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tion? Her long coast-ling, capable of easy bombard-
ment by both French and British tax-gatherer’s bat-
tleships? 1 merely introduce these interrogations
as indicative of many equally pertinent; of problems
that would have demanded attention even if the
“‘had’’ leaders had been substituted by ‘‘good’’ ones.

Italy is not Russia. Many of our friends are ap-
parently unaware of Lenin’s rebuke to such vision-
aries. Russia, at the time of her November, 1917,
coup-d’etat, had over half the army (the other half
wavering and demoralized) and almost all the navy;
a peasantry wanting land, workers wanting bread,
and all wanting peace—and no political group cap-
able of meeting the sitnation, or handling affairs.
Opportunity knocked and the Bolsheviki opeued the
door. Furthermore, Rnssia possesses vast tracts of
territory eminently suited for military manoeuvr-
ings, especially retreats, a form of warfare in which
troops are saved while their opponents perish; and
many other physical characteristics denied to Italy,
Britain, or even Germany ; her southern ports are in-
land, her northern ice-bound for about six months.
Besides, the system of, the bourgeoisie had not devel-
oped as in these other lands. Tts resistance was
weak. When the chain of capitalist economy snap-
ped under the strain of uhrestrained credit exten-
sion, ete., due to the war, it burst at its weakest link.
Many other points crowd in upon a treatment of this!
matter. but T must forbear.

* * * *

The chapter on France, like the preceding ones,
¢ontains information ruined by the confused out-
look of the author. Tt is a trifle amusing to see
“Jeft-wing Socialists, Anarchists (Emma Goldman
take note!), Syndiealists, and Communists’’ lumped
together indiseriminately as ‘‘revolutionary ele-
ments.’ We get a re-vamping of ‘‘principles’’
enunciated in the earlier chapters. An onslaught
on dual unionism recurs in the work like a major
theme in a Wagnerian opera. The I. W. W. is at-
tacked and not explained. . One might ask as to the
economic background of this movement in America;,
which, in any case, so far as unionism goes, has done
more perhaps than any other body to drag the labor
viewpoint into the limelight. The rise of the I. W.
. was contemporary with vast development work ;
railroads, and other pmneerm«r work in the capital-
ist sense, caried on by virtue of the migratory work-
er. Such worker,
further exploitation, resisted as best he knew. His
sistance, to carry any weight, had to he organlzed
the A. F. of L., was lacking in form if not in other
¢lements to acecomplish this job with any possibility
of success. From such a material environment, grew
the I. W. W. TIts dangerous and confused viewpoint
cannot be nullified by, denouncing its entire history
as a mistake. Tt must be explained and the work-
ers raised in their knowledge of political life to a
real understanding of their slave status and an un-
derstanding of the character of the State.

The paragraphs under the sub-head of ‘“‘Noyau-
tage’’ constitute an exception to the re-vamping al-
ready spoken of. A footnote tells us that this
term is derived from the French word noyau, signi-
fyitg core, heart or interior group. These noyaux
or nuclei abound in all the trades organizations. A
reading of this section breeds the suspicion that Fos-
ter did some excellent copy-work in launching, his
Trade Union Educational League in North America.
Tt seems to be a pup of Noyautage.

The conclusion of the work is a delightful “new’’
Communist vesper hymn: a piece of bare-faced op-
It is a splendid
specimen of the kind of reasoning w ‘nch is devel-
opéd through
off! We are informed that ‘‘the workers are plac-
ing at their head real fichters, men w ho, when the

timism unsupported by reality.

‘contact w ith the masses’ — from afar

next crises comes, will not cower and eringe, but will
go through with the proletarian programme, even
as Lenin and his group did in Russia.”” The faet is
that the present Russian programme is a capitalist
one, iraposed upon Soviet Russia by conditions be-
yond her control.

Anyway, the definite use of the present tense is
hopeful enough in all conscience. I wonld like to
second the motion. But, alas! the workers at pre-

* masses.

faced by conditions that meant

gent, despitc wide--spread unrest, are busily engaged
in filling out football mupons as a possible route to
emancipation.

Besides reaching the masses, how about the tech-
nieal engineers (brought so foreibly to our notiee
hy Veblen)% Russia demonstrates that we must
have at least some of these with us.

No, no! There is no royal road to emancipation.
Socialist concepts must become pervaise; the masses
conversant with their position and determined to
rid themselves of it. To talk of establishing Com-
munism without Commmnists is puerility in excelsis,
and “‘action’’ undertaken under the influence of
suelt cock-and-bull ideas will surely bring its own
tragic consequences.

The need of thé time is not new righteous lead-
ers, nor melodramatic calls for ““upsurges,’”’ but the
spreading of a knowledge of Socialism amongst the
A perusal of this hook will convince one
also of the need of knowledge of Socialism amongst
some of its newly-arisen protagonists.

W. A. PRITCHARD.

A Horrible Example

FVERAL times of late we have delivered our-
selves of some observations on the baneful ef-
fects of imperialism on the citizens of fhe im-

perialist State, pointing out the manner in which it
perverts the minds of humane and intelligent per-
sons, transforming them, quite unconsciously cand
against their better nature, into apologists for the
most ofitrageous and despicable forms of exploita-
tion. A striking.example-of this lies before us in an
cditoria! on India in the ‘‘New Statesman’’ of Lon-
don, a periodical normally well-informed, realistie
and logical in its treatment of world-affairs. We
here find it delivering itself of a farrago of evasive
The
main point of the editorial is the identification of

nonsense that would do credit to a diplomat.

British rule in India with ‘“democracy.’’ By main-
taining its hold on India, even, if necessary, by the
use of force to the uttermost against the native pop-
nlation, Britain is serving the purpose of democracy ;
whereas if she withdrew, the result would be chaos
and barbarism. It would thus appear that the Gov-
‘ernment thét staged and condoned Armitsar, hangs
on in Irdia because of a humanitarian fear that if
left to themselves the Indians might set to murder-
ing one another.

- A few quotations will show the tenor of the ar-
gument :

The withdrawal of the Pritish power would be the end
of the British peace, and with it would vanish all possibil-
ity of a democratic India.

Abdication would be treason to democracy.

For our part we place democratic principle above nation-
alistic sentiment, and we believe that the democratic ex-
periment ought to be tried.

(The British must not leave India) until we have had
time to create the machinery and the personnel with which
India might defend herself against enemies within and
without. her gates, and achieve an actually stable form of
self-government.

In Western Europe we all helieve very profoundl) in
the doctrine of ‘free speech’: it is the very foundation, not
only of our liberties, but of our ability to develop a coher-
ent national consciousness. But we have no right lazily to
assume that ‘free speech’ amongst the illiterate millions of
India means the same thing, and has the same practical
sanction, as among ourselves.

This is the sort of self-deception that might be ('X»‘
pected from a Curzon or a Churchill; though at this
late day, it would seem a bit erude for even the most
hardened Tory to try to work the derisible Wilson-
jan phrase ‘‘safe for democracy,”” in apology for
the most ruthless large-scale imperialist exploitation
that has ever been seen in the world. The idea of
demoeracy is no more contemplated by Jritish rule
in India than by American rule in Haiti and San
Domingo, or by French rule in Morocco, or by the
action of the highwayman who menaces unarmed
pedestrians with his gun while he snatches their

valuables. What a grotesque sort of democracy,

. g )
up by the exponents of ‘‘democracy.’

which ean find no better use for such men as Mah-
atma Gandhi and Lajuat Rai. than to keep them
locked behind prison bars.!

Let us look at the origins of this great British-
made 'demoeratie influence upon India. The original
British establishment in India was the usual char-
tered company intent on large profits for its share-
holders. The company’s first step was the securing
of concessions from native rulers. Backed by Brit-
ish governmental power, it rapidly progressed to the
usurpation of -authority in various Indian States,
though for a period it retained the native rulers as
figureheads.  Sometimes the company would en-
courage some powerful prince to descend updn his
weaker neighbours, slaughter them, and add their
territory to his own domains. The British would then
deprive him of his loot, in payment for their assis-
tance;and in addition levy increasingly heavy tri-
bute on him until in despair he committed some
overt act against them and was in his turn gobbled
The enter-
prising young imperialists who spread British rule
over India freely utilized corruption, bribery, as-
sassination, thieving, forgery, false treaties, double-
dealing, in pursuance of their ends. Democracy
seems out of this picture. It seems, indeed, out of
any picture that can be drawn of India since the first
days of British rule. However, the term was so hor-
ribly misused during the war that today it ma.y
mean almost anything. P

The ‘““New Statesman’s’’ disparaging reference
to the illiterate millions of India is perhaps lifted
from the ‘‘Morning Post.”’ In a single generation
after being freed from Turkish rule, Bulgaria achiev-
ed a good degree of literacy, and in a few decades
the people of Finland, despite the blighting effects
of Russian control, raised themselyes to the position
of possessing the most widely diffused literacy of
any peovle in Kurope. 1f, after a century and a half
of British rule, the masses of India are still illiterate,
this unfortunate condition can scarcely be held as
a reproach against the natives themselves. Out of
the fat revenues wrung from this land of misery and
starvation, the British rulers appropriate for edu-
cational purposes scarcely enough to purchase one’
lead peneil per capita for the child population, which

L)

.would not go far towards providing for school-

houases, textbooks and the like. Voluntary native
schools are forbidden by the British raj, so the only
hope of any instruction for the average child in
India lies in precarious attemnpts at educational boot-
legoing. ‘‘Beware above all things popular edu-
cation!’’ is one of the Rnssian Tsarist mottoes rig-
orously adopted by the imperialist rulers in India.
1t is not, of course, free speech among the illiterate
that worries the Anglo-Saxon masters. The natives
whom they gag and incarcerate are not drawn from
the inarticulate mass, but are men like Gandhi and
Tajpat Rai, who would be meleomed as comrades by
the choicest spirits in any civilized society, men in
comparison with whom most of the leaders in the
British (Government or ounr own would be rated as
virtually illiterate.

It distresses us to behold onr contemporary be-
coming a devil’s advocate in matters such as these.
We are not opposed to the British brand of imperial-
ism any more than to the American or any other
variety, and if we refer frequently to the British
produet, it is only because it happens to be the most
conspienous line in the market., It is obvious that
the British people can not themselves be free until
they have cast off the spell of imperialism that their
masters of the black art have woven over them. For
us in America this is peculiarly a thing to be taken
to heart, for our own imperialist adventure is well
under way, its Oriental enterprises have just re-
ceived the sanction of « treaty duly ratified by the
Senate, and already the sorcerers of pri\'ilvg:;- are
with their incantations the underlying
population that vield the canmon-fodder. Tt
is hy no means inconceivable that in the course of

busy over

miust

events the American people may be dragooned into
a war against the British
safe for democraey,”’

people ‘‘to make India
while our cousins across the
sea are called to the colours against us ‘‘to preserve

demoecracy in India.”’ (‘‘The Freeman,’’ N. Y.)




