods by saying, “We’ll play
cricket as long as the others will, but when
they play dirty, we’ll do the same.” The
burst of derision from the floor which greeted
this thread-bare plea showed that that game
will no longer go down.

The disgust with the whole outworn ma-
chinery of the congress was seen in the reso-
lution carried by a vote of 4,800,000 to
1,700,000 scrapping the formerly all power-
ful Parliamentary Committee of 16 elected
at large and putting in its place a general
council of thirty-two, representing different
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groups of trade unions. This general coun-
cil was to be subdivided into 5 sub-commit-
tees, one representing the Triple Alliance of
Miners, Railwaymen, and Transport Work-
ers, one, the building trades, one, the textiles,
ete., one, printing, public employes and non-
manual workers, and one miscellaneous trades
—a decided step in the direction of the much
needed codrdination of the trade unions.

The revolutionary nature of even this
rather perfunctory Trades Union Congress
was still more clearly seen by the tone of de-
fiance to the government, shown in some of
the resolutions and the debates on them. The
very first resolutions, for instance, declared
the futility of the former method of sending
deputations to cabinet ministers and proposed
instead to refer questions of political action
to the Labor Party executive and questions
of industrial action to the trade union con-
cerned. The line of argument used was that
the government should no longer be asked, it
should be forced.

The next important resolution called for a
confiscation of war profits not by a tax on in-
come but by a levy on capital. J. R. Clynes
in supporting it said: “Teo win the war, lives
were not loaned but taken. To win the peace
of mind of these islands, wealth should simi-
larly not be loaned but taken.”

Another resolution, moved by Tom Mann,
declared that the responsibility for unem-
ployment in any industry should be borne by
the industry and, in order to raisc the neces-
sary funds, power should be obtained to force
a levy on the industry. A resolution on edu-
cation condemned all schools or classes con-
trolled by employers as antagonistic to the
interests of the working classes. Other in-
stances might be added, but these random
resolutions are perhaps sufficient to indicate
the revolutionary temper of this Trades

Union Congress. A further confirmation of
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the undercurrent of revolutionary sympathy
running through this meeting was the com-
pletely changed attitude of the Trades Union
Congress as a whole towards Soviet Russia.
In return for the British Labor delegation in
Russia, a Russian labor delegation was com-
ing to England and going to attend this Ports-
mouth meeting, but when it was learned that
the British Government had refused to let
the Russian trade unionists come, the con-
gress was furious. An emergency resolution
was passed condemning the government’s
action and adding:

“The Congress is unable to understand why
abundant hospitality should be extended to Rus-
sian grand dukes, royal princes, ex-landlords and
capitalists, while no permission can be given to
representatives of the Russian working class to
land in England.”

In the course of the argument on Russia
which this resolution precipitated, Tom Mann
pointed to the time when the British workers,
like the Russian, should get power and the
question should arise of using that power in
the interests of the community as a whole and
declared that they would need the help of
just such a Russian delegation to carry this
out. Against the solitary and futile opposi-
tion of the loud protesting Havelock Wilson,
the resolution was carried overwhelmingly.

Conclusion

In looking back over these three congresses,
one realizes how British labor during the last
few months has come into power. Not merely
in industrial matters, but in many other in-
ternal and even international affairs it is
playing a part it never played before. It
has become a force as powerful as that of
the government itself. Under the compara-
tively placid exterior of these three Trades
Union Congresses, one comes to grasp the
fuct that a revolution is taking place, indeed
that a revolution has already taken place.

The Italian Metal Workers’ Victory

Girolamo Valenti

N 1830 the workers of Lyons, France,
marched by thousands through the
streets of that city bearing aloft a red

flag with the motto, “Either we live by work
or we die in the fight.” They were unem-
ployed. They wanted work. The response
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of the ruling class to this demand for the
right to work was a general massacre.

In 1920 the metal workers of Italy were
thrown on the street by their employers.
They repeated the motto of their French
brothers of 1830. But they did more than
this. They seized the plants where their
jobs were denied them. They hoisted the red
flag on the tower of the establishments which
had been closed to them. They started the
machinery going and they began producing.
They asked for the right to live by work.
They asked also to be treated as human be-
ings while producing, and when the master
class denied them this sacred right, they
themselves took it by invading the property-
owners’ rights, which the state and church
had proclaimed sacred and inviolable.

Giolitti’s Stand

The state, whose function in all capitalist
countries is that of defending the sanctity of
private property, did not dare to interfere
in the metal workers’ struggle in Italy. That
is something new in the history of the class
struggle. Some declare that the course
adopted by Giolitti was a wise one; that by
refusing to use troops to expel the workers
from the seized plants, he adopted the best
method of protecting the interests of the em-
ployers. Others suspect that his neutral
stand is a revenge against the employers who
abused him with slanderous epithets during
the war when he loudly proclaimed that Italy
was not justified in entering the world con-
flict.

Whatever may have been the reasons, how-
ever, for the course he took, the fact remains
that the Giolitti government could not have
taken any other stand. The government
could not have attacked the metal workers,
for by doing so it would have arrayed the
entire Italian proletariat against it, including
the railroad, telegraph, telephone, agricul-
tural and transportation workers. Civil war
would inevitably have resulted. Thus Avanti,
the daily of the Italian workers, in its issue
of September 5, 1920, published a strong ap-
peal to the peasants and workers in uniform.
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The appeal to the peasants stated in con-
clusion:

“Peasants, follow the struggle of the metal
workers; give it your support, and should tomor-
row the hour of the decisive battle against all
masters and exploiters strike, you too join the
others. Seize the city hall and the land; disarm
the police and, together with the workmen, form
your own battalions; march towards the large
cities to help the people in their fight against.the
bailiffs paid by the bourgeoisie, for you know
that the day of justice and liberty is near.”

To the workingmen in uniform the appeal
ended thus:

“Soldiers, if you are stationed in the shops and
the workingmen attempt to enter them, let them
in; if you are ordered to take the factories from
the hands of the workers, retire as soon as the
workers put up a little resistance; if you are
stationed in the streets to form cordons, let the
crowd pass through! Do not shoot, in any case,
by any order, against the crowd, but be ready
decisively and courageously to unite your strength
and your arms with the strength and the arms of
the workingmen who are your brothers by class
and misery, in order to overthrow the exploiting
system of the profiteers and establish the society
of free and equal men.”

Workers’ Discipline
The government was not any too certain
that the troops would obey orders. Hitherto
in every labor dispute the ruling class has
had little dificulty in enlisting the support
of “public opinion” by denouncing those on
strike for better working conditions as the
“lazy bunch,” who would gladly destroy the
industries and plunge the country into a state
of strife and misery. With the metal work-
e1s, however, the press could not play the
old game. The newspapers were unable to
poison the mind of either the public or of
the soldiers by the claim that the strikers
were lazy, for the situation disproved such a
claim. The leaders of industry had declared
a lockout which threw more than 400,000
workers on the street. The discharged work-
ers walked in. They took possession of the
plants and started working. Further, they
dug trenches around the plants and set up
barbed wire entanglements to defend them
from being recaptured by the class which
kept them idle. Later they captured and
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kept as hostages the engineers who would
hinder the process of production by leaving
the plﬁnts. They worked and increased the
output of materials. Instead of eight they
toiled twelve and even sixteen hours a day.
They strictly obeyed the orders of their or-
ganization, some of which read as follows:
“Work, produce, look after the machinery,
do not destroy it, be vigilant against agents
provocateurs who might cause trouble with
a view to stopping production.”

And how they worked and maintained
order in the shops! Here is an order posted
by the Soviet of Roma Tabanelli Company
(which name the workers changed to The

Communist Shop of Rome):

“The shop commissaries, while leaving all em-
ployment regulations unchanged, order the fol-
lowing:

1. Any comrade who fails in his duty will be
tried by a Discipline Council.

2, Any one who carries on defeatist propa-
ganda against either the community or against in-
dividual comrades shall be so tried.

8. The same council shall try any one who
damages or neglects machinery, who mishandles
or wastes material, or who does not handle with
care the tools of the plants.

4. Anyone not present at his own post at the
starting signal, or any one leaving his post before
the hour fixed shall lose a whole day’s work.”

The ‘“underdogs,” the “shiftless ones,”
demonstrated to the world that, after all,
they not only had an interest in work, but
they were able to operate the plants inde-
pendently of the owners.

Cause of Strike

The struggle at the beginning was economic,
resulting from the high cost of living. The
workers had demanded an increase in wages
and indemnities for those who would event-
ually be discharged. The representatives of
the workers declared that, in the three-year
period, 1916, 1917 and 1918, the companies
had realized enormous profits; that the Steel
Workers of Terni, which, in 1916, had a total
capital of 57,000,000 lire, had, in 1918, a
capital of 111,000,000 lire. The Italian
Metallurgical Society increased its capital
from 25,000,000 lire to 44,000,000 lire from
1916 to 1918, and the Steel Company of
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Savona, from 24,000,000 to 72,500,000 lire.
The Steel and Iron Syndicate, Franchi and
Gregorini, realized 777 per cent profit in
three years. The Iron Works Company of
Voltri made 29,000,000 lire, while Magone
d’'Italia Company gained 26,000,000. Simi-
lar great profits were made by the Steel and
Iron Company of Caleotto and the Steel and
Iron Company of Novi Ligure and others.

The cost of living during the war, claimed
the workers, had increased more than 400 per
cent, while wages had advanced less than
800 per cent. Before the war the skilled
workers in Turin, Milan and the other big
centers earned about 10 lire a day, while
in 1920, despite all the increases and bonuses,
they hardly earned 20 lire a day. They
therefore felt justified in asking an increase
of 20 per cent and a fixed minimem wage for
the unskilled workers.

But the employers were deaf to the work-
ers’ demands. Their attorneys declared that
the granting of the increase would lead to
a depression of the industry. A ton of coal,
they declared, cost 887 lire in Germany, 726
in England, 888 in France, 718 in Belgium,
while the poor industrials in Italy had to pay
1,860 lire. Similarly a ton of pig iron ore
which cost 1,010 lire in England, 840 in
Germany, 1,220 in France, 1,270 in Belgium,
sold in Italy at 1,280 lire.

To these arguments the representatives of
the workers pointed to the war profits of
these industries and asked that they be al-
lowed to investigate the books of the manu-
facturers. This demand angered the em-
ployers and trouble started. The labor union
officials, mindful of the fact that the last
general strike of the metal workers had cost
the labor organizations 15,000,000 lire, be-
sides the individual hardships and expenses
of the workers, decided on tactics of a dif-
ferent nature than heretofore. The new
method hit upon was that of obstructionism,
and the workers were asked to slacken pro-
duction and to waste as much raw material
as possible with the result that the manufac-
turers would lose a sum equivalent to the
wage increase demanded. This policy was
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followed with disastrous results to the bosses,
who replied by the declaration of a lockout.

The Employers’ Stand

This action was decided upon the first of
September at the meeting of the General
Council of the Industrials’ National Federa-
tion held in Milan. “Obstructionism,” main-
tained the Federation, “has always degene-
rated into a state of complete anarchy in the
plants, causing, through a masked ‘white’
strike, the almost total suspension of pro-
duction and a useless waste of fuel and raw
materials.”

Obstructionism, they complained, had re-
vealed itself as a “sabotage’ against property
as well as against individuals. They could
not therefore afford longer to show a spirit
of tolerance. Only after this abnormal and
illegal state of affairs had ceased, they as-
serted, would it be possible to take into con-
sideration the demands of the labor union.

Following this action, the Fiom, organ of
the metal workers, after exposing the bad
faith of the Industrials in their attempt to
conceal their plans of a general lockout, re-
minded the workers that the struggle already
had its victims in Genoa where the Royal
Guards made an assault on the workers to
wrest the plants from them. It concluded:

“We earnestly appeal to all the workers to
observe the working regulations and to do all
they can to prevent useless waste of time in the
works. All of us must see to it that, on account
of technical deficiency, the work shall not suffer
any disorganization. Meetings and mass meetings
must be held after working hours, either during
lunch time or between shifts.”

The Significance of the Struggle
No destruction of machinery, no waste of
raw materials, but work, increased produc-
tion, efficiency—this was the program of the
metal workers when they became masters of
the plants. They won a great victory. They
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had only demanded an increase in their
wages, but they gained a voice in the control
of industry. This will mean that, from now
on, the workers, as well as the stockholders,
will sit on the Board of Directors. Strangely
enough, among the leaders in the movement
to give the workers a larger say in the man-
agement of the plants is the Fiat, one of the
largest automobile producers in the world,
and a firm which, as documents discovered
in its safe by the workers revealed, had
contributed the largest sums in the fight of
the manufacturers against the unionist
movement. This firm has already changed
its producing system to a codperative basis.

There are many extremists who are not
satisfied with the solution of the controversy.
They aimed at nothing less than a general
revolutionary movement at this time. But the
intelligent and able labor leaders, foreseeing
the disaster that would result from a general
movement of expropriation on account of the
country’s lack of coal, iron, steel and other
raw materials, controlled by the Allies, and
the fear of an Allied blockade, felt that the
best way of solving the problem was to take
the safest course.

Only the future will demonstrate the sane-
ness of the stand taken by the labor leaders.
This struggle of the metal workers is a great
achievement of the whole Italian working
class. It has shown the enemies of the so-
cialist movement that socialism is not bound
to destroy but to construct, to produce. It
has shown the workers throughout the world
what they can do if they only wish it.
Finally, it has shown that the intellectual
workers and the technicians would gladly
work for the benefit of humanity instead of
for the capitalists. For these reasons, the
workers’ victory has demonstrated that cap-
italism is doomed beyond the hope of
recovery.

The Second Socialist Ouster

Louis Waldman

State Legislature called for Septem-

THE special session of the New York
ber 20, 1920, has a greater claim to

distinction than its consideration of the
housing situation. It will be remembered for
its treatment of the socialist assemblymen,
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ousted from the legislature in the spring of
1920, because of membership in the Socialist
Party.

Socialists Reelected

Each of the five men expelled was renomi-
nated during the summer as candidate in the
special election of September 16. The
democrats and republicans fused in every
district and placed large resources back of
the fusion candidates. Every legal advan-
tage was on their side. As the day of the
special election was not a holiday, many so-
cialist voters, who are largely workers, were
unable to vote. Nevertheless the socialist
candidates won by majorities larger than
ever before. As was to be expected, the total
vote cast was much less than at the last regu-
lar election. In the general election of No-
vember the socialists received about 45 per
cent of the total vote in the five Assembly
districts; this election they received over 61
per cent.

With the reelection of the five, the special
session became the talk of the country.
Speculation was rife. What will Albany do
this time? Has the Assembly profited by its
last experience? Is this Assembly incapable
of learning? Will the rebuke which the As-
sembly received from the people in the five
districts have any effect on the “100 per cent
Americans” in the Capitol?

Speaker Sweet, upon learning the results
of the election, had “nothing to say” until
he consulted his ‘“fellow members.” Re-
publican leaders, who protested the original
ouster, would not commit themselves. It was
understood, however, that influential men in
the Republican Party had set to work to
keep the Albany crowd in line. Responsible
republicans had become anxious. Six weeks
before a state and national election! It
would be suicide to repeat the ouster per-
formance. A hurried conference in Albany
was called for Sunday, September 19th, to be
attended by spokesmen for Harding and for
Judge Miller, republican candidate for Gov-
ernor.

Meanwhile, we socialists were celebrating
our victory at great mass-meetings. Between
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speeches, we studied the latest developments
in the housing situation, the newly hatched
conspiracies of the building trust, and the
Assembly rules of 1920 under which we might
have to fight for our seats. And not least of
all we were concerned with the question, who
“threw the bomb” that caused the Wall Street
explosion. News came from Albany that
special guards had been thrown around the
Capitol in anticipation of our arrival!

The Albany Reception

Sunday afternoon, amidst the cheers of our
comrades, we took our departure from New
York, ready to contribute our share to the
solution of the housing problem, a question
of particular importance to the people of our
district. Although we were ready with pro-
posals for the establishment of a sound hous-
ing policy, we decided not to introduce any
bills on this subject until we were certain of
our status. In case of another expulsion,
we did not wish to leave these proposals with-
out active advocates on the floor, for the
tenants had no real spokesmen among the
old party members of the legislature.

When we arrived at Albany on Monday
morning, the newspapers carried screaming
headlines stating “Republican caucus decides
to seat the socialists.” Prominent old party
men greeted us in the hotel and conveyed
the same news. “There will be no ouster,”
said a republican leader to us, “because we
don’t want you to make political capital at
our expense. And we will not avail ourselves
of any technicalities either.”

On the other hand, there were rumors that
the Secretary of State would not administer
the oath of office. We presented ourselves at
the office of this personage at about eleven-
thirty in the morning. The large room on the
second floor of the Secretary’s office was filled
with newspapermen and camera operators.
We voted down a proposal to take our oath
later in the Senate Chamber in order to give
the movie men an opportunity to “take” us,
and were told that the Secretary would give
us the oath after he had finished “an im-
portant telephone conversation with someone
in Buffalo.”
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Secretary Hugo soon came out and shook
hands with each of us. We signed our names
in the good book, from which the roll call is
taken, raised our hands and repeated aloud
every word he read from the oath prescribed
in the Constitution.

All through the afternoon we were pre-
paring for the battle at eight-thirty in the
evening, when the session was to open. We
had our advance guard, our rear guard, our
heavy artillery. Upon one thing we all
agreed. There would be no retreat and no
surrender. We did not underestimate the
strength of the enemy. We knew they
greatly outnumbered us. But we also knew
that their morale was bad. They were
floundering without a policy, without a chart
or compass, and, above all, their people at
home had turned against them. On the other
hand, our little army was thoroughly united,
our morale was high, our policy clear and
consistent. And above all we knew that our
constituencies were solidly back of us and
that we had the sympathetic support of a
large portion of our enemies’ constituencies.

The Session Opens

At eight o’clock the Chamber was crowded
to capacity. People came to see how Speaker
Sweet would make it possible for the As-
sembly to slide out of the embarrassing po-
sition it had created for itself or again to
oust the five socialist Assemblymen from their
seats.

As soon as we took our seats, we became
the objects of attention. Friendly members
came to shake hands, expressing satisfaction
with the results of the special election.
Visitors who heard us branded as “perpetual
traitors” on March 81st and saw us expelled,
came to offer their felicitations. Newspaper-
men wandered over to chat and to figure out
possibilities. Eight-thirty, nine, nine-thirty,
nine-forty-five, the session had not opened.
The Assemblymen were there, the house was
crowded to suffocation, the scheduled time
for opening had now passed by over an hour
and a quarter and Speaker Sweet was not in
his place. Something was wrong. The
steam-roller was not in shape. It finally
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leaked out that republican leaders were meet-
ing with the speaker in his private room and
were demanding that he read a certain state-
ment which they had carefully prepared.

At ten minutes to ten, the speaker ap-
peared, accompanied by a clergyman. He
rapped for order. He looked very serious
and very important. The minister prayed
that God give wisdom to the members of the
legislature. Judging from the performance a
half hour later, the gates of heaven must
have been tightly closed to the prayer.

After a recess of several months, it would
have been the natural thing to call the roll.
But no roll call was ordered. If it had been,
our names would have been called, and our
rights would have had to be determined im-
mediately. We were determined, however,
to force the issue at the first opportunity.
That opportunity soon came.

Hardly had the reading of the messages
from the Governor been completed, than As-
semblyman Gillett of Columbia County rose
to introduce a “‘privileged” resolution. Since
the resolution was not a privileged one, and
needed unanimous consent to be introduced,
I rose to register my objection. The speaker
did not hear me, nor did he see me rise. He
ordered the clerk to read the resolution. As
expected, the resolution called for our ex-
pulsion on the basis of “facts” found at the
last “trial.”

When the clerk finished reading, I rose to
make a point of order. The house was
hushed. The speaker turned in my direction.
“Mr. Waldman is recognized,” he said. I
stated my point of order. Before the speaker
could decide, Louis Cuvillier, Tammany As-
semblyman, was on his feet shouting: “A
point of order! Mr. Waldman is not a mem-
ber of this house.” The speaker ruled that,
inasmuch as I was regularly elected and as
I took the oath of office, I was a member.
The decision was greeted with applause from
members and visitors. Mr. Cuvillier appealed
from the decision of the chair. The mem-
bers, most of whom may rightfully boast of
having the courage of their boss’s convic-
tions, overwhelmingly sustained the speaker.
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Speaker Sweet Speaks

My point of order was thereupon overruled
and the resolution went to the judiciary com-
mittee. Immediately thereafter, the speaker
rose to read a statement. This statement
praised the members for their “patriotism”
in expelling the five socialists last March.
It explained to them that the Socialist Party,
yielding to a loyal and patriotic Assembly,
had reformed and purged itself. This being
80, the Assembly would accept them into its
society and would play with them. The
statement concluded: “And that these
thoughts may have time to mature, and that
our final course may be justly and wisely de-
termined, I recommend that the house now
be adjourned until eleven o’clock tomorrow
morning.”

Charles Solomon was on his feet trying to
get recognition on a point of personal privi-
lege. But the speaker appeared not to hear
nor to see him. He recognized Majority
Leader Adler, who moved to adjourn. The
spectators left. The show was dull. Every-
thing was cut and dry. It had all been pre-
arranged in the little room back of the Cham-
ber. The program was put through as pre-
pared. The steam-roller was no respecter
of persons nor of the Assembly rules.

When we arrived at the Chamber next
morning a little before eleven, we were told
that a course had been agreed upon. Our
fate was sealed. Three of us, Solomon,
Claessens and myself, were to go; De Witt
and Orr were to stay.

Again the session failed to begin on
schedule time. Not until 2:30 did Speaker
Sweet rap for order. The first matter be-
fore the house was the report of the Judiciary
Committee. By a vote of seven to six, the
committee reported the resolution without
recommendations. Six were against report-
ing it at all.

The Debate
The debate opened in the same spirit in
which it had been conducted on March 81st.
“They are disloyal, they are traitors,”
shouted one speaker. “They ought to be in
jail instead of the Assembly,” said another.
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“These men committed perjury when they
came here and took their oath of office,” cried
a third. “No one can tell me that sincere
repentance came to them so quickly after
their disloyal conduct during the war.”

At this point, I asked for the floor. I told
the members what I thought of their opinion
of us. After reviewing the successive events
leading to the resolution before the house,
I said:

“For myself, I did not rise to make any apology.
1 did not rise to defend my principles before you.
I have learned from the history of the United
States that the people, and the people alone, are
the sovereigns in this country, not the one hundred
and fifty members of the Assembly, not the one
hundred and forty-five members of the Assembly,
but the people. In each district the people deter-
mine by their vote who shall come here to speak
for their cause and their ideas. .

“You call me disloyal. Disloyal to whom? I
confess that 1 am disloyal to the food profiteers.
I confess that I am disloyal to the Real Estate
Association. I confess that I am disloyal to those
who live on the sweat, the labor and the blood of
the great masses of the people of the United
States. But I afirm, with all the power at my
command, that I am loyal to the people of the
United States.

“You ask me what have I done for the United
States. My answer is that I tried to fight the
greatest enemy of the United States—poverty.
Poverty, gentlemen, is the greatest enemy of the
United States and of the world, for it is the
cause of crime, ignorance and disease.”

August Claessens spoke with biting sar-
casm. He told the Assemblymen not to take
themselves too seriously. He said:

“As for myself, inwardly and outwardly, I laugh
at the whole proceedings. You threw us out last
time; like the old cat, we came back. If you
throw us out again, we’ll come back with kit-
tens. . . .

“What is the use of talking to you, & prejudiced
jury, when we can talk to the people? We ap-
pealed from your last decision, and the people sent
us here by larger majorities. We will appeal to
the people again.”

Colonel Gillett, after complimenting the
socialists upon their eloquence and intelli-
gence, proceeded to tell the Assembly that
socialism was all wrong and that it intended
to crush individualism. He finally an-
nounced the novel doctrine that “the five men
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had been sent back by wrong-headed, obsti-
nate, unthinking constituencies and should be
thrown out”!

Solomon followed. He opened by address-
ing himself to Colonel Gillett, who was but
two seats away from him.

“If,” said Solomon, “we are intelligent, if we
are earnest, if we have a contribution to make, if it
is something that has value, then I ask this ques-
tion of Colonel Gillett: ‘How do you expect us to
make this contribution? Shall we make it through
the ballot box, or shall we take it elsewhere?” You
shall answer that question here this afternoon.

“Let me remind you, and I challenge successful
contradiction from any of you; there are only two
ways in which any social question can be settled.
One is the way of peace, at the ballot box; the
other is the way of violence, with bombs, bullets,
bayonets and bloodshed. . . .

“If you choke up the channels that lead to a
peaceful solution, along what other channel shall
we travel?”

Anticipating the decision to expel his three
comrades and to seat him and De Witt,
Samuel Orr rose to warn the Assembly that
he would not be a party to such a miserable
and senseless compromise. He said: “We
are not going to permit ourselves to be made
scape goats.- We are not going to stay here,
if Claessens, Solomon and Waldman are
thrown out.”

Then came Marty McCue, Tammany man
and ex-saloon keeper. He engaged in a vi-
tuperative personal attack upon the Assem-
blymen. Samuel De Witt, the single new
member in our group, was left to handle
McCue. He startled the Assembly when he
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pointed a finger at the ex-saloon keeper, say-
ing: “Mr. McCue, I sold more liberty bonds
than there were schooners of beer sold over
the bar of your saloon.”

The Expulsion Repeated

The vote showed that the whole affair was
pre-arranged. After seven hours of debate,
the vote was taken, Waldman, Solomon, and
Claessens being expelled by a vote of 90 to
45 in each case. On the question of ex-
pelling Orr and De Witt, 48 voted in favor
and 87 against.

Upon the announcement of the result by
the speaker, Samuel De Witt secured recog-
nition on a point of personal privilege. In a
bitter arraignment of the Assembly and their
brand of Americanism, he refused to sit in
an assembly, the majority of whose members
were “un-American and disloyal.” He de-
clared:

“Inasmuch as this Assembly has decided that my
comrades are unfit to sit here, I have the right now
to sit in judgment on the qualification of the men
who judged my comrades, and I refuse to sit in &
body that is so un-American. I resign.”

Samuel Orr followed De Witt, saying:

“We will not stand to have the socialists made
the football of politics. You have proved your-
selves un-American, and this opinion will be held
by the electorate of the emtire country. Until
this house purges itself of the un-American men
now in this body, I will refuse to sit with them.”

With this said, we walked out of the Cham-
ber resolved to carry the message of social-
ism into every district in the state of New
York.

The Unity of British Labor

Alfred G. Baker Lewis

ment differ from those in many other

countries in this respect: when they
disagree with the moderate and compromis-
ing attitude of the majority of their asso-
ciates, they refuse to withdraw into a sepa-
rate organization where they can be radical
or revolutionary all by themselves. They
continue to work for their principles inside
the larger and more conservative body. At
times they also retain membership in a sepa-

RADICALS in the British labor move-

rate organization affiliated with the larger
group.

Thus the Independent Labor Party, which
is distinctly socialist, is affiliated with the
more conservative Labor Party. The re-
cently-formed Communist Party, made up of
all those communists who believe in carrying
on election work, has likewise applied for
membership in the Labor Party.! This policy

! This application has recently been denied.
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enables the radicals continuously to obtain
a respectful hearing for their doctrines, and
wards off any bitter opposition that might
otherwise be expected from within the labor
movement.

The Labor Party and Foreign Policy

Their policy has had excellent results. Prior
to the war the Labor Party was a harmless
sort of organization, little more than the
radical wing of the Liberal Party, which it
constantly supported in Parliament. Now,
because of the steady pressure exerted by the
Independent Labor Party, it has gone stead-
ily toward the left. It repudiates all codpe-
ration with the Liberals in bye-elections, al-
though such codperation would deprive the
hated Coalition of many of its seats. It has
taken a stand in its annual conference very
close to the socialist position.

During the war the Labor Party was pro-
war, although by no means jingo. Neverthe-
less, the Independent Labor Party, the anti-
war group, continued to retain its affiliation
with the Labor Party, with the result that

_this group has now convinced the Labor

Party that the government’s course, espe-
cially as shown in the peace terms, was an
~imperialistic one, unworthy of the support of
the labor movement. Consequently the Labor
Party at its annual conference unanimously
passed resolutions denouncing the peace
treaties for their harshness toward Germany
and for their breach of faith.

And, as Robert Smillie said, there was
none so poor as to do the government’s policy
reverence. Even those who had previously
been strongly pro-war pointed out the im-
perialistic nature of the peace and the re-
sponsibility of the British government for
the starvation and chaos in Europe and for
the support of the White Terror in Hungary
and Finland. This unity is largely due to
the fact that the anti-war group, who looked
on the war as the product, not of the Kaiser’s
wickedness, but of capitalist imperialism in
which all nations were nearly equally guilty,
continued to press their ideas within the
Labor Party, even though but a tiny minority.
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Direct Action

On the subject of direct action the same
policy has been pursued. Instead of having
direct actionists and political actionists
sharply defined and at daggers drawn, the
chief question argued when direct action is
suggested, is whether it would be likely to
succeed. The workers see clearly that the
distinction drawn by Lloyd George and
others between the legitimacy of a strike for
industrial purposes and one for political pur-
poses is not a sound one, as the government
is constantly legislating in regard to indus-
trial matters of vital importance to trade
unionists.

By remaining in the organization, the
champions of direct action have gradually
made the whole movement familiar with the
idea. Hence, when war with Soviet Russia
was threatened, direct action was agreed to
unanimously, with the whole-hearted ap-
proval of men who had hitherto been among
the extreme right.

Industrial Unionism

Similarly, the advocates of industrial union-
ism or the One Big Union have not with-
drawn into a separate organization when their
recommendations were voted down at the
Trade Union Congress. As a result, instead
of splitting the present craft unions, they are
putting through a considerable number of
amalgamations and are thus gradually trans-
forming the unions to an industrial basis.
They are also building up the powerful union
of “general workers” which now contains
about a million unskilled workers. The Na-
tional Union of Railwaymen is open to every
class of railway worker—skilled, unskilled,
clerical and managerial. The Transport
Workers’ Federation is also practically an in-
dustrial union, while plans are under way to
reorganize the executive committee along the
lines of the One Big Union.

The Coiperative Movement

Within the codperative movement a political
party has been started in the last three years,
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and has obtained one seat in Parliament. The
more radical members of the Coéperative
Party are more interested in convincing their
fellow-codperators of the necessity for inde-
pendent political action than in making the
less radical members of the Codperative
Party see the desirability of affiliating with
the Labor Party. Consequently they have
left in abeyance the proposal to effect an
amalgamation between the Labor Party and
the Cobperative Party, until they could con-
vince the codperative movement as a whole
of the necessity for going into politics.
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Meanwhile they always work in harmony
with the Labor Party in each constituency
during the Parliamentary elections.

The energy of the radicals in the British
labor movement is spent much less in form-
ing organizations carefully purged of all ex-
cept advanced radicals than in hurrying up
the laggards in the march of labor toward
more radical views. The method has proved
wonderfully successful. The labor move-
ment as a whole is steadily advancing toward
the acceptance of views that a short time ago
had only a few adherents.

The Nonpartisan League: A Criticism
Arthur Le Sueur

HE Nonpartisan league is an attempt
’ I on the part of an industrial group to

use political power for industrial pur-
poses. As a result of this group’s demand
for state-owned mills, elevators, and banks,
it has won political success. So far as its
platform is concerned, however, these state
industries might be operated either through
the political state or through an industrial
administration. In practice they are man-
aged by a political body, the Industrial com-
mission, composed of the Governor, the At-
torney General, and the Commissioner of
Agriculture and Labor.

Instability of Industry

A great weakness of the league’s program
lies in the possibility of defeat in elections,
which would put the entire industrial pro-
gram into the hands of its enemies. Thus
a temporary shifting of the political opinion
of a small group may change the whole in-
dustrial policy of the state. Under such cir-
cumstances, there can be no stability, no
sense of confidence in the future of the enter-
prises, a condition which is absolutely essen-
tial to industrial building.

In rebuttal the advocates of the present
plan state that the people, by the election
of this ex-officio Industrial commission every
two years, have a veto on the industrial pro-
gram of the state. This argument, however,

brings out the most serious criticism of all—
the people have, it is true, a veto on the
program, but they have absolutely no wveto
on the skill with which it is administered.
They must take it as it is, or vote for the
opposition and destroy it altogether. While
the presentation of this alternative may aid
a political machine in its fight for continued
existence and may enable it to stifle criticism
not only of itself but also of the method of
administering industries, yet surely it is a
bad thing for the industries themselves. The
farmers must fight as hard every two years
to maintain their industries as they fought to
establish them. This may mean success and
permanency for a political organization, but
does it mean success and permanency for the
industries themselves?

Political Management

Three things are absolutely necessary to the
root of the matter—namely, that political
government is not adapted to industrial ad-
ministration—especially political government
in the democratic form, with frequent elec-
tions and constant change.

This truth was realized by the miners of
England when they urged that the mines and
minerals be owned, but not administered, by
the government. The railroad workers of
the United States are also recognizing the
same truth when they demand government
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ownership but administration by the industry
and the public—not by politically elected
officials.

Continuity of Management

Three things are absolutely necessary to the
successful building of a great industry: Con-
tinuity of management, competency, and re-
sponsibility. Not months, but years, are re-
quired in the development of an industry.
Plans must be laid, the results of which may
not accrue in years. That the Norpartisan
league recognizes this requirement of con-
tinuity in successful administration is shown
by their returning to office the same Gov-
ernor, Commissioner of Agriculture and
Labor, and Attorney-General, for two suc-
cessive terms and the recent nmomination of
the first two for a third term. But under our
political psychology, will it be possible to
keep them in office for more than three terms?
Much of the confidence of the residents of
North Dakota in the industrial program rests
upon their confidence in the sterling integrity
and ability of these two men. The Attorney-
General has been called a traitor—one out
of three. What would have been the fate of
the industrial program had there been two
mistakes out of three?

Competency

As has been stated, the three members of the
Industrial commission are not elected as such,
but hold their positions ex officio. In addition,
they are ex-officio members of other com-
missions and boards, among them the State
Banking board, the Board of Education, and
the Workmen’s Compensation board.

But, it is argued, these three men will not
carry on the active management. They will
employ experts for that. Well and good,
but the supervision remains, and demands
time and understanding. These men are not
superhuman. Other duties under the state
government are also of great importance, and
their time and energy have limits.

The hiring of experts, moreover, is becom-
ing increasingly difficult, by reason of the
fact that the Industrial commission cannot
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make a contract for a longer period than two
years. The necessities of the situation and
the political character of the control will,
moreover, force the political administration
to lay the blame for any failure of the indus-
tries on the hired managers. In addition to
these things, the law provides that the Indus-
trial commission may discharge at will with
or without cause.

At the present time, when the political
existence of the league depends upon making
good in North Dakota, the industries are
somewhat safeguarded from the interference
of politics in making technical appointments,
but, as the industries develop, this danger
increases. A powerful political machine will,
in the very nature of things, develop, with
the attendant evils of the spoils system,
bureaucracy, and incompetency. It is the
oft-repeated history of political administra-
tion of industry.

Responsibility of Management
The Nonpartisan league plan provides for
extreme centralization of power, but for lit-
tle responsibility. There is no check operat-
ing daily on the management. The officers
are responsible to the people once in two
years—on election day only.

A political majority can neither adminis-
ter nor supervise the operation of an indus-
try. Administration is the work of experts.
Supervision is the function of the elected
representatives of the people. When it is
attempted to vest administration and super-
vision in the same board, as in the present
instance, then there is no supervision and,
therefore, no responsibility. This.leaves us
with all of the poison of autocracy and none
of the antidote, constant and immediate re-
sponsibility.

Interlocking Directorates

This lack of effective responsibility is illus-
trated in connection with the state bank.
Two members of the Industrial commission
are members of the Banking board, to which
all banks in the state are required to report.
Thus the majority of the Industrial commis-
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sion which runs the bank also constitutes the
majority of the banking board to which re-
ports of the state bank must be made.
Another outstanding criticism is the con-
stant danger of having a single management
for the industries and the bank. These in-
dustries as they develop will be big fipancial
customers of the bank. Good judgment must
be exercised in the matter of financing both
for the good of the industries and for the
good of the bank. Can this be exercised by
one board managing all? Can a banker al-
ways exercise impartial judgment in loaning
to himself as a manufacturer? Can a hoard
of three, with the best intentions and the
completest integrity, always accomplish this?

One biting criticism of big business has
been the interlocking directorates which put
irresponsible power into too few hands. Yet
even on these boards there are always some
new men giving, at least in a measure, the
necessary check and balance.

Every experiment we have undertaken in-
dicates that political government cannot ad-
minister industry successfully. The progres-
sive movement everywhere is away from po-
litical administration of industry and toward
industrial administration. The political state,
however, ag the representative of all the citi-
zens, does possess a tremendous inhibitory,
or supervisory power, which furnishes an
ideal check on industrial power.

An Industrial commission exercising such
supervisory power as this over long-term
separate boards in each industry, removable
only for cause, would solve most of the dif-
ficulties of the situation. Under existing
conditions in North Dakota, these boards of
managers could be appointed by the Indus-
trial commission, since these industries are
being built from the bottom up in a state
which is primarily agricultaral and not indus-
trial. As the industries develop, it would
seem more compatible with modern ideas of
democratization of industry for the manage-
ment of the industries to develop from within
or to be maintained jointly with representa-
tion from the public.
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North Dakota has not as yet faced this
problem, but she undoubtedly will, and a
supervisory Industrial commission with sepa-
rate boards of management for the industries
could be readily evolved from such a plan
without any dislocation of the industries.

Labor and the League

The question of labor’s share in the control
of industry has never been raised in comn-
nection with the relations existing between
the Nonpartisan league and organized labor.
The league has recognized the defensive pro-
gram of labor—collective bargaining, the
eight-hour day, minimum wage, workmen’s
compensation, etc. The farmers are the nu-
merical majority in North Dakota, but the
league knows it cannot win in industrial
states without the support of organized labor,
and organized labor realizes that its only
chance for political control is by uniting with
the organized farmers.

How far the farmers will recognize the
aggressive program of labor as expressed in
the control and management of industry re—
mains to be seen. There is no intimation of
such recognition in their industrial program
—and doubtless, no reason why there should
be, since labor has raised no such question
and seems entirely satisfied with the league’s
recognition of their defensive program,
namely, their trade union standards.

Conclusion

But aside from this question of labor repre-
sentation, the plan of separate long term
boards would give the continuity necessary
for constructive planning, attract able ex-
perts and provide needed checks on manage-
ment. Each industry would be given an op-
portunity to stand on its own feet, and would
not fall because of the mistakes of a board of
directors in another industry.

Nor would the industries be used to build
up a powerful political machine—at least the
danger would be minimized as far as possible
under present conditions. On the contrary,
a sound industrial morale would develop.



The I W.W.: An American Export’

Its Relation to Certain Ideas in the British Labor Movement.
J. T. Murphy

VERY attempt to establish the
E I. W. W. on a large scale in Great
Britain has failed. The long, steady

growth of the trade union movement has pre-
sented us with phenomena of such a charac-
ter, that the industrial unionists, who set out
to build new industrial unions to compete
with and ultimately to wipe out the older
trade unions, stood little chance of success.
The organization known as the Industrial
Workers of Great Britain, which later
changed its name to the Workers’ Interna-
tional Industrial Union (“Workers’ Union™)
and stood for practically the same kind of
organization as the I. W. W., has reached a
membership of about 4,000 at best. The
Building Workers’ Industrial Union has been
subject to a similar fate, and for exactly the

1 This is an article by a member of the “Extreme
Left” on the ideas, the men, the instinctive mass
movements, and the economic conditions, which
enter into the revolutionary wing of British labor.
An American will note that the impulse has re-
ceived a little of its shaping from American in-
fluences and sources. This is natural, because a
partially suppressed labor movement, such as that
of unskilled labor in the United States, swings to
the left.

To the average American, especially one under
the hectic tutelage of the newspaper headline
writers, the I. W. W, has stood for nothing more
than the tactics with which its chief branches be-
came identified at an early stage (sabotage, for
example). That it was a groping after a newer
and more satisfying industrial structure hy the
underlying body of unskilled and migratory labor,
left out o% the existing trade union system, has not
been so readily recognized. The influence of the
American movement upon British labor, where
tendencies are more mature and can be more
easily visualized, may be of service in appraising
it as a factor in later American developments.

This article is written by J. T. Murphy, perhaps
the most brilliant mind among the shop stewards.

He is Chairman of the Shefield Workers’ Com-

mittee. He sets out the effect of the various
British Socialist Party groups, of the educational
classes, of the propaganda of industrial unionism
and the syndicalists, on the growth of the unofficial
industrial movement of Great Britain, of which the
shop stewards are one manifestation. The shop
stewards created during the war many of the
workers’ committees to which Mr. Murphy refers.
ArTHUR GLEASON

same reasons which determined the form and
character of the Workers’ Union.

The Workers’ Union

The pioneers of the Workers’ Union—Tom
Mann and Charles Duncan—looked to this
union as an all-embracing union of the work-
ing class.

But because there existed prior to its for-
mation, large, stable organizations of skilled
workers, whose vested interests and tradi-
tions had not yet been thoroughly disturbed,
they could only absorb or enroll those work-
ers who were outside these unions. Hence
the Workers’ Union became largely a union
of general labor, unskilled and semi-skilled.
That it enrolled numbers of skilled men is
true, but ere long they were arranging agree-
ments with skilled unions with regard to what
is called poaching of members.

The vested interests of the trade unions,
such as out-of-work pay, superannuation,
sick benefit and so on, produced a conserva-
tism which has been a considerable bulwark
against the onslaughts of the I. W. W. and
the corresponding British organizations. It
must not be thought, however, because these
organizations are small, that the propaganda
of industrial unionism has had no effect.

Socialist Labor Party

Since 1908, when the Social Democratic Fed-
eration split on the issue of industrial union-
ism, a small but vigorous body known as the
Socialist Labor Party has carried on a per-
sistent propaganda. Its principal center
has been Glasgow, and in this city the In-
dustrial Workers of Great Britain thrived
best and here also probably more experiments
have been tried in the application of the in-
dustrial unionist principles than in any other
town in Britain.
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James Connolly, the Irish labor leader,
who perished in the Easter rising, was one
of the pioneers of industrial unionism in
Glasgow, and his pamphlet, “Socialism Made
Easy,” is still widely sold. The Socialist
Labor Party remained small in membership
for a long time, but the small group of men
who were trained in their classes have since
played a prominent part in the struggles
toward industrial unionism through the many
industrial fights in Glasgow and elsewhere.
Arthur MacManus, chairman of the Shop
Stewards’ and Workers’ Committees, was one
of the group, as also was J. W. Muir, of the
Clyde Workers’ Committee, W. Paul, who
has done much to spread the class movement
in the Midlands, and T. Bell, ex-president
of the Scottish Ironmoulders, now editor of
the Socialist. A

In the classes, the works of Marx, Engels,
Morgan, De Leon, were thoroughly studied.
Hence we find the materialist conception of
history stressed as a means to understand
social movements, and industrial unionism as
the solution to society’s problems. For a
considerable period these men simply re-
flected De Leon, and it was not until they
had passed through many experiences that we
can see an independent direction given to
the impulse towards industrial unionism, co-
incident with the peculiarities of British
labor history. All these men experimented
with the Industrial Workers of Great Britain
at its inception, and later, launched into the
shop stewards movement.

The Socialist Labor Party started its own
press, and from here have come incessantly
for years thousands of De Leon’s pamphlets,
and Kerr's social science and sociological
publications. However insignificant the party
membership may have been, the work of the
press has been influential in the fermentation
of ideas on industrial unionism.

The Independent Labor Party (the oppor-
tunist, socialist left wing of the British La-
bor Party) has never stood for industrial
unionism. Neither has the British Socialist
Party (Marxian socialists) until last year,
when it half-heartedly supported it. The
tendency of these two political parties is to
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support trades-unionism, and stress the con-
quest of Parliament. But through numbers
of their branches the publications have cir-
culated and a goodly number of the members
of each party now propagate the Socialist
Labor Party slogan.
Change of Tactics

The Socialist Labor Party from its incep-
tion was so severe in its restrictions on the
liberty of its members so far as theory and
practice were concerned that its development
was retarded. Since the Russian revolution
and as a result also of the experiences of
S. L. P. members in the industrial conflicts
of the last four years, there has been a re-
casting of the constitution, which now recom-
mends the same kind of industrial organiza-
tion as the Workers’ Committees. The party
preamble reads, after making the same decla-
ration with regard to the class struggle as

‘the I. W. W. drew up at the 1905 Chicago

convention,

The unit of organization industrially is the
workshop or yard committee, wherein the workers
are organized as workers, irrespective of craft,
grade, or sex. These committees are co-ordinated
by the formation of works or plant committees,
composed of delegates from each workshop or
yard committee. The plant or works committees
are co-ordinated by delegates from each of these
committees, in a village, town, city, or district,
forming a workers’ council, in which there are also
delegates from the residential committees, these
latter being the units of the social aspects of the
organization.

In addition to the Socialist Labor Party,
the Workers’ Socialist Federation, the Brit-
ish Socialist Party, and the Communist
League advocated practically the same strue-
ture. These organizations in large part have
recently fused into a single Communist
Party. When it is considered, too, that a
section of the Independent Labor Party is
working in accord with those mentioned, it
will be recognized that however structurally
insignificant the movement may appear, its
ideas are spreading among the organized
workers in no small volume.

The Labor College

England has been subject to propaganda in-
fluences from two other directions, viz., the
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Central Labor College, and syndicalist propa-
gandists such as Tom Mann. With regard
to the Labor College, which is now the pos-
session of the National Union of Railway-
men and the South Wales Miners’ Federation,
the clear-cut Marxian teaching conducted
there has resulted in the production of a
number of active industrial unionists, who
have gone back particularly to the Welsh
coalfields and exercised great influence.

The students produce a magazine of their
own called the Plebs Magasine, and by form-
ing classes in many towns and districts, give
an impetus to working class education. Every
week hundreds of classes under the auspices
either of the Central Labor College or the
Socialist Labor Party, or some local labor
college group, affiliated to the Central Labor
College, are grappling with economics, in-
dustrial history, and such like subjects. The
effect was commented upon by the Govern-
ment Commissioners of Industrial Unrest in
1917, particularly in South Wales.

In nearly every large town classes, varying
from thirty to eighty members, are attending
several nights per week during the winter
months. The writer, during the whole of
last winter for example, bad two classes per
week, with an average attendance of forty
students. Other teachers were doing like-
wise. Now, when it is remembered that these
classes are producing industrial unionist stu-
dents capable of expressing themselves, it
will be realized that weighty forces are per-
sistently at work throughout the whole of the
trade union organizations, suggesting and ap-
plying the principles for which they stand.

In South Wales in particular, men such as
Noah Ablett, Reynolds, and Mainwaring,
with many others, have succeeded in making
marked advances in the direction of indus-
trial unionism, not by creating a fresh organ-
ization, but by modifying the existing organ-
izations and bringing the South Wales
Miners’ Federation in part under their con-
trol.

The Central Labor College is now called

the Labor College. It has twenty-seven stu-
dents in residence, but through correspon-
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dence and tutorial classes, it reaches 6,000
students a year.

Tom Mann and the Syndicalists

With regard to the syndicalists, Tom Mann
has been undoubtedly the outstanding figure.
Regarded by many as the “Stormy Petrel’
of the British labor movement, he has yet
had a remarkable influence in several im-
portant directions. His efforts to organize
the unskilled workers are well known; so
also the part he played in the dockers’ strike
of 1889, and the railway strike of 1911, His
positive contributions lie in those directions,
along with his amalgamation propaganda as
exemplified in his campaign for syndicalism.
His anti-parliamentarism created a prejudice
against him for a long time, which now be-
comes an asset, as the feeling against parlia-
mentarism becomes more general.

For some reason he has not yet given, he
entered and topped the poll in the Amalga-
mated Society of Engineers’ parliamentary
candidate election. It is this apparent vacil-
lation in tactics and his repeated appearance
in unexpected quarters that have created a
certain amount of distrust as to his capacity
to hold the leading-strings of an organisation
such as the A. S. E. He bad tried to become
general secretary of this society several times
and failed, but he succeeded in getting this
position in 1919 by an overwhelming vote.

Mann likes the freedom of the “free-
lance,” to be a working-class gladiator in
any part of the arena where the fight is rag-
ing, and whilst preaching organisation chafes
at the restraint which organization imposes.
He has had a dramatic career, a wide ex-
perience, and is, besides being an agitator,
capable of leadership. But any office will sit
lightly upon him for the temperamental rea-
sons I have indicated. At sixty-four, he is
full of vitality, and the glamor of the fight
is apon him. He may head a revolutionary
movement, he may finish his career as an
agitator, but to settle down as a mundane
official seems to those who know him as likely
an event as to see him settle down as a
poultry keeper. In any case he has rendered
good service to the industrial unionist move-
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ment by his amalgamation propaganda and
his support of the Workers’ Committees.

Mann picked up American syndicalist ideas
in Australia, and further studied syndicalism
in France. On his return to England, he
carried on a powerful propaganda on the
platform and through pamphlets and the
press. He did much to popularize the idea
of the short working day.

He received an ovation at the Trades
Union Congress of December, 1919. As
secretary of the A. S. E., the king craft
union, he is now inside the citadel, and his
influence upon the machinists will be power-
ful in these critical years. It is possible
that he will bulk almost as large in the head-
lines of 1921 as Mr. Smillie did in those of
1919 and 1920.

But even with Tom Mann, the syndicalist,
the movement takes the form of propaganda
for amalgamation of existing organizations.
It is in this direction that industrial unionism
has found expression in Great Britain until
the rise of the unofficial fighting workers’
committees. There has been an amalgama-
tion movement in the engineering industry.
The rise of the unofficial shop stewards move-
ment, however, meant the supersession of
the amalgamation committees.

Organisations by Industry or Class?

Such have been the main elements giving di-
rection to the tendencies towards the modifi-
cation of the industrial organization of the
British working class. They have now under-
gone a marked change, and because they
represent the advance guard of the move-
ment, with consciously formulated ideas, it
is well that we should observe the character
of the change.

The 1905 I. W. W. convention in America
formulated a scheme of organization by in-
dustry. Each industry was to have its own
particular union and these unions to be fed-
erated into one big organization. The Na-
tional Guildsmen of Great Britain, as well
as the old industrial unionists, still stand for
this form of organization. It should be men-
tioned in passing that Cole and Mellor of the
National Guilds League have helped consid-
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erably in the way of spreading these ideas
among trade unionists. The change from
this position since the Russian revolution,
has been marked, and the left wing of the
socialist movement now express themselves
more in terms of communism. The quota-
tion from the platform of the Socialist Labor
Party indicates the difference.

The communists recognize the need of de-
partmentalization according to industry, but
insist on the industry being subordinate to
the class character of organization. They
therefore propagate a class organization with
departments within it corresponding to in-
dustry. The difference may not appear to
be much, but on close examination it is a
matter deserving careful consideration.

Organization by industry involves the
recognition of each industry and each indus-
trial union as a separate entity, and the
executives thereof would be responsible to
each industry’s workers alone. It would tend
to produce a psychology of a sectional char-
acter, too, in that the primary thought would
be to defend one industry’s workers against
the others.

On the other hand, the communists urge
that the class principle should be applied
throughout, and just as all the workshop
committees of any plant, whether composed
of building workers, transport workers, or
engineers, are united in the works committee,
so also the works of a locality should be
united in the Workers’ Council. Then any
departmental committee set up would be re-
sponsible, not simply to a department, but
to the whole council.

The rival scheme of organization in rela-
tion to the existing trade unions should be
noted too. Organization by industry has its
problems, there is no doubt. The National
Union of Railwaymen and the miners approx-
imate to an industrial union while the engi-
neering workers and particularly the skilled
workers are trying to shape themselves in the
same direction.

There exists, at the same time, the Gen-
eral Workers’ Union, the Workers’ Union,
the National Amalgamated Union of Labor,
which are about to be fused. All these have
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workers spread over quile a number of in-
dustries. If, therefore, organization by in-
dustry has to be established, this huge body
of about a million workers will have to be
divided up among those unions which ap-
proximate to the industrial unions.

If it be asked how all these bodies, politi-
cal, educational, propagandist, are related to
the Workers’ Committee movement, I have
to answer that their literature is distributed
in the workshops and trade union branches;
their propagandists address workshop meet-
ings; their classes are open to all workers,
for the members of all these bodies are per-
sonally part of the industrial movement, too.
And it must not be forgotten that wherever
the workers extend their organizations in the
factories, wherever they assume responsi-
bility, such activities stimulate the demand
for classes, for literature and the like.

Other Forces

While the political parties, the educational
bodies, the propagandists, are directly con-
tributing to the most revolutionary aspects
of the working-class movement in every re-
spect, there are other bodies more moderate
in political outlook, who are nevertheless con-
tributing to the structural developments.
Ruskin College, the Independent Labor
Party, the Workers’ Educational Association,
while not revolutionary bodies, direct con-
siderable attention to the established struc-
ture of the trade union movement and its
developments.

The Whitley Report proposals and all
schemes immediately adaptable to the exist-
ing order, appeal to these members of the
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working-class movement. Their attempts to
apply them bring them up against the struc-
tural problems of trade unionism, and thus
their practical experience compels them to
contribute to the solution of the workers’
difficulties on the very same lines as the ex-
tremists.

A simple illustration will make this clear.
They wish the workers to share in control
of their conditions in workshop and factory.
To effect that, they must shift their ground
from the trade union branch to the workshop.
There, to have any organization at all, they
must get the workers sufficiently interested
to elect a shop committee. Immediately the
problem of sectionalism is upon them. Ex-
periment follows experiment to overcome the
difficulties involved until it is eliminated.
Thus are they doing the same thing as the
extremists, viz., organizing the workshops
and factories. The pressure of economic cir-
cumstances does the rest.

Developing Consciousness

For it must be clearly understood that, while
all the efforts I have enumerated are going
on, the workers as a whole have no conscious
purpose. They do not visualize a new so-
ciety and consciously march forward towards
it. An ever increasing minority do that as
the economic struggle proceeds, but the mass
moves intuitively, consequent on the pressure
of circumstances. Thus the social forces
move, rise in their power, and the minority,
conscious of the mightiest of these, antici-
pates it, interprets it, harnesses it, marches
on to victory.

George Nasmyth’

Lewis S. Gannett

EORGE NASMYTH was less known
G as a socialist than as a sociologist.
All his early prejudices were anti-
socialist; it was only as he came into touch
with the socialist movement and felt the

quality of its living idealism that he left aca-
demic theory behind and frankly placed him-

! George Nasmyth died in Switzerland in Sep-
tember, 1920.

self as a socialist. He studied to become a
physicist; but his years of study in pre-war
Europe brought him into the international
student movement and carried the center of
his interest far outside the stone walls of the
laboratories so that it became impossible for
him to continue the career for which he had
so long prepared. He devoted himself to the
organization of Cosmopolitan Clubs in the
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American universities and similar organiza-
tions in France, England, Switzerland, Ger-
many ; then, as he came to sense the economic
basis of international discord, he was carried
first into the train of Norman Angell and
Jacques Novicov, thinkers who were destroy-
ing the pseudo-scientific ‘“‘justifications of
war” and seeking to root out the terrific fatal-
ism which so largely contributed to make war
inevitable, and finally, like Norman Angell
himself, into the labor camp.

Nasmyth never accepted the materialistic
conception of history as a sufficient explana-
tion of the past, or of the present of his own
lifetime, but he found in the ranks of those
who accepted Marxian materialism almost the
only strain of international idealism vibrat-
ing in sympathy with the urge which de-
termined his own life. With all his scientific
training and his logical penetration of the
errors of militarism, he had in him something
of the prophet and the preacher: an unyield-
ing faith in the ultimate sunrise, a belief in
the men with whom he came into contact, and

To SIEGFRIED SASSOON

201

a dogged, determined, unwavering belief in
the worthwhileness of continued preaching
and propaganda. Although he spoke often at
socialist gatherings, was an organizer of the
Boston Trade Union College, and for a time
a member of the executive committee of the
Intercollegiate Socialist Society, he felt that
his own mission was rather to the uncon-
verted, and he spent his last year in endeav-
oring to make Christianity a Christian force,
to re-establish it as a force for international
good-will and reconciliation—with what suc-
cess cannot yet be judged. Whether time
would have brought more of the loss of faith
and the disillusionment which recent years
have brought to so many of his contempo-
raries, whether it would have led him to cast
himself whole-hearted into the labor move-
ment as the only forward path, we shall never
know. But George Nasmyth’s friends—and
there were many of them—will miss mightily
his infectious faith and good will, his power-
ful handshake, and the warm smile that
beamed down on lesser mortals from his six
foot four.

To Stegfried Sassoon

(Written after the reading in New York, May 7,
1920, for the benefit of The Socialist Review)

Jessie Wallace Hughan
We liked your verses read last night;

Through lurid lanes of murky light

To wild sweet things of youth they led

And faces of the shy young dead.
For graybeard fools that break and blight
The young limbs firm, the young love white,

For blasting creed and Moloch rite

Our hot scorn shouted as you read—

We liked your verses.

Our spirits sang upon the height;
They wept and cursed beneath your might;
They bent the knee and bowed the head—

And then—we shook your hand instead

And, murmuring politely, said—

We liked your verses!



FEducation in Soviet Russia
By William Marias Malisoff

sian problem and a socialist prob-

lem, both a Russian achievement and
a socialist achievement. Before the revolu-
tion, while other countries perverted educa-
tion, Russia suppressed it. Because of this
suppression, and because of the anti-revolu-
tionary reaction of the intelligentsia, Com-
missar of Education Lunacharsky found
Russia virgin soil. There was little weeding
to be done.

Russia turned out to be comfortably illit-
erate, not by ninety per cent, as is usually
thought in this country, but in perhaps half
that proportion. The three largest cities
measure up well:

E DUCATION in Russia is both a Rus-

Percentage of Literacy

Ages in 1917

Males 3S0to389yrs. 40to49 yrs. 50 to 59 yrs.
Petrograd 90 80 78
Moscow 86 15 69
Odessa 79 67 72

Females
Petrograd 81 62 53
Moscow 71 51 41
Odessa 61 53 48

A stumbling block to the new educational
program, far greater than illiteracy, has been
the attitude of the intelligentsia. The All-
Russian Union of Teachers and the central
apparatus of the former Ministry of Public
Instruction had to be instructed by the prole-
tariat how not to sabotage, how to be demo-
cratic and how to work earnestly for the
cause of education. This element was won
over through the efforts of the Commissariat
of Public Instruction, the State Board of
Public Education and the all-Russian con-
ventions of educators.

The communist personnel in the educa-
tional system was clearly responsible for the
rapid and revolutionary educational changes
in Russia. The very first set of decrees is-
sued by the government contained a pro-
nouncement on education. Before the end

of January, 1918, the Soviets had begun a
state publishing business, had abolished a
number of autocratic and religious depart-
ments, and had separated the schools from
the church. Simultaneously subsidies were
granted to school children, schools were con-
solidated and new educational programs were
issued.

An effort has been made to utilize the re-
sults of scientific investigations in educa-
tional methods. The Soviet officials specify
the very food of the children in terms of
calories, protein, fat, carbohydrates. They
give serious attention to the teachings of
Montessori, Ferrer and Dewey. The revolu-
tion, however, has made a distinctive con-
tribution in the establishment of-Red Army
universities and, above all, in workmen’s uni-
versities, which make higher education avail-
able to the great mass of workers.

The Unity Schools

An educational innovation is the Workers’
Unity School. This type of school is run on
the continuous grades system and is open to
all children on equal terms. Until a child
is sixteen, specialization in the true sense of
the word is avoided. The term “general
education,” however, is made to include poly-
technic training. Education assumes a labor
and play character and becomes real; schools
become children’s communes. In the pri-
mary grade—the first five years—the curric-
ulum includes work in kitchen, garden,
workshops and on farms. In the secondary
grade, ‘where the students remain for four
years, the broad social character of labor is
emphasized. The children are thought old
enough for serious participation in produc-
tive work, in codperate enterprises and the
like. Physical and aesthetic culture, of
course, is not ignored.

School fees have been abolished, children
have been provided with food and in many
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cases with clothing, the codperation of the
entire community has been enlisted. So long,
however, as the Soviet Republic has to de-
fend itself against the aggression of the
Allies, it will be difficult to provide an ade-
quate budget to carry out the plans of the
Commissariat.

School Attendance

The number of children attending schools
has been steadily increasing since the revo-
lution. It is estimated that during the year
1918-19, 2,600,000 attended the primary
grades and 200,000 the secondary grades,
while the latest figures available—those cited
by Lincoln Eyre in the New York World,
March 25, 1920—indicate an attendance in
the primary schools of 8,000,000 and in the
secondary schools of 1,500,000. When trade
is resumed the growth will be even greater.

Russia, it must be remembered, was always
dependent on foreign countries for its school
materials. In 1918, however, the Petrograd
district alone printed 11,600,000 books and
pamphlets, while the school budget reached
three billion rubles, and, in the first half of
1919, four billion. Thus far education has
been compulsory only in principle. Prob-
ably not more than 25 per cent of the chil-
dren are provided for, yet the registration
preparatory to the extension of the system
has assumed country-wide proportions.

The Teachers

The final serious lack is of teachers. At first
many teachers were actually paid by counter-
revolutionists to stay away from school, while
many others disliked the new educational
methods and were opposed to communism.
In a multitude of cases, these very teachers
are now active enthusiasts. The revolution
has turned out to be the best seminary for
old teachers.

Lunacharsky in his report of September,
1918, speaks of the development of the
economic, moral and intellectual level of the
teachers. The Commissariat has raised the
pay of teachers, has established hundreds of
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special course-schools, where they may study
the history of socialism, etc., and has organ-
ized so-called ““central pedagogic courses” of
the Commissariat. Various leaders, such as
Bucharin, Lunacharsky and others, have lec-
tured in these courses.

Russia is the only land where pre-school
education is an integral part of the educa-
tional system. The Soviet ideal is to start a
process of education at the age of one year.
At present, however, the children begin their
work in the kindergarten at approximately
the same age as in America.

The guiding principle of the Commissariat
of Education is that advanced education shall
be accessible to all in Russia. All are allowed
to attend lectures in the higher grades. Only
those who have shown certain capabilities are
admitted to the practical vocational work.

New Universities

Since the Soviets took control, ten new uni-
versities have been established. The Uni-
versity of Moscow is attended by 26,000
students. A great number of smaller insti-
tutions of higher learning which admit all
workers desiring an education are scattered
throughout the country. Russia is giving
special attention to the training of its own
proletarian experts, and the scientific asso-
ciations have received a new lease of life.

The Commissariat of Education which has
achieved so much in adult education has
established a department for “home educa-
tion and people’s universities,” another for
“aid to independent school organizations,” a
third for “universal compulsory education.”

Art

Direct appeal to the revolutionary masses to
fight on the “illiteracy front” has brought
about a great amount of activity. The Cen-
tral Library Commission which has charge
of the distribution of reading matter in co-
Gperation with the postal telegraphic depart-
ment, has established reading rooms in the
very wilds. The government has thrown
open its archives, centralized museums (in-
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dustrial and artistic), and, in short, all of its
cultural facilities of a public nature. The
story of the theatre as a cultural force has
often been told. The government has estab-
lished academies of music and song. It has
transformed the decrepit Academy of Arts
into a free governmental artistic workshop.
It has created an artistic-industrial depart-
ment for the purpose of elevating the artistic
angle of industry!

Industrial Education

The Commissariat has given much attention
to popular education in the industrial plants,
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particularly since the creation of labor
armies. A late decree for the so-called
proletcult (proletarian culture) makes it obli-
gatory for all workers between the ages of
18 and 40 to take a course, unless they have
already done so, in the technology of their
work. Those taking this course work six
hours, instead of eight, for which they are
paid.

Soviet Russia is striving to develop an
education for the new era. It would be well
for the world to watch its progress with sym-
pathetic eyes. For the world will some day
follow Russia.

Book Reviews

A Study of British Labor

What the Workers Want. Arthur Gleason. N.Y.:
Harcourt, Brace and Howe. 1920.

Arthur Gleason introduces his new book, “What
the Workers Want,” as “the human record of
British labor as it goes to victory, reported by an
American for Americans.” From the American
point of view there could scarcely be a better in-
troduction. The reader will certainly gain from
this volume a vivid impression of the British labor
movement since the signing of the armistice in
November, 1918. He will also gain such knowl-
edge of the trend of British labor as will enable
him to interpret events for, it may be, the next
twenty years.

To the American reader the book will come as a
refreshing draught from wells of political sanity;
& cooling drink from the saving springs«of humor.
It will reveal to him the great trade-union social-
ists of Britain “successfully fighting the sweep of
anarchy from eastern and central Europe and the
murderous bitterness of American industrial rela-
tions.” He will catch from the movement a note
of certain triumph sustained by a passion for a
better, freer Britain; he will also hear undertones
of a terrible sadness. The worker with his wealth
of dogged staying power is out for victory; but it
will come to him loaded with a weight of reponsi-
bility, as a result of physical and mental effort.
Whether victory comes or not there will be the
burden of general poverty. During the next three
years, when the “troubled and disastrous financial
condition of Britain is realized,” the financial
propositions of the I. L. P., for a graduated system
of conscription of wealth, for taxation of land, ac-
cumulated capital, incomes and profits, and for a
national bank must come to the fore. Hardship
itself will accelerate the pace.

Value to British Readers

The book is an interpretation of British labor
to the world at large—the author’s introduction is
far too modest—and provides an especially
fascinating study for the British reader. In it he
can see himself as others see him, can listen to a
friend from over the water, a little more logical
than himself, endowed with rather better powers
of observation, a superior fund of humor, a ca-
pacity of hitting straight and of wasting no words
upon the operation.

The British reader may be somewhat surprised
at the high estimate set upon his own labor leaders;
he takes them more casually. He may find it diffi-
cult to keep abreast of the now rapidly moving
events and to realize the importance of the role
played of late by Robert Smillie, president of the
Miners’ Federation, “the strongest industrial union
in the world.” Gleason says, “the Coal Commission
was Robert Smillie. He created it. His miners
nominated four of the twelve members and had
the refusal or acceptance on approval of two more.

He held the witnesses fronting the costs
and gains of the industry in terms of the human
welfare of the workers.”

The British reader may not have pictured Frank
Hodges, the brilliant secretary of the Miners’
Federation, as “the most powerful young man in
England.” Yet as he reads he will be increasingly
ready to admit that it is the spectator who sees
most of the game. If his Oxford years, as is the
case with the present writer, happen to have fallen
upon the period when G. D. H. Cole, Mellor and
Laski were at the outset of their careers or were
still undergraduates, and if he opens this volume
with the memory of many a warm discussion of the
theory of British socialism still in mind, he will
get his first salutary shock when he reads of the
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British labor movement as a “revolution without a
philosophy.” “The British prefer not to see a
thing ahead of time. They rely on their reserve
strength to see them through. So right now, they
are working a greater change than their talk about
it reveals. And it is going to be done with an ac-
companiment of severer suffering than they let
themselves realize.”

The Coming Revolution

The British movement is unique in that it expects
to achieve its goal by means of a bloodless revc-
lution. “The nearer labor approaches its day of
power the more does it slow up and develop re-
sponsibility, and the fainter grow the voices of the
extremists. . . . The leaders of labor are con-
stitutionalists, who desire neither bloodshed nor
paralysis. They wish a steady next step progress
to the socialist state, with workers’ control. Those
leaders are Smillie, Hodges, Clynes, Henderson,
Thomas, Gosling.” This is the “gentle revolution”
upon which the author dwells with insistence. It
is also the raison d’étre of this volume. “It is of
high political importance that we in America learn
to know these men of labor. For Curzon and
Carson, Milner and Churchill are fast becoming
spectral; but Clynes and Thomas, Gosling and
Hodges, will one day be among the governors of
Britain.”

The gentle revolution will take place along two
lines. A majority of labor members will one day
be elected to Parliament, and labor will be called
upon to create a labor government. The power to
create a labor government is in the hands of the
workers even now and can be used as soon as the
people are sufficiently awakened. The other line
is that of workers’ control, culminating in the
elimination of the capitalist and more immediately,
in nationalization of mines and the transport sys-
tem. Once he has familiarized the reader with
the setting and the leading personalities of British
labor, the author turns persistently towards any
promising means that may lead to the discovery of
the probable rate of progress, or reveal a possible
time within which a substantial achievement of
labor aims may be looked for. The question
“When?” dominates the remaining two-thirds of
the volume; it accounts for the range of the sub-
ject matter and is the key to the somewhat mis-
cellaneous appearance of the chapter headings.

The book is divided into two nearly equal parts
of some 250 pages each. The first part is mainly
from the author’s own pen; the exceptions com-
prise a series of chapters upon special subjects.
Hodges writes upen workers’ control; Murphy of
Sheffield upon the shop stewards’ movement.
Cramp speaks for the railway men; Smillie sup-
plies a digest of his views upon the England that
the workers want.
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In the second part of the book we have eight or
ten documents of supreme interest to any student
of the movement who wishes to make himself
master of the outlook in detail in any one or
more of several lines. These papers are the re-
ports of the councils, conferences and commissions
in which the year 1919 was prolific. There are in
some cases comments by the author.

Thomas, Smillie, Hodges

What do the workers want? was the question
often put to labor’s “Big Six” during the sitting
of the Coal Commission. The wants of the workers
can be summarized, according to J. H. Thomas,
under four heads: shorter hours, higher wages,
workers’ control, and nationalization of mines and
transport. The first two are easiest of attainment
and the most immediately urgent; a more com-
plicated and a more prolonged struggle ranges
about the last two.

Gleason put the question “When?” to Smillie, a
man whose word is law to 800,000 miners, a leader
well accustomed to swaying not only great assem-
blies, but also, at times, his fellow leaders. He
placed the attainment of workers’ control as from
5 to 15 years distant. Smillie is worn, and no
longer able to take the strenuous part in leader-
ship that was his up to last year. This will be
labor’s loss.

Hodges, with a sharper consciousness of diffi-
culties ahead, puts the time at from 5 to 20
years. Smillie, and to a certain extent Hodges,
are miners first, and men of wider interest by
dint of intellectual effort or of natural genius.
Gleason, without the miners’ bias and perhaps also
without the feeling of trade union strength now
native to the miner, fresh from a comprehensive
survey of the whole fleld, and gifted with re-
markable powers of analysis of social problems,
places the achievement of control as covering 25
years.

Women and the Revolution

Gleason enumerates three forgotten and two un-
known factors likely to be omitted from attempted
forecasts, and he points out at least one con-
siderable gap in the philosophy of the guildsmen,
a group of young intellectuals who have otherwise
done excellent service to the cause in “domesticat-
ing a British brand of syndicalism, as agreeable
to the palate as Lipton’s tea.” Amongst the for-
gotten factors stands Horatio Bottomley and his
press; he is the Hearst of Great Britain. Sec-
ondly, there is ancient England, fed upon tradi-
tion, learned, refined, to whom the proletariat is
simply repulsive.

Thirdly, there are the women (we place them
here for convenience of treatment, the author puts
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them first). There are some 7,000,000 in industry,
largely unorganized, often excluded from the men’s
unions. During the war their wages rose in some
cases to two-thirds that of the men. At the pres-
ent moment their wages are tumbling down
“Women will be an auxiliary force in the struggle
of the coming years.” They will not be in the
ranks of the regulars. “The ‘fron will enter their
souls. No one is going to help them but them-
selves.” It is an added complication in the matter
of a political forecast that a large proportion of
them are now enfranchised.

Youth at the Stirrup

The unknown factors are primarily the young men
and the returned soldiers. Youth is “at the stirrup
but not yet in the saddle.” Hodges is almost the only
young leader whose voice is heard at conferences.
‘What the equestrian will do when he gets amongst
the ranks of the marchers the author does not
venture to predict. The men too young to have
taken part in the war have been, in the present
writer’s estimation, visited with over-responsibility
in business life, over-paid for their small experi-
ence; they tend to make acute business men of
narrow interests and fond of pleasure. The iron
may enter their souls too in the coming years,
unless they continue to succeed in business, when
they may well be lost to labor.

The returned soldiers are forming up in two
groups: the “Comrades of the Great War,” in-
spired largely by the upper classes; and the
“Federation of Discharged Soldiers and Sailors”
created by the rank and file of the late army and
navy. Members of the Discharged Soldiers’
Federation are by no means all labor men, but the
writer has observed amongst a group of three or
four hundred in a certain small but well-known
English city, ably led by a few public spirited
young ex-soldiers, an increasing trend to the left;
and a tendency amongst employers to pass by a
Federation man if a Comrade could be obtained.

There can be found at most labor centers a few
at least of the younger men who are admirers of
the Russian model and who uphold, in theory, the
method of the armed revolution. What will be the
effect of the hotheads upon the harassed and
timorous middle classes? There i3 always & cer-
tain risk that a mishandling of the situation by
some group or other may cause a conflagration.
This very risk, in the eyes of our author, renders
it imperative that the social analyst should point
out with merciless clarity that the bridge is lacking
between the day of aspiration and that of achieve-
ment. Thus, whilst acknowledging his services in
helping to provide direction for the forces of labor,
Gleason does not spare G. D. H. Cole. His treat-
ment of the evidence proffered by Cole to the Coal
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Commission and Cole’s failure to follow it up with
concrete propositions is a challenge to all guilds-
men to discover quickly whether or not they have
been leading labor up a blind alley. It is equally
a challenge to all labor leaders to consider whether
they have set themselves with sufficient assiduity,
or indeed with any assiduity at all, to win over
and educate to their cause the managerial element
in industry.

Cole and the Sankey Report

The principle of joint control by employers and
employes has been very widely ylelded in Great
Britain; but only in such measure as to whet the
appetite of workers for the substance in place of
the shadow; only in the main in matters concern-
ing hours and wages and details of personal com-
fort. The author points out, in a chapter contain-
ing notes by the Ministry of Labor upon the find-
ings of the Whitley Councils, how few of the giant
industries have come in under them. These coun-
cils, it is said, do little or nothing to train the
workers in the assumption of managerial function.
It is the desire to participate in such function that,
more than the matter of hours or wages, is at the
root of labor unrest.

Mr. Justice Sankey realized this truth and en-
deavored to draw from Mr. Cole practical in-
formation the existence of which would appear to
be implied by his generalizations;® it was with evi-
dent disappointment that Mr. Sankey was obliged
to substitute the recommendation of Lord Haldane
upon the training of a new class of government
servant, as undertaken by the London School of
Economics for certain administrative officers of
the army. Gleason comments on this subject, “It
is conceivable that a well grounded statement of
workers’ control might have won for the miners a
recognition that will now be delayed through a
transition period of several years.” The author
looks to the London School of Economics, with
Laski now on its staff, to supply at some future
date the framework of the missing scheme.

In a survey so comprehensive and illuminating
the English reader cannot but conclude that Mr.
Gleason would have had something of much value
to say in a review of the labor press of Great
Britain, We should like to know how he regards
the valiant little Daily Herald. We are left won-
dering that in a review of so many personalities
the editor of the Herald, George Lansbury, has
no place.

The thanks of all ranks of British labor will go
freely to Mr. Gleason for his arduous, helpful and
most sympathetic work in interpreting the British
movement not only to his own countrymen, but
also to itself. Mazcazer B. Croox.

*Cole’s précis of evidence, portions of his oral

evidence, also the Sankey Report and Haldane's
evidence are incorporated in Part II.
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The Workers’ Culture
The Equipment of the Workers. An Enquiry by
the St. Philip’s Settlement Education and Eco-
nomics Research Society. London: George

Allen and Unwin. 1919, 334 pp. (American

agent, Sunwise Turn.)

The Equipment of the Workers, though the first
to be published, is intended to be volume II of a
trilogy now being compiled by a group of the
Fellowship of Reconstruction investigating in
Sheffield, England. Volume I will be entitled The
Education of the Workers and volume III The
Environment of the Workers. The book already
issued is evidence that this work is being accom-
plished carefully, scientifically, solidly: what is
more, every effort is being made to eliminate as
far as possible the customary dryness of such
researches when printed. The statistical summary
reveals that about one-fourth of the manual work-
ers in Sheffield are well-equipped mentally and
morally, approaching three-quarters are inade-
quately-equipped, and about one-fifteenth are de-
cidedly mal-equipped.

It is, however, only necessary to reconstruct
from the data given for the well-equipped the
various individuals of that division to realize how
complete is the lack of even an elementary cul-
ture in this specimen section of the working class.
To quote from the preface: “Some of our ‘anti-
labor’ readers, eager to find support for their
prejudices, will hold that we have revealed the in-
feriority of the poor. Perhaps when we have
completed the present inquiry we shall investigate
the educational equipment of other social strata
consisting of people not so poor as the workers
in material things. Would an investigation prove
them to be richer in things of the spirit?” The
continual cry of the modern artist and the sensi-
tive man against the vulgarity of taste and man-
ners imposed by capitalist society, voiced very
recently by Gilbert Cannan, Van Wyck Brooks,
Waldo Frank, and Paul Rosenfeld, would indi-
cate that the middle and leisure classes are no less
deficient in any real vital culture. Disastrous as
an economic experiment, capitalism has wreaked
equal damage, by its drive towards standardisa-
tion and uniformity, upon all that makes life
colorful, sportive, and free. It has carried on a
gigantic process of bleaching the human soul,
the outcome of which can be grasped from such
works as The Equipment of the Workers.

Gormam B. Muxsow.

Steel and Labor
The Great Steel Strike and Its Lessons. Willlam
Z. Foster. N. Y.: Huebsch. 1920. 265 pp.
The Steel Strike of 1919. Commission of Inquiry,
Interchurch World Movement. N. Y.: Harcourt,
Brace and Howe. 1920. 275 pp.
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No student who wishes to visualize the class
struggle as it actually exists in the United States
can afford to be without these case books on the
steel strike, one prepared by a group of churchmen
and economists watching the struggle from the side
lines, the other written by the able leader of the
strike committee.

Both books are in essential agreement in their
analysis of the causes of this greatest of modern
American strikes, and in their description of the
Prussian methods employed by the steel trust
throughout the entire period of the conflict.

While the committee from the Interchurch World
Movement acts chiefly as impartial historian, Mr.
Foster combines the function of historian and
social philosopher. His analysis of the causes of
the failure of the strike are deserving of special
attention. This failure Mr. Foster lays chiefly
to the door of the unions. While the trade unions
throughout the country gave the steel workers
more assistance than ever before in their history,
yet the effort put forth “was but a fraction of
the power the unions should and could have
thrown into the fight. The organization of the
steel industry should have been a special order of
business for the whole labor movement. But un-
fortunately, it was not. The big men of labor
could not be sufficiently awakened to its supreme
importance to induce them to sit determinedly into
the National Committee meetings and to give the
movement the abundant moral and financial back-
ing so essential to its success. Official pessimism,
bred of thirty years of trade-union failure in the
steel industry, hung like a mill-stone about the
neck of the movement in all its stages.”

Moreover, the force of organizers, handled by
many internationals, was loosely knit together.
The steel unions had no definite connections with
related trades. In the next big drive, “which
should be in a year or two, . . . the twenty-
four unions should . . . be so allied with the
miners’ and railroad men’s organizations that
should it come to a strike these two powerful
groups of unions would rally to their aid and
paralyze the steel industry completely by depriv-
ing it of those essentials without which it cannot
operate, fuel and rail transportation.”

A further hindrance to success, Mr. Foster main-
tains, was the withdrawal from the strike of the
Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel and Tin
Workers, which had jurisdiction over about 50
per cent of the mill workers, including all the
strategic steel-making trades, “without whose sup-
port the remainder cannot possibly win.”

Mr. Foster’s view of the ultimate goal of trade
unions is also of unusual interest. The trade
union movement, he believes, is essentially revo-
lutionary, although trade unions at times try to
camouflage their real goal This camouflaging,
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while it disarms certain opposition on the part of
the capitalists, “costs the unions the support of the
whole left wing of the labor movement.

This devitalizing drain must be stopped and the
great body of progressives and radicals won over
to the whole-hearted support of the trade unions.
I consider this one of the most important tasks con-
fronting the labor movement. But it can be accom-
plished only by driving home to these elements the
patent facts that the trade unions are making
straight for the abolition of capitalism and that
they are going incomparably faster towards this
goal than any of the much advertised, so-called
revolutionary unions, in spite of the latter’s glitter-
ing preambles.”

The author is confident that vast changes for
the better will be wrought in trade unionism
when the militants get into the unions, begin to
work together, set up their own press, further
plans for amalgamation and federation, initiate
organizing campaigns and retire to private life
such officials as now find themselves at the head
of the Amalgamated Association.

The unions, with the exception of such hopeless
affairs as the United Garment Workers, “are mov-
ing steadily onward and upward, and they have an
unshakable grip upon the workers in their re-
spective spheres. This being so, the logical thing
to do is systematically to set about improving
and strengthening them.”

The author contends that the English radicals
“do not waste their time and strength in empty,
pessimistic criticism of the trade unions, and in
vain, foolhardy, attempts to tear the whole labor
structure to pieces and to reconstruct it accord-
ing to the dream of Daniel De Leon. . . . The
hour when our militants generally adopt English
methods, and turn their whole-hearted attention to
building up and developing the trade union move-
ment—that hour will be the dawn of a new day
for American Labor.”

The Interchurch report devotes much of its at-
tention to the grievances which led to the calling
of the strike. Its conclusion in regard to the
length of the working day in the steel industry
prior to the strike is startling. “Approximately
one-half the employes were subject to the twelve-
hour day. Approximately one-half of these in turn
were subjected to the seven-day week. Much less
than one-quarter had & working day of less than
ten hours (sixty-hour week). The average week
for all employes was 68.7 hours,” a higher average
than in 1910 and 1914. Other basic industries near
stecl communities had a working week from 12 to
20 hours shorter than the steel industry, while the
British steel workers worked 20 hours less a week.
Moreover, “nearly three-quarters of the steel
workers could not earn enough for an American
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standard of living,” and this despite the fact that
the United States Steel Corporation accumulated
in 1919 an undivided surplus of $493,048,201.93
as compared with a surplus of $151,798,428.89 in
1914.

“The steel industry,” continues the report, “was
under the domination of a policy whose aim was to
keep out labor unions. In pursuit of this policy,
blacklists were used, workmen were discharged for
union affiliation, ‘under-cover men’ and ‘labor de-
tectives’ were employed and efforts were made to
influence the local press, pulpit and police authori-
ties.

“In Western Pennsylvania the civil rights of
free speech and assembly were abrogated without
just cause, both for individuals and labor organiza-
tions. Personal rights of strikers were violated by
the State Constabulary and sheriff’s deputies.”

These two books should be required reading for
all who still think that industrial autocracy and
political democracy can exist side by side.

H. W. L.

The Revolutionary Classics

Our Great War and the Great War of the Ancient
Greeks. Gilbert Murray, N. Y.: Scott and
Seltzer. 1920.

In a day when science has so lamentably failed
to see straight, it is refreshing to turn from the
reactionary moderns to Gilbert Murray and thc
ribald radicalism of Aristophanes. “Our Great
War and the Great War of the Ancient Greeks™
is an innocuous title, but under it the classicist
has succeeded in getting over some daring points
of view on censorship, the international proletariat,
and the economic causes of war.

Gilbert Murray’s translations are, as always, en-
joyable, even though such words as “Niagara” in
the mouth of the Athenians make us a bit suspi-
cious that other lively expressions also may be
more Murray than Aristophanes. Perhaps the
desire they arouse in us for a comparison with
the original is a part of the author’s deep-laid
scheme to wean us from all translations, even the
best.

More impressive, however, than the summoning
to life of old Athens or the brilliant analysis of
war psychology is the tragic parallelism which
Professor Murray makes us feel between our
own perilous civilization and the imperial democ-
racy of the Greeks. Natural science is teaching
us how to run our car with speed and comfort;
but the classics are the language of certain guide-
posts along the road. Can we afford to neglect
either one?

Jessie Wartace Huonax
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The International of Intellectuals

La Lucur dans ’Abime. Henri Barbusse. Paris:

Editions Clarté. 1920.

Barbusse depicts the present social order on
its way to bankruptcy, famine, and defeat. The
old civilization crumbles, having been maintained
for ages on lies. The governors and diplomats
seek to ward off the coming doom by brutalities
and violence, and to allay the popular discontent
by flattery and promises. The soldier world has
been universally deceived. Incomprehensibly great
has been the incompetence, the cruelty and injus-
tice in the conduct of the war both at the front
and at home.

The possessing classes base their power on the
ignorance of the masses, and easily instill in the
minds of those long enslaved the cult of that which
is consecrated and the hatred of that which is
new. To combat this mental myopia, the group
Clarté has been formed—a “League of Intellectual
Solidarity. for the Triumph of the Cause of Inter-
nationalism.” It has no political or national affil-
iations whatsoever; it is founded on reason, not
sentiment; its norm is the individual, its law
equality; it believes in the unification, not the col-
laboration of classes. It endorses the soviet sys-
tem of representation as more democratic than
our own; labor, it declares, should alone be re-
munerated, and all other forms of acquiring money
suppressed. It stands for humanity as against
the nation, and conducts its propaganda by inter-
national congresses, conferences, and publications.

The author is French in his enthusiastic insist-
ence on reason and his belief in pure ideas. The
book is written with compelling ardor, and closes
with an image likening the poilu bent beneath his
heavy load, to the biblical scape-goat bearing on
his back the sins of the whole world.

Hertex Samuien.

Fiction about Russia

Facts and Fabrications about Soviet Russia.
Evans Clark. N. Y.: Rand School of Social
Science. 1920. 96 pp.

In his foreword the author, formerly instructor
in government in Princeton and for some time
director of the Information Bureau of the Soviet
Bureau, fitly describes the purpose of this ex-
ceedingly useful volume:

“This is a guide-book for searchers after truth
in a wilderness of intellectual confusion. It might
be called a field key to American information
about Russia. It is designed to enable the reader
to identify a fabrication at sight, to make a fair
guess at what is a fact and to know just where the
truth may be found in the morass of conflicting
propaganda.”
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The volume is divided into two parts. Part 1
deals with the astounding falsehoods told about
Soviet Russia by the American Press, publicists
and state and federal officials during the past few
years. In this portion the Sisson documents, the
presidential fabrications, the reports of alleged
military defeats, and the rumors concerning “the
nationalization of women,” etc., are set forth in
documentary form.

Part II consists of a comprehensive bibliography
of periodical, book and pamphlet literature dealing
sympathetically with all phases of the Russian
problem—foreign policy, education, drama, in-
dustry, labor, propaganda, religion, the woman
question, etc.

The author has placed all students of the Rus-
sian question under a debt of gratitude for this
mine of classified information concerning the truth
and falsity of the thousand of conflicting rumors
concerning the Russia of today.

Book Notes

The Passing of the County Jail. By Stuart Alfred
Queen, Ph. D. Menasha, Wisconsin: The Col-
legiate Press. 1920. 156 pp.

A scholarly study of jail conditions in California
and a plea for a more humane method of handling
the prison problem.

Pamphlets

Relation of Public Ownership to Democracy and
Social Justice. By Albert M. Todd. Chicago:
Public Ownership League. 1920. 29 pp. An
address before the Academy of Political Science
in the City of New York. A plea for public
ownership as a necessity for democracy; an ex-
posé of the corrupt and autocratic influence of
privately-owned railroads, and an exposition of
the democratic influence of public control in
Switzerland.

Report of the Commission of Inquiry Into the
Present Conditions in Ireland. London: British
Labour Party, 33 Eccleston Square, S. W. 1. 1920.
12 pp. A powerful plea for self-determination in
Ireland.

Trusts and the Public. By A. L. B. London:
The Labour Party, 1920. 8 pp. Recommendation
regarding the immediate and ultimate solution of
the trust problem. Ultimately the author believes
that “it is for labor to destroy the whole body
cf capitalism.”

The Future of Our Foreign Trade. By Frank
A. Vanderlip and John H. Williams. N. Y.:
Scarborough-on-Hudson. 1920. 44 pp. Showing
the swing of America from a debtor to a creditor
nation.



Terms of Third International

International for parties making ap-

plication for membership are here
given in substance. The conditions are so
severe that in none of the large countries ex-
cept Italy has the majority labor or socialist
party as yet accepted them.

THE terms formulated by the Third

1. “The daily propaganda and agitation must
have a clear communist character. . . . The
bourgeoisie and also its accomplices, the reformers
of all types, must be systematically and unmerci-
fully branded.”

2. Reformists and centrists should be systemat-
jcally removed from all responsible posts in the
labor movement, and “‘experienced’ opportunists”
be replaced without hesitation by workers of the
rank and file.

8. “In countries where because of a state of
siege or of exceptional laws the communists are
unable to carry on all their work legally. . . .
it is their duty . . . to create parallel to the
legal an illegal organization capable at the decisive
moment of fulfilling its duty to the revolution.”

4. “A systematic and vigorous propaganda
must be carried on in the army.”

5. A systematic and well-planned agitation
must be carried on in the country districts.

6. Every party must “denounce not only
avowed patriotism, but also dishonest and hypo-
critical pacifism, and . . . demonstrate to the
workers that without the revolutionary overthrow
of capitalism no international court of arbitration,
no discussion of the reduction of armaments, no
‘democratic’ reorganization of the League of
Nations can preserve mankind from fresh im-
perialistic wars.”

7. “The Communist International demands im-
peratively . . . a complete and final break with
reformist and centrist policies . . . and that this
break be made within a very short time. The
Communist International cannot admit that such
avowed opportunists as Turati, Kautsky, Hilfer-
ding, Hillquit, Longuet, Macdonald, Modigliani,
etc., should have the right to call themselves mem-
bers of the Third International. That would make
the Third International too much like the Second.”

8. “. . . Parties in those countries whose bour-
geoisie possesses colonies and oppresses nationali-
ties” must “support every movement for emanci-
pation in the colonies not only with words bat
with acts, . . . nourish in the hearts of the work-
ers . . . a genuine fraternal feeling for the work-

ing population of the colonies, and . . . sustain
a systematic agitation among the troops of their
countries against all oppression of the people of
the colonies.”

9. Communist nuclei must be formed within the
trade unions, the cooperatives, and other mass
organizations of the workers.

10. “It is the duty of parties belonging to the
Communist International vigorously and persist-
ently to fight the yellow Trade Union International
organized at Amsterdam.”

11. * . . Each communist member of Parlia-
ment” must “subordinate all his activity to the
true interests of revolutionary propaganda and
agitation.”

12. “The periodical and non-periodical press
and all party publishing concerns should be under
the complete control of the party executive,
whether that be legal or illegal.”

18. “Parties . . . should be organized on the
principle of democratic centralization. . . . The
party executive” should be “armed with large
powers,” exercise ‘“uncontested authority,” and
have “the unanimous confidence of the active mem-
bership.”

14. “The Communist parties in countries where
the communists work legally must carry out peri-
odic housecleanings of the party organization to
rid the party of petty bourgeois and special in-
terest elements.”

15. “Parties . . . should give unqualified sup-
port to all soviet republics in their struggles
against the counter-revolution. They should un-
tiringly preach refusal to transport munitions or
supplies to the enemies of the soviet Republic.”

16. Each party should revise its program and
“work out a new program in the spirit of the
decisions of the Communist International adapted
to the special conditions of their countries. Ass
rule the programs . . . should be confirmed by
the Congress of the Communist International, or
by its Executive Committee.”

17. “All decisions of the Congress and of the
Executive Committee of the Communist Interna-
tional are binding upon all parties affiliated with
it. . . . The Communist International and its
Executive Committee should take into considera-
tion the very varied conditions in the different
countries, and make general and binding resolu-
tions only when they can be carried out.”

18. All parties must assume the name “Com-
munist Party of . (Section of the Third
Communist International).”



College Notes

N spite of—perhaps because of—the re-
I strictions that many college authorities
have placed on free speech and thought
in the last few years, this season opens with
numerous healthy signs for the I. S. S. Stu-
dents everywhere seem to be rousing from
their academic apathy to a real curiosity
about things that are going on in the world
outside of college walls and text books. From
obscure colleges which we have never before
been able to reach with speakers or organ-
izers, we are receiving requests for literature
and information.

It is too early in the college year to expect
any great amount of activity from our chap-
ters, but some have already started the year’s
work.

The Adelphi group, of which Amelia Seid-
man is secretary, held its opening meeting
on October 15th. Jessica Smith spoke on the
need and the opportunities for the I. S. S.
and assisted the members in planning a mem-
bership campaign and program for the year.

The Boston University chapter, organized
last term, has lost its leading spirit, Eli
Kogos. Kogos is planning to spend next
year in study in France. Sadie Shapiro will
take his place as head of the group, and

promises a vigorous organization.

At C. C. N. Y. the authorities, grown un-
easy over the activities of the Social Prob-
lems Club which held two meetings a week
last year, have restricted the number of
speakers for any organization to two a month.
Nothing daunted, the club is making plans
accordingly and is already securing speakers
for the coming season. The club will con-
tinue its discussion groups and study circles.

A number of students at Columbia Uni-
versity have organized “The Columbia
Forum” with the assistance of the I. S. S.
Harry Laidler addressed the opening meeting
on “The Ideals of Modern Socialism.” The
group has decided not to affiliate with the
I. S. S. at this time. It plans, however, to
keep in close touch with the Society, and

many of the members are joining individually.
Later a smaller group of those who desire
to concentrate on the study of socialism, will
organize a branch of the I. S. S. Rolland
Bradley is president of the new organization,
Helen Rivkin of Barnard, secretary.

Charles Madison of the University of
Michigan writes that he has sent out a call
to the initial meeting of the season, and ex-
pects good response.

A growing number of students are inter-
ested in the work of the I. S. S. at Princeton,
and it is probable that the Princeton chapter
will reorganize in the near future.

Thomas L. Dabney writes from Richmond,
Virginia, that a group of students at Virginia
Union University are interested in socialism
and expect to form an I. S. S. chapter.

The Vassar chapter held a dinner on Oec-
tober 25th at which Harry Laidler spoke on
“The Labor Movement Here and Abroad.”
In the afternoon he addressed a large body
of students on the issues of the presidential
campaign.

The University of Wisconsin chapter is
planning a debate between Seymour Sted-
man, vice-presidential candidate on the So-
cialist Party ticket and a prominent non-
socialist.

Alumni Activities

The Boston Alumni Chapter is opening an
excellent series of meetings with a discussion
on “The Ecohomic Interpretation of History”
early in November. For December 5th, Miss
Hodge, the secretary, is arranging a sym-
posium on “The Socialist State.”

The New York Alumni Chapter will reopen
its Saturday afternoon Camaraderies early in
November.

The St. Louis Alumni Chapter will be re-
organized by Johnston C. Craig, formerly
president of the University of Wisconsin
chapter. J.G. S.






