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“The war has revealed to the groups of men who
povern the several great nations new and hitherto
undreamed of ways of fortifying their control over
the masses of the people and of suppressing the
opimions of hostile minorities. Not until the world
war came had we Americans beheld loyalty to the
policies of men temporarily chosen to represent the

_people. in. Washington made synonymous_with loy-

alty to our institutions. Then-it-came about that if
you believed our going into this war a mistake, if
you held, as President Wilson did early in 1917,
that the ideal outcome would be “peace without
victory,” you were astraitor. The govérnment main-
tained this attitude toward dissenters by censor-
ship of the press, by suppression of books, by the
extraordinary powers of the department of justice,
by the tremendous influence exerted by ythe sec-
retary of the treasury over banks and business, by
the use of.private detective associations, and above
all through propaganda of various kinds.

“For the work of propaganda our extraordinary
American. power' of organization came into full
play, stimulated by the appeal to patriotism, which,
if not the last tefuge of the scoundrel, as Johnson

W

&

" thought irom the bulk of one’s articulate

fellow-citizens: On the other hand, the American
love of a contest and of a game was atilized to the
uttermost to put town, village, city, county and
state “over the top,” and the failure of any citizen
to joim in became thus an offence not only against
loyalty but also against his neighbors and his com-
munity.

“After all, however, the most effective weapon
in the hands of Washington ‘has been the control of
the press and the creation of a burean of propa-
ganda. In our civil war there were ‘the beginnings
of propaganda by the government in the sending to
England by President Lincoln of Henry  Ward
- Beecher.and other to present the cause of the north
to the British public. But in no other war, so far
asiwe are aware, has there been the creation of of-
ficial departments of propaganda, possessed of vast
saums of money, headed, in some cases, by men of
light and leading, and recognized as an important
adjunct to the fighting forces.
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What has happened in regard to Russia is the
most striking case in point as showing what may
be accomplished by government propaganda. Ow-
ing to its geographical situation Russia easily lends
itself to news  control. Particualrly since the ap-
pearance of .the Czecho-Slovak movement and the
capture of Vladivestok by our own and Japanese
troops;-it -has been possible practically to isolate
Russia. For months' past only such news has
cmanated from that country as-the English censor
and. American government have desired. Wirefess
messages from l'etrograd and Moscow have been
“jammed,” and the cable despatches so  withheld
that our American Associated Press correspondents
voluntarily withdrew from Russia—to their credit
be it said—because their position was atterly in-
compatible with self-respect. :

“Our own policy with regard to Russia was, first
to inform the Russian peoples, through the medium
of the:Root. Commission, what they ought to.do
with their newly won liberty. Then, the refusal of
Lenine and Tretzky to take. advice produced the
Sisson - “documents”—intended to justify our at-
tacking Russia without a declaration of war. Never

what goverumens

the bulk of the American people still believe Trot-
zky and Lenine to be the sum total of human de-
pravity. and wickedaess, corrupt, lining their pock-
ets with blood money. Bloody enough they doubt-

less are; yet it is an unqualified misfortune that the

many good features of the Soviet republic, the
wonderful qualities inspiring the revolution, the
glorious vision that came with it of a freed and re-
deemed humanity, are not allowed - to reach the
American people For months ‘there have been is-
sued from Russia, not the facts, not the truth that
because of Allied intervention the Bolshevist gov-
ermment is growing stronger and stronger, but
chiefly inventions. Bartholomew nights that never
take place, together with the wildest rumors of
communism in. women, and of murder and blood-
shed, taken from obscure Scandinavian newspapers,
are hastily relayed to the United States, while
everything favorable to the Soviets, every  bit of
copgtructiv accomplishment, is suppressed. Thus.
#re our opinions shaped. .

“It may, of course, be said that all these things
are. justified as iemporary war measures—but when
peace comes? Shall we never see a yielding to the

- temptation to use these new and vast powersof pro-

paganda for the benefit of those in office or for the
propagation of the views that they hold? The right
to cantrol news. from abroad will cease; no longer
will Mr.Creel “prove™ this or that as to happen-
ings-Overseas. The daily newspapers will be re-
lieved from the necessity of approving everything
the government does.  Yet the thought will not
down that, having discovered how easy it is to
“sell” opinions, we may see attempts to sel} them
in the years to come. And this is no idle fear. Have
we not witnessed this very thing in connection
with our recent adventures in the Caribbean?
“Again, suppose that Mr. Wilson. or one of his
successors should decide on a new war. Is there'
any one who still believes that the power 10 make

war resides in congress as called for by the con- _

»

‘the fact that -

stitution of the United States? Mr. Wilson has
three times shown us, as Mr. Cleveland did in the
Venezuelan crisis, that this power belongs prac-
lically to the president. -Mr. Wilson puts us into
war with Mexico at Viera Cruz and again when he
sent General Pershing’s army to invade Mexican
soil. Our entry into the world war rested with the
president ; had he in April, 191/, still insisted that
peacc. without victory was the desideratum, the
country ‘would have stopd firmly behind him. Sup-
pose now, on.the other hand, the president should
aver that, we were ill-treated at the peace confer-
ence, should rouse the.country’s patriotic spirit and
demand the support of all Americans in a final
war: to end war—by breaking. the BDritish naval
menace and- thus winning the complete freedom of
the seas. He could. at ence denounce any opponent
as.traitor to our ideals, could incite the passions of
the people. against amy leaders urging time for
sober second thought by calling them wilful men,
and havipg them morally lynched as Messrs La
Follette and Norris and the others - were lynched.
He. could moreover: set;in motion vast propaganda
along precisely the lines so ably utilized since we
went into the present war. . Samto -
in these days in the name of loyalty. The pity of it.
is that nowhere has this government propaganda
been used for healing or reconstructive purposes.
It has all been destructive—instinet with the spirit
of hate.”

This is an American liberal protest. It supports
the Socialist contention that the bofirgeois press
under its mask of being the public press is nothing

clse but the mercenary tool of predatory capitalism
ready and willing to campaign, on behalf of any
vile, imperialistic adventure.
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- The State and Revolution

1. The State Is the Product of the Irreconcilabiilty
of Class Contradictions

The teachings of Marx are faring now as-have
fared more than once in the course of history, the
teachings of revolutionary thinkers and leaders of
the oppressed classes in their struggle for freedom.
During their lifetimes, the great revolutionists have
met, at the hands of the oppressing classes, only
constant persecutions, and their teachings have en-
countered the most savage hostility, the most in-
sane hatred, the most irresponsible flood of lies and
slanders. After their death the effort is always
made to transform them into harmless ikons, to
to surround their
may be

" canonize them, as it were, and
names with a certain halo, so that they
used for the “consolation” of the oppressed classes
and fer-their stupefication, by emasculating the
content of the revolutionary doctrine, removing its
revolutionary - edge, and vulgarizing it. At present
the bourgeoisie and the opportunists within the
workers’ movement are united in the performance
of this “operation” on Marxism. They forget, gloss
over, pervert the revolutionary side of the doctrine,
they steal its revolutionary soul. They place in the
foreground and magnify whatever is acceptable or
appears acceptable to the bourgeoisie. And don’t
forget that all Social-Chauvinists are now “Marx-
ists”! More and more the German bourgeois schol-
are, who but yesterday were specialists in the ex-
termination of Marxism,, talk of our “national-Ger-
man” Marx, as if he had originated the workers’
unions, so magnificently organized for the waging
of a war of conquest!

In view of this situatiom, in view of the wide cur-
rency of Marxist distortions, our task becomes,
first of all, to reveal once more the true teaching
of Marx concerning the state. For this purpose we
shall have to reprint a large number of long selec-
tions from the words of Marx and Engels them-
selves. Of course, it is true that long extracts make

a presentation somewhat heavy, and will in no

By NIKOLAI LENIN

way contribute to its popularity. But it is impos-
sible to dispense with them. All, or at least all the
important, passages from the - works of Marx and
Engels with regard to the state must absolutely
be quoted in the fullest possible form, so that the
reader may form an independent idea of the whole
system of the views of the founders of scientific
socialism, .and of the development of these ideas,
and also, so that the distortion of them at the hand
of the now dominant “Kautskianism” may be
proyed by means of documents and made evident
to every eye.

Let us begin with the most widely known work
of Friedrich Engels: The origin of the Family,
Private Property and the State, of which the sixth
edition appeared at Stuttgart in 1894. We are
cbliged to translate the quotations from the Ger-
man ohginal. as the Russian translations, although
they are very numerous, are for the most part
either incomplete, or executed in an extremely un-
satisfactory manner.

“The state,” says Engels, drawing the final con-
clusions of his historical analysis—“does not repre-
sent in any way a power that is imposed upon so-
ciety from without. Nor is the state the ‘realization
of the moral idea,’” ‘the form and reality of reason,’
as Hegel affirms. The state is a product of society
at a certain stage of its -development, the state is
the recognition of the fact that: seciety has become
lost in a maze of unsolvabhle self-contradictions, has
been split by irreconciliable oppositions. which it
is powerless to escape from. And in order that
these oppositions, these classes with contradictory

ecdnomic interests, should not consume each other_
and the state in fruitless contlict, for this purpese*

there, was needed a power, standing, apparently,
over society, but placing itself over society, a power
which should moderate their collisions, and maintain
it within the bounds of ‘order.’ And this power aris-
ing out of society, but placing itself over society, and
estranging itself more” and more from it, is the

Industrial Parliaments

The intensity of the industrial .unrest in Eng-
land is shown by the convening of an ‘‘Industrial
Parliament’ on February 27. This parliament,
while its purpose was to allay the unrest, indicated
that a real industrial crisis is on, of whieh the
flaring up of great strikes is another indication.

This ‘‘Industrial Parliament,”’ an adaptation of
the “Industrial Councils’’ idea decided wupon by
the British government about two years ago, was
composed of 500 delegates of organized labor and
300 delegates of the employers. The parliament
decided upon motion of Arphur Henderson, to
elect a committee of sixty composed of 30 delegates
each of labor and capital, to ““inquire’ into the
causes of industrial unrest, the general conditions
of industry, unemployment and measures for its
prevention, and methods for co-operation between
labor and eapital. The committee will report to
another session of the ‘‘Industrial Parliament’’
on April 5: -

The sessions of the parliament indicated that the
. official trades unions officials and the employers
are each eager for ‘‘industrial peace,”’ each dre in
dread of a proletarian revolution. The union dele-
gates were very moderate, John Robert Clynes
warning labor not ‘“to demand too muech in too
brief a ‘space of time.”’” But Arthur S. Draper, in
g cable .to the New York Pribune, said: ‘“The

labor leaders are much more moderate than the Winvestigation of the

workers and are rather doubtful of their ability
to hold them in check.”

The trades union officials at the parlipment in-
sisted upon theé state ownership of mines, rail-
ways and meércantile transportation. But these de-
mands gré repudiated by larger minority of the
workers, who are insisting upon industrial self-

government, the Soviet administration of industry.
The parliament is accepted by the union officials,
iut is being repudiated by large groups of the
workers, who want no econciliation with capital.
A delegate of the Transport Workers’ Federation
bitterly attacked the resolution for an investigating
:ommission declaring: ‘‘The conference has been
called for the purpose of side-tracking all the ef-
forts of the men and women workers to improve
themselves.”’

The_parliament was a temporary vietory for the
union officials and the employers—for the union
fficials, in that it maintained their prestige; for
the employers, in that they have secured a respite
from large strikes, particularly in the case of the
miners. The most' serious problem of the British
government is to maintain the apthority of the
reactionary union officials; the revolt against these
misleaders is assuming formidable
they have been repudiated in strike after strike,
the workers turning to mass action and they are
becoming. the bulwark of capital against prole-
tarian revolution.

FORTY THOUSAND MINERS ON STRIKE

LONDON, March 19.—While awaiting the re-

port of the special parliamentary committee on its
mining situation, forty
thousand coal miners in Nottinghamshire have
gone on strike, it was announced today.
- The walkout was unexpected, ‘as the miners’
officials had dropped the strike, recently voted
by an overwhelming majority, until Mareh 20, so
that the committee’s report, scheduled to be pre-
sented tomorrow, could be debated.

k
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.mental Marxist thought on the tate,

proportions,

state.” Sixth German edition, pp. 177-178.

\Here we have with absolute clearness the funda-
1its historic
role and its significance. The state is a product and
an expression of the irreconcilability of class con-
tradictions. The state comes into being wherever,

whenever, and insofar as the class contradictions,

as an objective fact, can po longer be reconciled.
And, conversely, the exiStence : of the state is a
proof of the fact that the class contradictions are
irreconcilable.

And it is at this most important and fundamen-
tal stage of the discussion  that the
Marxism sets in, proceeding along two principal
directions.

On the one hand, the bourgeois and particularly
the petit bourgeois ideologists, under the pressure
of indisputable historical facts, recognize that the
state exists only where there are class contradic-
tions and class struggle., and “correct” Marx in
such manner as to make the state appear as the
organ of the reconciliation of classes. But Marx
said that the state could never arise or maintain
itself if any reconciliation of classes were stitF pos-
sible. But the petit bourgeois and philistine profes-
sors and publicists would have it appear—and often
with condescending use of Marx as an authority!
—that it is precisely the state that reconciles the
classes. But according”to Marx the state is the
organ of class rule; the organ of the oppression of
cne class by another, the creation of “order.” which
legalizes~"and perpetuates this oppression, ‘by
moderating the clashes between the classes. But in
the opinion of the petit bourgeois politicians, order
is precisely the reconciliation of classes, and not
the oppression of one class by another: to regulate
the clashes means to conciliate and not to deprive
the oppressed classes of certain ways and means in
the struggle for the overthrow of the oppressors.

For example. the S. R.’s (Social-Revolutionaries)
and Mensheviki in the 1917 revolution, when the
question of the function and significance of the state
arose in all its magnitude, as a practical question

requiring immediate action and furthermore, action —

on a mass scale—all accepted, suddenly and com-
pletely, the petit bourgeois theory of th “concilia-
tion” of the classes by the “state.” Countless reso-
lutions and articles by the politicians of these two
parties are permeated absolutely with this philis-
tine, petit bourgeois doctrine of “conciliation.” The
fact that the state is the organ of the rule of a cer-
tain class, which cannot be reconciled with its op-
posite (the class opposed to it), is altogether be-
yond the comprehension of the petit bourgeois de-
mocracy, Their relation to the state is one of the
most striking indications that our' S. R.’s and Men-
sheviki are not Socialists at all (we Bolsheviki havée
repeatedly pointed this out), but petit bourgeois
democrats with an almost socialistic phraseology.

On_the other hand. the Kautskian distortion of
Marxism is even thinner. “Theoretically” it does
not deny that the state is the organ of class rule,
nor that. class comtradictions ar irreconcilable. Rut
it loses sight of; ér-obscures this fact: if the state
is-the product of the irreconcilability of class con-
tradictions, if it is a' power standing over society,
and_ “more and more estranging itself from so-
ciety.” then it is ¢lear that the liberation of the op-
pressed class is not possible unless there is not
only a revolution by force, but alsp an annihilation
of the mechanism of state power created by the
ruling class, in which this “estrangement” is in-
corporated. This inference, which is theoretically
clear enough to stand om its own bottom. was
drawn by Marx with the utmost definiteness, on
the basis of a concrete historical analysis of the
tasks of revolution. And-just this conclusion, as we
shall clearly show in our further exposition, is for-
gottenr and distorted by Kautsky.

(To be Continued)

distortion of

e e ——




THE RED FLAG

PAGE THREE

- The Commodity Status of Labor

(apitalism is a system of production for sale.
. All the results of its productive labor are destined
for the market and hense bheecome commodities:
things bought and sold on the market.

Exhaustive enquiry and research has finally es-
tablished: the truth that over a period of time these
commodities’ sell at their value, the fluctuations of
prices caneelling each other, that is, a commodity
of a eertain definite value exchanges with another
commodity of the same value. That is the rule,

though everyday experience, however, seems to
eontradiet this.

Present day society presents a condition where
some of its members are rich with the abundance
of things and others poor in a descending scale
to destitution. In times, students of this
problem of the unequal distribution of weaith, at-
tributed it to various causes and sugeested varions

former

1emedies. In the early days of thc eapitalistic

ecottomic laws

that

method of production, before its

were so well understood, it was thought
poyverty and riches were the result mainly of un-
equal exchanges and it was suggested that society
bhe established on a basis that would prevent this.
It was suggested that labor time be the basis upon
which commodities he exchangéd and that labor
tickets be issued, instead of the usual ecurrency
the tickets to certify the bearers right to com
modities on presentation in the market. For many
vears this idea was advocated. its sponsors claim-
ing that inequalities of wealth and social position
would be reduced to a minimum. Those with ability
or especially deserving, above their fellows, as in-
dustrious, were, by some ledgerdemain, to be re-
warded suitably according to their deserts. Demon-
strations of the feasibility of this plan were even
attempted, but of course without success.

In course of time, however, a better knowledge
of the laws of commodity produetion and exchange
was arrived at. And to the surprise of many it was
Giseovered, that, in fact, commodities really did
exchange on a basis of equal values and that the
source of the extremes of wealth and poverty must
be sought for in other directions than at the point
of exchange or consumption.

Be it noted that no economists have considered
worthy of entertainment the theories of our Sun-
day school moralists that sin, or laziness, or drunk-
enness, ete., were the cause of poverty or that such
theories were of any value in the elucidation of
the problem, the poorer classes having no monopoly
of these viees, in fact poverty is she greatest bar
to over indulgence and it also compels industry.
Attempts have also been made, to claim for the
rich, extra ability, and saving habits as the cause
for their wealth, but the history of ecapitalistie
accumulation gives a. different story and in its
light and common sense the econtention 1ooses forece.

From primifive times to the present day, enor-
mous social powers in production have heen de-
veloped. But these powers are a historical produet,
representing the aecumulated accomplishment of
the whole of the human race and not of one class.
The principles of eo-operation and subdivision of
labors in industry. and their ever-developing ap-
plication are the fruit of ages. Physies; mechanies,
the sciences generally, knowledge itself, are soeial
produets. Yet still do we find the majority of the
people laborious, thrifty, perforee temperate, but
disinherited, living a precarious existance on the
subsistance line, while a small minority rendering
no useful service in society, appear to be the heirs
of all the ages. Wealth and eulture and an assured
existence theirs, while the others have poverty,
squalor and insecurity for their lot.

Observation shows that the wealthy have owner-
ship and control over means of wealth produe-
tion. It also shows that the poor are without owner-
ship or control in these, hense their respedtive con-
ditions. But how this was brou@ht %hout is the
thing to know before a solution offérs. Antigque
slavery and feudal serfdom may be accounted for
largely as dune to superior physieal and political

forece, but the proletariat, or the -disinherited of
nourgeois society, though politieal force was used

force them from the common lands of Europe,
vere also disinherited, direetly by economic de-
ve'opment.

The sniall hand tool gave way to the machine.
the hand loom weavers cottage, to the factory and
the freighter’s wagon or pack horse to the rail-
toad. The day of the small independent produéer
for in the
expensive

his own tools was gone com

petition with the the
megns of produetion he was squeezed out into the

cwning
owner of new
ranks of the proletariat whieh grew in numbers as
the numbers of other class relatively decreased.
The brief sketeh of the

capitalist the and
development of the proletariat as a class. And
noticing the play of economie development under

above is a process of

accumulation and of growth

~apitalist production we can see the tendency to
perpetuate and develop a class of proletarians and

i of capitalists and also to emphasize the
distinetion and widen and deepen the social gulf
between them as time goes on.

Now we must return to our problem of value and
our statement, that in exchange, equal value for
value is the of the
theory and its application to the prolétarian or
wage worker, who hires himself to the ecapitalist,
it appears as a fallacy. If value for value is the

law. On a superfieial view

rie, then it appears as though the value of his
lahor would be the value he ereated. which would
leave no values for the capitalist to accumulate or
even to live upon. The early enquirers into this
1atter asserted that the value of labor is what
It creates.

Finally, what appeared as an experience con-
tradicting the modern theory of value, was ex-
nlained away when it was shown that when the
worker hired out to the eapitalist for a wage,

that it was his power to labor that Le sold and

that it had a commodity status, ie., that it was
~sold as all other commodities, at its cost of pro-
duetion, ie., in its ease in food, clothing and
shelter. ete, or as expressed in the formula des-
eribing value, in the socially Tecessary labor,
measured by time, invelved ia-its production.

It was then seen that the wage worker might
then produee in two, three, or four hours values
eqgual to the value of ~his labor power, the re-
mainder of the values created, being what is called
surplus values, going to the capitalist class in rent,
interest and profit.

The point of the exploitation of the proletariat
vas shown to be at the point of production, the
point ‘where all values are ecreated and following
trom this is seen the futility of eensumers leagues
as means of solving the. social problem of the un-
equal distribution of wealth. This problem along
with the ecomomic servitude of the masses of the
veople can only be swept away by: secialization of

the means of production.

International! capitalism hfs risen in itsx wrath
against Bolshevisin, because it has uprooted the
commodity status of labor power and of producing
wealth. In seeking to do this, the Communists
of Russia are striking at the very roots of capi-
nation-
A)O'

talism. Munieipalization, state control, or
aiization, do not touch the commodity aspect
wealth produetion. By that token we know that
those things do not and cannot end capitalism.

““C'ommunism means the production of wealth, not

for profit, but for social eonsumption. It therefore,
means the end of commodity production—the pro-
driction of goods for the market ih order to he
exchanged to realize profit—and of capitalism.
the
system that reduces men women
commodities. Build up the

and become free men and women

smash

to the

“Build up Communist movement and

the and
level of (‘ommunist

movement
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FROM “THE COMING CRASH”

[By J. T. Walton Newbold]
America’s Hold On the Allies —

fortunately. trade necessitates an exchange

alues, and Britain and Fuance were too pre-
cupied to produce commodities for export. Paper
worth the amount of labor involved in its

WwWas
P oduetion—that, and no more, and gold was too
pr.cious to lose. Some of it had to go west, but
in two and a half "years not more than £200,000
was transferred from Europe to the United States
[Becides, there was not gold .enough to pay for
the demands of the Allies. However, Britain and
France had lent to the (-‘;apimli_sts of the United
States more than £€1,000,000,000, which had never
been repaid and, in addition, they had enormous
mortgages on Central and South Ameriea, not to
mention Canada.

The British treasury began to advertise in the
press its desire to buy Amevrican and other foreign
honds and stocks owned by its subjects, who
hastened to exchange these for government seript
at a sacrifice—to their countr¥v. The British trea-
sury then ‘‘swapped’’ these honds and stocks with
their American agents for munitions, the latter
making a profit on the deal. In this way the -Ameri-
cans paid off their debts, capital as well as interest
and still the Allies wanted movre supplies. Then.
the Americans began to lend money to buy muni
tions, or, rather to lend to the Allies the money
to huy munitions, taking Promise of payment in
the form of claims on British property. So, the
Americans became ecreditors to the Allies, and
with the growth of their eredit holdings, their
enthusiasm for ‘the rights of small nationalities
waxed exceedingly. They discovered, being the
sons of the Pilgrim Fathers of Puritan New Eng-
innd _and Pennsylvania, the profound truth of the
caying., ‘“Wheresoever thy treasure is, there will
ti:y heart be also.”

«

EVACUATION OF ODESSA RUMORED -

Mareh 19

ndon are to the effect that a eritical state of

l.(')\'l)(',\v, Official |'1-<~(-i\'ml
ivl l“

aifairs exists jn. Odessa, the chief Russian port on

reprts

the Black Sea.
N in London

evacuated b;

vo  confirmation could be obtained

of rumors that Odessa was. being

Allied forces, but tlmgreport is not denied.

BOLSHIES HOLD UKRAINE

LONDON, Marech  20.—Virtually all of the

Ukrrine is now in the hands of the Bolsheviki,
aceording to adviees reaching London today. In
heavy fighting at Nikolaiev, northeast of Odessa,
the Bolsheviki lost between 5000 and 8,000 men,
hut forced the French garrison after fierce fight-

ing, to withdraw to Odessa.

ARTILLERY USED TO QUELL STRIKE

BERGAMO, Italy, Mar¢h 20 —Striking work-
men who seized the Franchi Gregorini Automobile
Works here were driven out by artillery and i
fantry, which attacked the plant from three sides.
Aftér a econferenece it argreed that work
would be resumed pending re-examination of the

strikers’ demands.

was

PEACE?

Col. Currie in the Canadian House of Commons,
March 18: ‘““The world was now engaged in an
economie war. England had slammed her door and
put an embargo on manufacturs of other countries.
France and the United States had likewise put
on-their embargoes. There was no country at the

present

moment discussing free trade execept
Canada.” T
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The New Unionism

There is some truth in the saying that there is
nothing new under the sun. Every ndw and then
the organizations of Labor undergo a radical
change. Then hear much and read much of
the new unionism. The latest new unionism hes
on this continent heen prominent since 1905, when
the T. W. W. held its first convention at Chicago.

1.ast Federation of Labor held
its annual convention in Calgary. We have not
vet seen the official account of its deliberations:
but the news perverters, conventionally called news-
carried daily accounts of what they de-
gired The insidious character of
these reports that the author of them
has a thorough grasp of the fundamental “differ-
cnees in working class policy. The ingenious man-
rer in which the pfoceedinegs in Calgary were
linked up with the I. W. W. shows a greater
L.ihowledge of \\'m'king class affairs than is pos-
«ible to the mental makeup of the average news-
paper man. This is also reflected in the distine-
tion made between Socialism and anarchy.

As'prominent members of the Socialist Party of
Canada were saddled with the responsibility of
criginating the ‘‘One Big Union,’”’ much comment
i1s being made as to what our official attitude
might be on the matter.

There has been a decided urge towards indus-
frial unionism for many years, which has lately
become very insistant. We have referred to this
rnovement several times and have criticised it and
analysed it. That is our funetion. We do not initi-
ate movements, we seek to understand them. We
realize that beyond a very tranmsitory influence,
great movements are not caused by individuals,
they are the result of conditions.

When we have fuller and official information of
the Calgary conference, we will have somdthing to
say In this same matter we will take up the In-
dustrial Union Movement in general. This ought
to he possible next issue.

In the meantime, we inform theé unregenerafe,
that the policy and program of the Socialist Party
of Canada rests with the Dominion Executive
Committee, working under the party constitution.

What Is a Wealth Producer?

Sir Alfred Yarrow, head of a;shipbuilding frm
on the Clyde, has been wailing about the pre-war
emmigration -of 100,000 men yearly from the Old
Country. We will quote part of the interview from
the report in the Vancouver ‘‘Province’’ of March
15. He says: ‘‘Havé you ecaleulated what a loss
that is in actual and potential wealth? It is not
overstdting it to say that it.costs four hundred
pounds to bring a youth to manhood. When ‘that
amourt has been spent on him, and he reaches
the point of becoming a wealth producer, he mi-
grates say, to the United States. If a horse is seat
to the United States we expeet payment, but we
do not ask anyhing for he man it has cost four
hundred pounds to rear. Multiply that by 100,000

we

week the D. C

papers
us to believe.

suggest

and you see we were giving to America each year .

forty. million pounds worth of wealth-producing
manhood. That was wrong. yet people talked -about
getting rid of our surplus population.’”’ Just as an

. "‘wealth-produecers.”’

ancient slave owner .would have talked. Butter,
eggs, cheese and lard, shoe laces, buttons, pigs,
liorses and—*‘®ealth-producers,’’ all reduced to
terms of money. This man Yarrow knows what he
is talking about. Why shouldn’t he, when it is
ont of the pockets of he and his class, that the
four hundred pounds comes.for the rearing of
Wages come out of their
pockets, for do they not own the means of wealth
produetion and the products of the eountry? Taxes
come out of their pockets, for how eould the work-
ing class pay taxes if they did not get wages!?
Think of the rotten invistment of the ecapitalist
when he handed over good money, in wages, to
the father or mother of a ‘‘potential wealth pro-

‘ducer,”’ for his rearing, only to loose him to our

dear Uncle Sam. And then. multiply him by 100.-
000. Tts all a matter of ealculation—for the Yar-
rows. Of course there is consolation in the faet,
that our ‘‘wealth producer’’ does not escape alto-
gether. Dear Uncle Sam or some other dear gets
him. Nevertheless it is bad policy to get “‘rid’’ of
our surplus ‘‘wealth producers,’” because a sur-
plus is necessary to keep down wages. Buyers of
labor power, the Yarrows, like lots of eompetition
among the sellers of it, ie., ‘among the ‘‘wealth
producers.’”” Then they are cheap. Sometimes, cheap
as dirt. Sometimes there are no buyers on the mar-
ket. It is then that a ‘‘wealth producer’’ is not a
wealth producer. He is only a ‘‘potential’’ wealtl:
producer. So he does not get any wages then, but
they, the Yarrows, establish bread lines and soup
kitchens and the ‘‘potential’’ wealth producer
gets his bread and soup, he gets his bread and
soup, he gets his bread and soup, three times a
day, like they done in Vaneouver, befo’ the war.

Red Guards and Cossacks

The following extraet is taken from ‘‘Six Red
Months in Russia,”’ by Louise Bryant, who was in
Russia at the time of the Bolsheviki revolution.
In her book she speaks from personal experience,
as an eye witness, of stirring events and was per-
sonally acquainted with Lenin, Trotsky and other
ieading personalities, both of the ‘Bolsheviki and
*heir opposing parties.

On Thursday, March 27, Miss Bryant, now Mrs.
John Reed, will speak in the Dominion Hall, Van-
couver, under the auspices of Loeal Vancouver
No. 1, S. P. of C.,
the welfare and success of Soviet Russia will be
delighted to hear at first hand the experiences and
opinions of a trained observer of the incidents of
the revolution and the progress of affairs in that
country. .

“I will never forget the first time I saw the Red
fuards going out to battle. A eruel wind swept the
wide streets and hurled the snow against the bleak
buildings. It was twenty-five degrees below zero;
I felt ill with cold under my fur coat. And there
they came, an amazing, inspired mass in thin,
tattered coats and their pinched white faces—
thousands and thousands of them! The Cossacks
were marching on Petrograd and Petrograd rose
to repel them. They came pouring out of the fae-
‘ories in a mighty, spontaneous people’s army—
men, women and children. I saw boys in that army
not ever ten years of age.

We were standing on the steps of the City Duma
and one of the Duma members, a cadet, said to me:
"“*Look at the Hooligans—They will run like sheep.
Do you think such ragamuffins can fight?”’

I didn’t answer. T was thinking of many things,
things way back that njade up the deepest impres-
sions of my childhood. For the first time I visual-
ized Washington and his starving, ragged army at
Valley Forge. . . I felt suddenly that the revolu-
tion must live in spite of temporary military de-
feat, in spite of internal strife, in spite of every-
thing. Tt was the Red Guard that made me realize
that Germany will never conquer Russia in a hun-
dred years. .

I wish everyone in America could have seen that
army as I saw it—all out of step, in odds and ends
of clothing, with all sorts of old-fashioned fighting

»

when all who are intérested in

unplements—some only armed with spades. If that
wish eould be granted there would be much more
svmpathy and much less scorn for the Red Army.
It took infinite courage, infinite faith to go out
nntrained and unequipped to meet the traditional
bullies of Russia, the professional fighters, the paid
cnemies of freedom. All of them expected to-die.
Suddenly’ they broke into a wailing, melancholy,
revolutionary song. I threw discretion to the windg
and followed. . . .

Soldiers in the regular army used to have con-
tenpt for the workers in the towns—the soldiers
are mostly peasants. They used to say that the
people in the towns did all the talking, while they
did all the fighting, but that was before the Red
(fuard came into being.

The city workers are smaller than the peasants;
they are stunted and pale, hut they fight like
demons. Lately they have put up the most desper-
ate resistance to the Germans in Finland and the
Usraine. In this particular battle with the Cos-
sarks they were so unused to warfare that a':ey
forgot to fire off their guns. But they did not know
the meaning of defeat. When one line was mov. ed
down another took its place. Women ran straight
into the fire without tveapons at all. It was terrify-
ing to see them; they were like animals protecting
their young.

The Cossacks seeried to be superstitious about it.
They began to retreat. The retreat grew into a
rout. They abandoned their artillery, their fine’
horses, they ran back miles. . . .

It was a strange procession that came bac!: into
Petrograd the next day. A huge erowd went out
to meet them with the usual floating of red ban-
ners, singing and swinging new revoh tionary
songs. The returning victorious army hld heen
without food for a long time and they wére dead
weary but they were wild with joy. The tradition
¢f the Cossacks was broken! Never again should
they seem invineible to the people!

NOTICE

The meeting announced to be addressed by
Louise Bryant, on her experiences in Russia,
. in the Dominion Hall, Thursday .evening,
March 20, has been postponed for one week,
to March 27, owing to illness of the lecturer.

A BRITISH BOLSHEVIK
Manchester Guardian Correspondent To Be
Prosecuted !

In the House of Commons, last Thursday, Com-
mander Bellairs (C.U.—Maidstone) asked whether
Philips Price, formerly correspondent 6f the Man-
chester Guardian, had been editing a Bolshevik
newspaper, the Call, which was spread among the
British troops in the Murman territory; whether
the newspaper had incited them to revolt; and

“whether full information had been collected in

regard to this man with a view to his ultimate
trial?

Mr. Cecil Harmsworth (Under Secretary for For-
eign Affairs)-—The answer to the first and second
parts of the question is in the affirmative. Infor-
mation has been collected in regard to the ac-
tivities of Mr. Philips Price, and will be available
in the event of his return to this country, and a
decision being taken to take action in the case.
-—(Cheers).

Mr. Philips Price (says the Manchester Guard-
ian) is a member of a well-known and distinguished
family, and was at one time Liberal candidate for
(Floucester—‘‘He is a great travellet, and, though
he has never been a regular correspondent of this
paper, he has sent us valuable letters from time to
time from Persia, Armenia and elsewhere. He ap-
pears recently to have become a convert to the
economic doetrines of Bolshevism, but we should
be slow to believe him guilty of any dishonorable
act. Since we were -informed of his connection
with Bolshevik propaganda we have requested him
to cease to correspond for us.”
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Parliament Discredited in

The imflience of the Russian revolution, which

was at:first emormous but was arrested by the

withdrawal of Russia from the war, has revived
and been intensified by the revolutions in Central
Europe. There is in the working class a-profound
distrust "of parliament and politicians, and an in-
creasing teridency to disbelieve in the efficacy of
parliamentary methods. The advocates of “direct
action” are increasing in number daily. There have
been striking examples of ts efficacy in the suc-
cessful resistance of Ulster to Home Rule for Tre-
land, the refusal of Mr. Havelock Wilson to allow
Internationalists to cross the channel, and such
successes as that of the police strike in London and
the retaliation of the electricians against the man-
ager of the Albert Hall when he refused it for a
labor meeting—until his light was cut off, when he
yielded at once. The with
fatuous blindness, applauded Sir Edward Carson
and Mr. Havelock Wilson, forgetting | that others
could play at their game.

Moreover, the result-of the general election has
strengthehed the hands of the advocats of “direct
action.” Only half thefelectors took the trouble to
vote, and an illogical eleéctoral system has resulted
does not properly
represent the voters. The. poll of the Labor Party
entitled it to twice as many members as it has ob-
tained, the Opposition Liberals are even more
under-estimated, and the Unionist party has a clear
majority of the house, whereas the voting showed

Conservative press,

in a House of Commons which

(From New York “Dial,” March 8.)

that it is.in a minority in the country. Were the
representation of the various parties in the House
of Commons even approximately proportionate to
their respective polls, the ministerial coalition
would- have a. moderate majority instead of an
overwhelming” one and that majority would depend
on the Liberal members of the coalition, whereas
at the present moment the Unionists alone have a
1najority over all the other parties put together.

Parliament is in consequence more discredited
than ever and it has even been proposed that the

Labor members should refuse, like the Sinn Fein-

ers, to take part in its proceedings. - The proposal
has not been adopted, but it is significant that it
should even have been made. Nobody supposes
that the present parliament can last very long. The
soldiers, very few of whi.m were ablc to vote: wili
demand another general election after the demobi-
ation is compléted. Mr. Lloyd George has threat-
ened a dissolution if he is thwarted in his policy.
That he recognizes the necessity of a tRoroughly
defocratic policy is certain and there can bhe no
doubt as to his skill and intelligenc‘e. But it is un-
likely that he will be able to regain the confidence
of the workmen as a body, nor has he a sulficiently
profound grasp of the factors in the situation. He
is extracrdinarily skilful in deailng with the diffi-
culty of the moment, but he sometimes does so in
such a way as to create further difficulties in the
future. Just before the poll of the general election,
he suddenly made a violent attack on the Labor

PELY. S
England

Party and accused it of being led by “Bolsheviks.”
That will not be forgotten in a hurry.

The soldiers are quite as discontented as the men
engaged in industry during the war. There were
recently several manifestations of their discontent,
which did not enforce discipline, The causes were
dissatisfaction at the system of demobilization and
unwillingness to take part in any expedition to
Russia or anywhere else. The government was
obliged to declare officially that no more troops
would be sent to Russia. 'The announcement that
00,000 men are to be retained under the colors for
another vear to form an army of occupation in the
territories of our late enemies will not improve

feeling in the army or the country. It means a pro-
longation of conscription. Both the army and the

" country will demand peace tertns which do not

make any army of occupation necessary and, if
they do not get them, there may be trouble.

I am disposed to think that the present strikes
will not last long; by the time that this article ap-
pears in print it will be knowg whether I am right.
But their end will not mean the end of the indus-
trial unrest. Rather is it likely to extend. As de-
mobilization proceeds the economic conditions will
become more and more difficult and the causes of
discoptent will increase rather than diminish. We
are entering on a period of strikes and industrial
troubles such as England has not known since the
days of Chartism. What its issue will be no man
knoweth.—Robert Dell.

Why Bolshevism Gains Ground in Russia

¢Editorial in The ‘Springficld (Mass.) Daily Re-

publican, February 19.)

Inno respect has the censorship given a falser
pictme of Russia than by creating the impression
that massacre was the monopoly of the Bolsheviki.
The mistake should be corrected, not to clear the,
character of the Lenin government, which history
will in due time probe with unsparing thorough-
ness, but to get get a truer conception of the course
events. The strong recent drift toward Bolshevism
would be utterly inexplicabel if it were really true
that the Bolsheviki dominated solely by terror.
How far this is from being the case is shown ®lear-
ly by John Rickman, an Eonglishman who saw
much of the revolution, and writes of it with care-
ful impartiality in the Manchester Guardian. In
particular he explains why the anti-Bolshevist
forces felt justified in resorting to massacre:

It seemed clear to some people that the longer
the Bolsheviks were in power the greater would be
the process of dissolution, gnd, to continue the
metaphor, the debris would be reduced to a finer
state of subdivision. Therefore, the longer the de-
lay the harder would be the task of reconstructing
the state from the brokeff remains of the old re-
gime. At all costs the Bolshevik . power - must be
broken at once, and. however distasteful it might
be, the use of severe measures and bloodshed must
in the end be a wise economy. Faith in the essen-

tial soundness of the system of the old regime jus-’

tified the means they adopted, and appedred to
sanctify their hatred for the Bolsheviks, Orders
were promulgated that all commissaries and mem-
bers of the Soviets and all men in the red guard
captured by them were to be shot.

This was the “white” or “red and white” terror,
and in the region of which he writes from observa-
tion it did not follow but preceded the red terror,
of which alone the outside world has been allowed
to hear. But the “red™ terror followed _very soon
after the issuance of this order to execute Bolshe-
viki, over 20 supporters of the nld regime being put
to death in that region by way of reprisal.

But the point of importance .is not so mich the

question of, blame, which is always difficult to ap-
portion in a savage civil war, as the consequences
of this resort to terrorism. The immediate effect of
this violent suppression of Bolshevism, notes Mr.
Rickman, was its spread even in the territory con-
trolled by the anti-Bolshevist forces. “We, saw the
Cossacks driving through the streets with a cart-
load of headless bodies, the peasants remarking:
“Those bodies were our sons: they joined the .red
guard to defend the revolution.” Then the Cossacks
patrolled the town while an election on a limited
franchise was held, and people began to say, “This
1S too reactionary for us.” The aristocratic order
began to reappear, officers were distinguished by
insignia, ladies by their silk dresses. Public notices
told the peaple that prosperity had returned, hut
the people grumbled; in three months. the region
had abandoned the cause of popular discontent:
“Faced with the alternative of Bolshevism or a gov-
erniment which they considered both oppressive and
reactionary, it was not unnatural that the people
should prefer Bolshevism, becatise, though it might

spell chaos it did permit a large degree of freedom
for opinions, and its program included proiects,
such as those dealing with education, which the
people considered of vital importance.”

Mr, Rickman considers that the people were too
impatient and did not give the anti-Bolshevist gov-
ernment a fair chance. It worked hard at important
tasks like opening the railwavs and the banks and
in helping large business contffrns to re-establish
themselves, but it was swept away by popular
resentment before it had time to prove its worth.
Thus the net result of this effort to “stamp out”
Bolshevism by executing the Bolsheviki has been
to give Lenin millions of new converts and t6 com-
plete his control of eastern Russia. Mr. Rickman’s
observations confirm the impression, drawn fro a
study of the military situation, that the impressive
recent gains of the Bolsheviki in that region were
due not to military victories, but to the conversion
of the people to Bolshevism. The case merits study
by those who still think that the only way to deal
with Bolshevism is to exterminate the Bolsheviki.

PANACEA FOR UNREST AMONG THE FRENCH
WORKERS

Under this heading the “New York Times' has
a- lengthy article by CGertrude Atherton but the
most information is disclosed in the following para-
graph. She commences by stating that ‘““One hears
4 great deal in France about the possibilities of
a revolution” and then after assuring her readers
that there is no real fear ecomes _this startling
revelation :

“It is true that certain of the discharged
soldiers who have drifted to the large cities
will only do a minimum of work at the maxi-
mum price, and it is also ‘true that in 1917
there were serious mutinies in the French
armies, soviets were formed, thére was a
spreading disinclination to ‘go on fighting for-
ever against what seemed to be hopeless odds.
These mutinies were suppressed by shooting
one calprit out of every ten, for France, being

»

a real instead of an amateur military nation,

stands no nonsense, and the danger was passed

before the French eivilian publie got more
than an inkling of it. Nevertheless the ‘‘Bol-
shevist tendencies”’ of a certain part of the

French army, and its danger to Frenehinsti-

tutions after demobilization, are openly dis-

cussed by the pessimists.”

So little by little the news leaks out. Had the
Russian Bolshevists adopted similar methods to
quelch counter-revolution it would have been
blazoned forth -with brilliant head-lines but ““when
one out of every ten’’ is shot in the interests of
capitalism we only hear of it ineidently ‘months
later. These facts should be cried forth from the
house-tops by the workers as it is members of
their class who pay the penalty whenéver they
refuse to lick the hand that beats them. ;

“ Arise like lions after slumber in unvanquished
numbers shake your chains to earth like dew, yeo
are many, they are few’—From the Edmonton
““Soviet.”

'




B o

e

PR

v

PAGE SIX

THE RED FLAG

“The Bolshevik Government

By JOHN RICKMAN

[Mr. John Rickman’s capacity to judge the Rus-
gian situation may be gathered from the fact that
he was in Russia from September, 1916; to Oecto-
ber, 1918, and returned via Vladivostok. He was
working for the Friends’ War Vietims’ Relief
Fund and came into touch with the people as a
country  physieian.—Editor. |
Are the Bo'sheviks Fulfilling the Requirements of

the Russian People? Is Their Government
Popular? Is it Stable?

The Bolsheviks came into pewer largely hecause
the other candidates, perhaps through no fault
of their own, did not appear to be giving the
pecple what they wanted, because the constituent
assembly seemed likely to repeat the faults of the
orvious governments and to embarrass the move-
ment towards freedom by compromises with a class
always held power. Having gained
Jolsheviks more slowly gained popu-

which had
power the
larity.
The Social Revolutionary right party had on its
programme the nationalizing of the land, but it
neld the idea that the Socialist programme must
ecome slowly; it was in favor of disposing of the
estates only when the peasants were ready for
them. Lenin incorporated the land question into
the revolutionary movement by his order: ‘‘Pea-
aants, siize the land.”” This did not, however, make
Bolshevism -popular, the remarking
“Lenin did not give us the land; we took it.”’ The
movement of the workmen to take possession of the
factories was more properly attributed to the Bol-
sheviks, but it did not in my opinion make that

peasants

narty popular.

The General Social Programme: Ten Years' Trial

It was, 1 think, the general soeial programme
of the Moscow Revolutionaries which commended
jtself ‘to the people, which slowly took shape and
may be judged in the constitution (Fundamental
l.aw) of the Russian Socialist Federated Soviet
Republie, adopted, July 10, 1918. The Bolsheviks
have attempted to deal with the

fundamental problem; the abolition of exploi-

tation of men by men, the entire abolition of

the division of the people  into classes, the

suppression of exploiters, the establishment of

a ‘‘Socialist Society.”” (Constitution, .Article

1, chapter 2, paragraph 3).

Great masses of the people, of course, remained
in ignorance of the real meaning of ‘‘the establish-
ment of a Socialist society.”’ It was interpreted to
them as being the organization of a state on prin-
ciples very similar to their village eommunes, and

the peasants thinking that as good or better than

“any alternative that had met yet, did not give

their allegience to it, but showed a readiness to
see whether it would work. They knew that no
government in Russia had.thus far been satisfac-
tory so they said they would give the Bolsheviks
ten years before they would judge if it was really
good or not. Such patience was not found in Mos-
eow, nor apparently in foreign countries.

In Line With Russian Sentiment Against War

Under the federal system great liberty was given
to each provinece and county for the development
of its own ideas and government and in this way
the difficult problems ¢onnected with mixed racial
populations were partly solved. ,

The breaking up of the empire into small units
and their reunion -into the Soecialist Federated

" Republie gave support to one of the chief causes

of Bolshevik popularity; that the war which was
begun by the Tsar should be ended by the people;
their avowed intention of ‘/breaking secret treaties,
of organizing on a wide scale the fraternization
of the workers ahd peasants of the be'ligerent
armies, and of all efforts to conclude a genersl
democratic peace Wwithout annexations or indem-
nities, upon a_basis of the free determination *of
the peoples.’”’ (Constitution—article 1, chapter 3,

- .

paragraph 4 eoincided with the Russian senti-
ments on war. Aeccordingly the treaty of Brest-
Litovosk came as no surprise, and I heard in ali
the time I was in Russia no workman or peasant
disparage it.
The Generous Educational Programme
The of the Bolsheviks

commended itself to the peovle as being the most

educational programme

generous that had been placed hefore the publie,
and the zedl with which it was carried out seemed
to the people to indicate that the energies of the
government were turning principally to internal
reforms. The wishes of the people were studied,
not only in broad prineiples, but in details. “For
the purpose of enabling the workers to hold free
meetings: the Russian Socialist Federated Soviet
Republic offers to the working class and the
poorest peasantry furnished halls, and takes ecare
of their heating and lighting appliances.’”’ Consti-
tution—article 2, chapter 5, paragraph 15). Lib-
raries were opened in the villages and theatres in
all the towns and were maintained at the publie
expense. B
The First Real Test of Popularity

The popularity which the Bolshevik government
earned by its measures was not seriousiy tested
till the spring of 1918, because it had
allegiance of the

10 SCeriets
vivals who could call for the
people on the strength of their programme for
mternal reforms. In the early summer, when e¢ivil
war was financed from abroad and supported at
home by large sections of the upper elasses, the
lirst real test came. Districts whiéh had tried both
the Bolshevik regime and that set up under the
(‘zechs when free to do so reverted to Bolshevism.
The Czechs were forced to retire from the Volga
to the Urals because of uprisings among the peo-
pie. The Soviet of Vladivestok was returned at
the July election though the “‘Reds’’ were in
prison. From the Urals to the eastern coast the
people were discontented with the directorate and
preferred a return to the Soviets.

No body of people I met feared the Bolshevik
the rich merchant and land-
owning e¢lasses, and) among them I notieed a phe-

rovernment exeept
nomena not uncommonly seen in the last few years,
that suprenie sacrifices are easier to ask for and
easier to make in many ecases than smaller ones.
When all rich people were losing their property
it was not in accordance with the temperament
of the better Russian to display great grief at an
irreparable loss. I think there was hardly more
grumbling than. oecurred in England over the
hudgets and the insurance act of a recent govern-
mnent. Through their losses some perceived, often
with mixed feelings, the increasing senge of
equality, and many econtrasted the smallness of

their loss with the great sacrifice of war.
Bolshevik Finance

The Bolsheviks, in the opinion of the writer,
1sed the repudiation of the foreign debts as a
measure of internal polities, when the country was

loath to assume any obligations contracted by the
Tsar, but would in time have persuaded the people
willingly to pay interest on the foreign loans be-
rause they realized that no further money would
he lent to them unless they did.

I believe that the condition of finances -under
the Bolsheviks compares favorably with that of
any administration in the last sixty years in
Russia except under Ministers of Finance Kankrin
and Reitern, or with the present administration
in Siberia before it reintroduced vodka distilling
as a souree of revenue. It is possible that new
sriteria may have to be formed before it is wise
to come to definite judgments regarding the finan-
cial condition of a community that hopes ‘‘to
establish a Socialist society’’ and eliminate the
ase as far gs possible of currency.”’—From .the
‘“Labor Leader.”

.

SOCIALIZATION TALE MYTHICAL

The eapitalist gutfer press is remarkable for its
consistency in some respects. Concerning the work-
ers in any land, particularly where the workers
have become a power, it lies- consistently, viciously
and stupidly. How many times have we not had
rehashed the mythical story of the nationalization
of women in Russia. Following the Western Labor
Conference, the Calgary ‘‘Herald’’ repeated the
story eculled from the London ‘‘Times’’ stating
that it MUST be true else the ‘‘Times’”’ would
never have printed it. Now comes the Vancouver
““Sun,”” organ of indisputable veracity, and gives
again, in another form, the old story of Bolshevist
immorality. Yet, truth will out, and sometimes,
per accidentum, gleams of light radiate even from
the gutter.

The Vancouver “World,”
10th, 1919) gives the' following: pe

“CHICAGO, March 10.—Mrs. Raissa Lomonssoff,
of Petrograd, who is at present in Chicago, hag
exploded the popular impression about the ‘‘Social-
ization”’ of 50,000,000 Russian women—by law—
making them brides of different men for a year at
a time, the men to have their pick.

‘““Russia has a funny paper called ‘Mucha,’’”
explained Mrs. Lomonssoff. ‘‘It is similar to your
‘Puck’ or ‘Judge.” Now when the Soviet govern-
ment established the revised rules of marriage,
more striet il the protectipn of the virtue of
vomen than the old laws, the anarchists saw their
chance to pit the church ggainst the Bolsheviks—
the latter two being enemies of the anarchists. The
anarchists began to deride the Bolsheviks and
called the marriage plan ‘free love.’

““The paper ‘Mucha’—which means ‘housefly’ in
¥inglish—saw the chance to poke a little fun, took
up the anarchists’ humorous ery and ‘spread”’ ‘om
it. Copies of it fell into the hands of Americans,
English and others, and translated it seriously.
Meanwhile the Russian state church, seeing its
chance and being- ‘sore’ over having its monopoly
knocked out, made an issue out of it, capitalized
the burlesquing publicity, and roused the world.””

Added to this can be given the denials of per-
sons acquainted with recent Russian events, such
as Louise Bryant, John Reed, and even the old
lady now being toted around Ameriea by John D.
Rockefeller (leveland H. Dodge, Madame

C‘atherine Breshovsky.

for instance, (Mareh

and

COMPETITION IN RELATION TO
PROGRESS

With the bourgeoisie it has been a favorite ar-
;:um:m that competition is a source of progress,
that Socialism fails to provide competition, and
that, therefore, Socialism is baneful to progress.

\We have steadily doubted their major premise.
With its adulteration of goods, its wasteful ex-
penditure on advertising, its disturbing short-lived
“bubble” and general cost of disorganization, as its
liability, the financial competition of capitalism did
not seem to us to have.given sufficient improvement
in the quality of goods or the efficiency of their dis-
tribution to make up a satisfactory credit. What
improvement there has been could better be attri-
buted to further development of scientific theory
and application of theory, independent of competi-
tiomgBut in arguing with the “level-headed” we
were litile likely to meet with success; they had
on that point secured an evasive position.

But now the question appears in a new light. An-
other of Engel’s prophesies is being fulfilled. Social-
ism will not supply economic competition; and it
gradually becomes evident that capitalism has long
since begun to fail in the same respect. Competi-
tion, being a form of disorganization, is inefficient ;
and, consequently, cannot survive, even under 2
capitalist regime. The report on state operation of
the United States railroads shows that “the
abandonment of competition has made it possible
to save $1,500000 annually on legal expenses, to
consolidate ticket agencies, thereby saving $23.-

{Continued on Page Seven)
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'Zrticle Two--General Provisions of the Constitution

of the

Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republic

Chapter Five

9. The fundamental problem of the Constitution
of the Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republic
involves, in view of the present transition period,
the establishment of a dictatorship of the urban and
rural oroletariat and the poorest peasantry in the
form of a powerfu! All-Russian Soviet zuthority,
for the purpose of abolishing the exploitation of
men by men and of introducing Socialism, in which
there will be neither a division into classes nor a
state of autocracy.

10. The Russian Repubilc is a free Socialist so-
crety of all the working people of Russia. The en-
sire power, within the boundaries of the Russian
Socialist Federated Soviet Republic, belongs to all
the working people of Russia, united in urban aml
rural Soviets.

11. The Soviets of those regions which differen-
tiate themselves by a special form of existence and
national character may unite in autonomous region-
a! unions, ruled by the local congress of the Soviets
and their executive organs.

These autonomous regional unions participate in
the Russian’ Socialist Federated Soviet Republic
upon the basis of a federation.

12. The supreme power of the Russian Socialist
Feuerated Soviet Republic belongs to the All-Rus-
sian Congress of Soviets, and, in periods betweem
the convocation of the congress, to the All-Russian
Central Executive Committee.

13. For the purpose of securing to the toilers
real freedom - of conscienge, the church s to be

separated from the state and the school fror_n'the
church, and the right of religious and anti-religious
propaganda is accorded to every citizen.

14. For the purpose of securing the freedom of
expression to the toiling masses, the Russian Fed-
erated Soviet Republic abolishes all dependence of
the press upon capital, and turns over to the \\'(?rk--
in‘g people and the poorest peasantry all technical
and material means of publication of newspapers,
pamphlets, books, etc., and guarantees their free
circulation'throughout the country. )

15, For the purpose of enabling the workers to
hold free meetings, the Russian Federated Soviet
Republic offers to the working class and to the
poorest peasantry furnished halls, and takes care of
their heating and lighting appliances.

16. The Russian Federatéd Soviet Republic, hav-
ing crushed the economic and political power of the
propertied classes and having thus abolished all
obstacles which interfered with the freedom.of or-
ganization and action of the workers,and peasants,
offers assigtance, material and other, to the work-
ers and the poorest peasantry in their effort to
unite and organize.

17. For the purpose of guaranteeing to the work-
ers real access to knoweldge, the Russian Socialist
Federated Soviet Republic sety/itself thé task of
furnishing full and general free education to the
workers and the poorest peasantry.

18. The Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Re-
public considers work the duty of every citizen of
the republic, and proclaims as its motto: “He shall
not eat who does not work.”

19. For the purpose of defending the victory of
the great peasants’ and workers’ revolution, the
Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Republic recog-
nizes the duty of all citizens of the republic to
come to the defence of their Socialist fatherland,
and it. therefore, introduces universal military
training. The honor of defending the revolution
with arms is given only to the toilers, and the non-
toiling elements are charged with the performance
of other military duties.

20. In consgquence of the solidarity of the toil-
ers of all natjons, the Russian Socialist Federated
Soviet Republic grants all poiltical rights of Rus-
sian citizeng to foreigners who live in the territory
of the Russian republic and are engaged in toil and
who belong to the toiling class. The Russian
Socialist Federated Soviet Republic also recognizes
the right of local Soviets to grant citizenship to
such foreigners without complicated formality.

21. The Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Re-
public offers shelter to all foreigners who seek
refuge from political or religious persecution.

22. The Russian Socialist Federated Soviet Re-
pubilc. recognizing equal rights of all citizens, ir-
respective of their racial or national connections,
proclaims all privileges on this ground, as well as
oppression of national minorities, to be in contra-
diction with the fundamental laws of the republic.

23. Being guided by the interests of the working
class as a whole, the Russian Socialist Federated
Soviet Republic deprives all individuals and groups
which could be utilized by them to the detriment
of the Socialist Revolution.

Competition in Relation to Progress

. 3 “(Continued from Page Six)

366,638, and to save another $7,000,000 on advertis-
ing.” The “level-headed,” faced by similar facts
everyday recognize that competition is inefficient
and costly. The demand for economic co-operation
'grmvs daily. 3

The present day tendency toward. social owner-
ship may answer the charges based on the alleged
benefits of ,competition, well enough; but at the
same time it presents a serious problem to revolu-
tionary socialists. This tendency supports the high-
est of bourgeois ideals—state socialism—ownership,
through the state, by an economically deminant
class of not only the means of production but of
the very persons of the proletariat. It is true that
state sociailsm would demonstrate that the bour-
geois form a “superfluous class.” but mankind is
not likely to arise to action from deductions.

On.the other hand, it relieves to some extent the
necessity for revolt; for it is from a glut in the
world’s labor market that a thoroughly proletarian
revolution, the realization of the ideals of the re-
volting proletariat is impossible.

‘Consequently, the time is fiear when actual rev-
olution is most advantageous, and the time is at
hand when the need of widespread revolutionary
propaganda and economic and poiltical education
is most urgent—F. W. T.

*'RED"’ SENTIMENT IS GROWING IN SIBERTA

VLADIVOSTOK, Siberia March 17.—(Delayed)
. ~—The Russian press comment on the League of
- Nations is satirieal pointing to the results of Al-
Hed oecupation of Siberia as an object lesson. The
Allies, it is' pointed out, had decided to restore
order and good government in Russia and had
cent detachments of treaps with no good results
owing to the impossibility of an agreement over
the methods to be followed The real result is
loss of Allied prestige in Russia. ;

The situation in the country is generally worse
than last autumn and Bolshevik sentiment is ap-
parently growing. .

FAMINE IN EUROPE

——

The Allied policy of blockade has met with vig-
orous objection from ‘the Socialist groups in France
and Great Britain. The following protest by Jean
Longuet appeared in the Populaire (Paris) of Jan-
uary 24,

[t might have been hoped that with the cessation
of hosglities the food situation in Europe would at
once improve and rapidly. become normal. The
€vent proves ‘quite otherwise. The mad policy of
the ruling classes aggravates furthef the evil which
it was hoped might be cured after the armistice,
and there is no longer a single country on the con-
tinent where the situation does not appear alarm-
ing. The blockade, maintained rigorously not only
against Germany and Central Europe but against
Russia and all Eastern Europe, causes a tragic
state of things. In Western Europe and in partic-
ular in France capitalistic speculation cynically
gives itself reign. The absurd slowness with which
demobilization is effected and the consequent reten-
of millions of idle men ex-
plain the more and,more intolerable increase in the
cost of living. In the north the lamentable way in
which the food supply is being handled explains
the scandalous situation there. So in different ways
the continent. is filled with catastrophies.

tion under the colors

At Paris the suppression of price regulation, free-
ing the appetite for speculation, makes us ' pay a
franc for an egg and ten franes a pound for butter.
And all the rest is in proportion.

In Germany there is no longer any doubt that
the situation is terrible. The Manchester Guardian
announces that the blockade there is enforced more
\'ig(')l’nlisi)' than before the armistice. Mr. Henry
Nevinson, an eminent journalist, has published in
the Daily Néws a tragic description of what he
found in the hospitals of Cologne: “Although 1
have seen many horrible things in the world,” he
writes, “I have seen nothing so pitifal as these
rows of babies feverish from want of food, ex-

_hausted by privation to the point that their little

limbs. were like slender ‘Wands, their
hopeless, and their faces full of pain.”

xpression

‘respondent of the Temps, who is now

RUSSIA—SOCIAL REVOLUTIONARIES {
AGAINST INTERVENTION ;

The following resolution was
Russian congress of the
Party :

Russia should only be restored by her own
efforts, independently of any foreign influence.
Only complete liberty ecan bring a
development and save the
slavement
made by

voted by an All.
Social Revolutionary

)

normal

country from en-
by foreign capital. The attempts

the Entente Imperialists—under the
pretext of aiding Russia or combating anarchy
—to econquer by military means a part*of Rus-
sian territory, are interference in Russia's
‘nternal affairs, and are absolutely hostile to
the interests of the working classes. Russian
democracy unanimousty demands the im-
mediate evacuation of the territories  occupied
by Entente troops.

The ‘‘Temps’’ Correspondent Converted!
But it-is not only Russian Socialists whe have

heen denouncing intervention. The Russian cor-
returning
has caught Bolshevism, and an article
of his which the Temps would not publish is
sammarized in Humanite of February 19. After
declaring that the original purpose of the Aliied
expedition to North Russia no longer exists, the
correspondent (M. Nadeau) points out that.nine-
teaths of the elected members of the constituent
assembly were representative of Socialist parties,
all of which have now declared their opposition
to intervention. M. Naudeau says that a surprising
reorganization of Russia is being effected by tra
itolsheviks :

The Bolsheviks, those pitiless destroyers
are gifted with extraordinary energy and 2
rare capaeity for organization. Intervention iz
regarded by ithe whole of Russia as an attempt
to restore the Tsarism; and no nation has the
right to eripple the social experiment begui
a year ago in Russia.
These correspondents

things in hot quite the

to France,

have- a way of seeing

same light as their Paris,
and, shall we say, when we think of Philips Price,
their London and Manehester editors.—From the
‘“Labor. Leader,”” February 27.
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The ultimate decision as to whether capitalism
or Socialism shall control the world will- be, ren-
dered in the United States. As American cagjtal-
ism is now the arbiter of international impcn'aiﬁtm,
so the \merican proletariat will become the arbifar
of intcrnational Socialism. - This imposes a great
responsibility upon American Socialism, determines.
its problems and the international character of its
policy. . . .

Fven now, after ihe accomplishments of the war,
the enormous power cf American capitalism is not
fully appreciated. 1t 1s not appreciated because 5f
~the rapid ending  of the. war, .of. America’s small
sacrificc in men ; oné must probe below the surface
to understand the decisive role of the United States
in the war But jacts are facts. The United States
provided the nren and-:nunitions that steadied the
wavering front in France, providing means for the
offensive: and it provided that deceptive ideology
of democracy which steadied the wavering morale
of the French, British and ltalians, that seduced

' large sections of the masses, and, in Pritain, Bel-
gium and France, =c:inced the dominant Socialism
and Laborism. The threat of American capitalism
to Socialism is not alone physical, it is equally
moral; moral, in the sense that its deceptive dem>
cracy is a splendid means for promoting imperial-
ism and seducing the masses.

The United States has become a world power.
It will maintain that pesition—potential of evil—
unless the proletariat acts for Socialism. American
capitailsm is perhaps the most highly developed in
the world, the most cfficiemt. the mightiest ; it con-
trols a large section of the world’s richest territory,
bursting with natural wealth; it has tremendous
resources of raw materials within its own borders
and it can at any moment seize upon the tremen-
dous resources of = Mexico, - Central and South
America, convert them into means of conquest,
Linperialistic finance capital nowhere is as aggres-
sive, commands as much nower, as in the Unitea
States. The wealth of the United States is twice
as large as that of Great Pritain—which is much
more wealthy . than its rival. And tkis
wealth is simply a symbol expressive of the enror-
mous capacity for productivity inherent in Ameri-
can capitalism—a terrific power. The United States
has a large navy, has proved that it ecan easily
develop a large army, and is laying plans for the
largest navy in the world, and will retain univer-
sal military service in one form or another. Ameri-
ean capitatism has all the physical reserves for

, aggression and is becoming the gendarme of the
world.

These physieal reserves are supplemented by
woral ones. In no other large nation is the labor
movement as reactionary as in the United States;
in no other large nation is organized Socialism as
loose, as purposeless, as petty bourgeois, as in the
United States. Should Great Britain, Franee and
Italy decide upon complete military intervention
in Russia, the revolutionary proletariat may march
into action—surely in Franee and Italy; but should
the United States decide upon this brutal military
adventure, the American proletariat on the whole
will acquiesce, and its representatives will manu-

facture justifications for the offensive against
Socialism and the coming new eivilization. And all
thiz, not because the Ameriean proletariat is not
posseéssed of reserves for action, but because of the
organizations of this proletariat.—This is one as-
peet of our problems. 3

Thé American proletariat has an inspiring his-
tory of aggressive struggles. The great Homestead
strike, the American Railway Union strike in 1893,
the implacable industrial struggles in Colorado, at
Coetr D’Alene and Goldfield, the strikes at Me-
Kees Rocks, Lawrence, Paterson, Passaie, Ludlow,
the Mesaba Range—all these are expressions of an
aggressive proletariat, of a proletariat capsble of
great things. The American radieal ' ‘

nearest

Probl@ﬁis of

Labor move- .

By LOUIS C. FRAINA ’

ment first clearly formulated the -principles, forms
and purposes of industrial unionism, yet industrial
unionism has - made infinitely larger strides in
tireat Britain, Australia and elsewhere than it has
in the United States. The American Labor Union,
twenty years ago, formulated the industrial union
program, but it went the way of all flesh; the
Western Federation of Miners adopted industrial
unionism, waged inspiring struggles against capi-
talism, and then was ecaptured by. the reactiox_l;
the: Industrial Workers of the World started with
gregt purposes and expectations, contributed a
vital ‘and aggressive spirit to-our movement, in
spite of all its faults; but the I. W. W. is ineap-
able of rallying the revolutionary proletariat, and
never builded definitely upon the basis of its
achiqyements.

Why? Thére are. a large number. of reasons, ma-
terial and ideologic; but one alone that can be
considered here, and that is the petit bourgeois
spirit that anjmates -American Soecialism—the
Socialist Labor Party. All these great instinetive
revolts of, the proletariat, under the impact of
which new forms of industrial organization and
struggle, a new ideology, were being developed,
met the open hostility ‘or lack of understanding
of Socialism. Instead of accepting these forees as
the initial expression of new tacties and forms of
aetion, the dominant Socialism tried to compress
ther within the stulifying limits of petit bourgeois
and parliamentary Socialism—make them serve the
ends of the middle eclass and petty bourgeois,
“‘liberal’’ demoeracy. The Soecialist Labor Party,
which was an active foree in the initial develop-
ment of the new unionism savagely gattacked it
and the I, W. W. when they did not pursue the

American Socialism

" #oad charted by an essentially petty bourgeois con-

ception of the revolution. To attack the unskilled
nroletariat rallied by the I. W. W. as a ‘‘Jumpen-
proletariat”—that was a characteristic expression
‘of the fundamental defeet of the S L, P. in aetion,
its petit bourgeois ideology, which, while it re-
Jje:ted the gradual peaceful conguest of power by
the Socialist proletariat, accepted an equally fal.
lacious policy, the gradual, peaceful conquest of
power by the proletariat through organizing the
majority of the working eclass into industrial
nnions. The Soeialist Party majority 'was even
worse—it rejected the I. W. W. whilé serving the
monstrous reaction of the American Federation of
Labor,—its attitude toward the new ideas com-
pounded of hypoerisy and animosity. American
Soeialism has not yet developed a realistie, revolu-
tionary policy—a poliey that is instinet in the
sgruegles of the proletariat—a policy able to arouse
integrate and direet ‘the revolutionary encrgv of
the proletariat.

The petit bourgeoisie is the slave of the illusions
ofy demoeraéy, avoids the implaeable industrial
struggle, rejects movements and strugglies that re-
fuse to proceed within the orbit of parliamentar-
ism; the petit bourgeoisie pursues an anaemie pol-
icy, a routine activity, chained to the old and re-
Jecting or camouflaging the new——refuses to econ-
sider the actual problems of the revolution and the
violent struggles necessary to realize the revola-
tion. What the American proletariat requires is
a Socialism that has snapped asurfder its petit
bourgeois fetters, that issues to the proletariat the
clear call to the revolutionary struggle—and which
the proletariat will yet answer.

- SPAIN

Spain, like allsothes eolintries i troubled sith

the unrest of itsewovking dlads.: 7

The workers in Spain are very poorly organized
y2t all over the country strikes are oceurring,
which, while" without apparent connection with
each other, have taken on the complexion of in-
dustrial revolts, revolutionary in their tendgncies.
To such an extent is this so, that the governing
classes appear to be panie-stricken. Bolshevism
has reared its head, they say, and it is reealled
that some years ago, Trotsky paid a visit to the
country while a little while ago Lenine was re-
ported to be in Bareelona. The police are round.
ing up.all Russians and other foreigners suspect
of Bolshevist. tendencies; for deportation, some eight
thousand having been registered in Bareelona. Just
s0 it is thou'ght to solve the problem; just so, the
ostrich thinks to hide himself by burying his head
in the sand. s

Nevertheless Soviet Russia is serving as an in-
spiration to the proletariat of Spain as the follow-
ing quotation from: the Christian Science Monitor
will show. “Thus at a meeting held in the
Teatro de Marvillas in thé Cuatro Caminos, flery
speﬂ'ho: were made by such advanced elements
at Evaristo Gil, Manuel Sainz, Garcia Cortes, and
Virginia . Gonzalez. . Gil _said .that Socialism was
about to triumphsall over the world; Sainz de-
clared that Russian' Bolshevism was sacrosanet,
was the essence of Socialism, and that Spanish
Socialists were disposed to implant it in their
country as soon as they had the opportunity ; while
Virginia Gonzalez had it that this was the hour
not for preaehing, hut for acting and what they
ought t6 do was to shake up the people so that
the Soeialist pest, as it was ealled by the bour-
geoisie, might be spread all over the world. Gareia
Cortes said that it would emancipate the working
classes. So long as a man had not the economie
means, he could not be really #ree,

SOUTH AFRICA

The agreement of the Negro and ‘native popula-
tion of South Africa fo refrain from political agi-
tation for the duration of the war was formally
renounced at a mass meeting of the colored eiti-
rens of Claremont ecalled by the Affican Political
Organization. An aggressive campaign of organ-
ization, and agitation was determined upon with a
view to:eombating discrimination against the eol-
ored people of the Union. A resolution supporting
‘“any action the African Political Organization may
take to obtain the deletion of the ‘color bar’ from
the Act of Union’’ was unanimously adopfed.

SOVIETS IN GERMANY

These workmen’s  counecils ‘“‘will. not merely
participate in regulating the generalieonditions of
'abyr in different, workshops and factories, but also
in controllihg and fixing produetion and distribu-
tion of wares and likewise mcasures of socializa-
ion, also. tendering  advice to'.the government
respecting all legislation of a social and economie
charaeter, the govermment promises to introduce
nq_such legislation without previeusly . consulting
the Soviets. The eabinet, has, further promised
to_introduce a law apd has accepted and under-
taken to jutroduce other measures without delay
and -to. submit .all offences even by the militaey
to eivilian tribunals.”’ :

This development in Germany has had a pro-
found effeet in France. Employees of public ser-
viges, of the rajlways and of the state, desirous of
winning the right of collaborating with the gov.
ernment for reglization of labor reforms and with
other kindred aims have decided to join hands
with the general confederation of labor, which
is a revolutionary erganization, and demand ns-
tionalization of all public services, Yesterday.the
following resolution was adopted :

““All employees of the public services send fra-
ternal greeting to the organization of working
men and undertake_to make the necessary propa-
ganda to bring about a speedy adhesion of the
administrative proletariat of the general confeders-
tion 9! labor.” :




