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NOTES of the MONTH

The Labour Party and the Workers—Inner Conflicts—What is
the Labour Party #—Chaining the Tide—The Workers
and the Labour Party—Splits of the Future—
And  Coalitions of the Future

‘MID the ruins of the engineers’ defeat the conference of the
ALabour Party meets at Edinburgh, just as last year its meeting

was the very scene of the final surrender of the miners. The
contrast is too deep and too arresting to be ignored. On the one hand
the broken ranks, the denial of the common struggle, the humiliating
defeat after defeat, the silent suffering and misery of section after section
of the workers: on the other hand the buoyant hopes, the busy electoral
calculations, the parliamentary manceuvring, and the sense of coming
triumph of the principal representative body of the organised workers
of this country. What is the explanation of this divorce ? Is it that the
-self-same workers think of themselves as different beings in the daily
realities of their economic struggle and in the Sunday garb of their
parliamentary hop&e? Or is it that a real divorce is beginning to take
place, full of menacing significance for the future, and that the Parlia-
mentary Labour Party, as it is approaching closer and closer to govern-
mental power, is receding further and further away from actual contact
with the workers ? This is the real issue which the Edinburgh Conference
of the Labour Party will have to decide. Is the Labour Party simply a
group of politicians in the House approaching ministerial power, or is it
the leading body of the organised workers of this country, the leader and
the organiser of the struggle of the working class ? If it is the latter, if
it is the leader of the workers, then it must face its responsibility to lead:
if it fails to give a lead, and confines itself to “safe” resolutions for election
purposes, then the success of its parliamentary future may be assured,
but it will have registered its failure as the party of the working class.
Just as in the pre-war resolutions of the German Social Democratic Party
the turn of a phrase may now in the light of events reveal to us the germ
of the coming debacle or even of the future butcheries of a Noske, just as
in the pre-war resolutions of the International the studied ambiguity
furnished the sure presage of future treachery, so the decisions of the
Edinburgh Conference will have a significance, the full effect of which
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4 The Labour Monthly

will only be understood when they are translated into flesh-and-blood
realities by the events of the coming years.

HE resolutions on the agenda of the Edinburgh Conference
I bear out the contention that the present problem of the Labour
Party is an internal problem. The resolutions have practically
no bearing on the general situation, at home and abroad, amid which the
Conference takes place. Ireland, with its menace of present war, is left
untouched—presumably for an urgency resolution to deal with; South
Africa, with its exhibition of savage repression of the Labour Movement,
is left untouched; India is only brought in by the Textile Workers for
obvious reasons; imperialism in general is left out; the capitalist offensive
and the need for working-class solidarity receive no attention. The
contentious resolutions all deal with internal issues within the Labour
Party. Anxiety is felt as to a possible political alliance with capitalist
parties. The Miners endeavour to secure that nationalisation shall not
be left out of the programme. Executive resolutions propose to exclude
Communists; rank-and-file resolutions propose to exclude Privy Coun-
cillors. Local Labour Parties express discontent with the present
financial preponderance of the trade unions, and endeavour to secure for
themselves the right of election of their own representatives. All through
these miscellaneous resolutions there is visible, like a running thread, a
deep-lying half-expressed conflict of forces within the Labour Party. In
general controversy this conflict has been taken to be expressed in the
question of Communist Party affiliation to the Labour Party. Popular
instinct is undoubtedly right in fastening on this question as of symbolic
significance. But it is only a symbol of a larger issue, which will come
increasingly to the front in future years.

HAT is this larger issue ? It is the issue of the relation of the

‘ ;‘ ; individual worker to the Labour Party, and of the control the
workers will be able to exercise over the Labour Party. If the

Labour Party were an ordinary political party the question of Communist
affiliation would not arouse controversy. A political party has every right
to exclude dissident opinion and ensure its own homogeneity. But the
Labour Party is not a political party, despite all the attempts to make it
masquerade as such: it is the trade unions in politics. The Labour Party
is commonly spoken of as a Socialist creation, and even as if it were an
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embodiment of Socialist theory. It is nothing of the kind. The Labour
Party is simply the continuation of a process which was going on for a
generation before the Labour Representation Committee—the process of
trade union representation in Parliament for the protection of special
trade union interests. Outside the special trade union questions with
which they were concerned, these representatives—old and respected
trade union officials for the most part, with years of service behind them,
and stepping up the rungs of the social ladder with a J.P.-ship or a
Royal Commissionship—~had no general political outlook; they took
their lead from any dominant influence. Forty years ago they called
themselves * Liberal "’ and followed Mr. Gladstone; to-day they call
themselves ** Labour ” and follow Mr. Webb. The development of
this process has been very gradual: it was not till 1910, as Mr, Arnot
reminds us in his article in the current issue, that the last of the
* Lib.-Labs.” became * Labour” without undergoing any very startling
transformation in doing so. The real rise of the Labour Party derives
from a pure trade union issue—the Taff Vale case; the actual achieve-
ments of the Labour Party are entirely in the trade union sphere—the
Trades Disputes Act and the Trade Union Act; and in general politics
the Labour Party in Parliament still shows a complete lack of political
outlook which is the despair of their ardent theoretical supporters in the
country. Upon this solid basis there has been the attempt of a clever
group of manipulators to build the fagade of a political party with
programme and all complete: but while the trade unions have uncon-
cernedly allowed their intellectual friends to act as publicity agents for
them and create the myth of a great party, they have retained the reality
of power for themselves: the power rests where the purse-strings lie—
with the unions.

ridiculous its attempt to pontificate towards the Communist Party as

if it were itself a homogeneous political party. The action of the
Labour Party towards the Communist Party is based in practice on a
simple calculation of votes: there is no question of principle involved.
The same men who will indignantly repudiate the suggestions of revo-
lutionary action to-day professed themselves upholders of it in 1920, when
the tide of events moved in that direction: and this, not from any conscious
insincerity, but simply because they have no political outlook and reflect

IT is this actual character of the Labour Party which makes a little
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only the circumstances of the moment. When the surge of the under-
lying forces of the Labour Movement moves again in a revolutionary
direction, they will be forced again to change their tone or be swept aside:
and it is the knowledge of this on the part of the small group that is at
present attempting to control the Labour Party and convert it into a
political party which is the explanation of their frantic eagerness to set up
barriers against the flowing tide beforehand by exacting the exclusion of
all Communist elements. But, because the movement they are trying to
control is not a political movement, but an economic movement whose
complexion changes with events, all their shibboleths will be in vain;
they are trying to build their barriers upon the shifting sands.

!. POLITICAL party is based upon the support of its adherents

and the enactment of their will. This is not the case with the

Labour Party. If the Labour Party were based upon the local
Labour Parties, and these were representative bodies of the workers in
their locality, the Labour Party could claim to be the political party of
the workers and could claim the right to exclude dissident elements
hostile to the will of the working class. But in actual fact the local
Labour Parties are the Cinderellas of the Movement: they have the
drudgery without the power. The local Labour Party may yearn after
a candidate from their midst; they have toaccept the candidate who comes
down to them with the financial backing of a great trade union. A pathetic
resolution on the present agenda calls for the pooling of funds to ensure
a fair field and the best choice of candidates. If the Labour Party were a
political party bent on the most effective use of its resources, material and
human, for a united campaign, it is obvious that it would centralise its
funds. But the resolution, one may confidently predict, will receive no
more consideration than the equally pathetic resolution to do away with
the block vote of the trade unions which dominate the Conferences. The
Labour Party is built, not on any political basis, but on exclusive economic
corporations which will not yield one jot of their privileges and their
power. To give power to the local Labour Parties would be to give power
to bodies responsive in some degree to the moods and feelings of the
workers. Itisnotan accident that the support of the Communists is to be
found among the local Labour Parties, that local Labour Parties continue
to work with the Communists in their midst in the face of the lightning
and the thunderbolts of the Labour headquarters; that the open support
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of the Communists at conferences of local Labour Parties, as at London
and at Glasgow, compelled the National Executive to make a show of
taking the matter into consideration. The stand of the local Labour
Parties and of the Communists is so close together because their imme-
diate struggle is at bottom the same: it is not the struggle of a sect or
* point of view ”’; it is simply the striving of ordinary workers to have
the right through organisations of their own choosing to have some say
in the machine that is the Labour Party. And it is this striving which
the machine has set out ruthlessly to suppress by the exclusion of the
Communists. It only remains to exclude the local Labour Parties (as has
already been done in the corresponding case of the Trades Councils .
from the Trades Union Congress, and will now already be effected in
many cases from the Labour Party, if the Executive resolutions are
carried, by the exclusion of Communist delegates).

HAT will be the effect of this policy of exclusion ? The first

effect will be to widen and to make rigid the gulf between the

Parliamentary Labour Party and the workers—the gulf
already visible at Labour meetings when the police have to be called in to
protect official Labour speakers from the unemployed. But this is only
the first effect. The next and immediately predictable effect will be to
make splits within the Movement. That exclusion means splits would
seem to be a simple truism. Just because the trade unions are economic,
and not political, associations it is impossible to superimpose on them a
rigid political system to reflect permanently the ascendancy of a particular
movement. The present group in control may endeavour to take advan-
tage of the political unconsciousness of the unions in order to make
permanent this ascendancy, but as soon as the unions grow to conscious-
ness the bonds will be shattered. The Communists exist within the
movement and no edict can get rid of them : as their influence grows
what is to happen ? To-day their influence extends to particular local
Labour Parties; to-morrow it may extend to particular unions. Where
are these sections to go, since they will be excluded from the Labour
Party ? Are they to be forced to form a rival association ? Directly a
union goes “red ” it will be automatically excluded. Thus do the
- present leaders prepare for the crisis ahead before it comes. In the name
of unifying the working-class movement they are preparing splits. It is
the same story as at Berlin and the breakdown of the United Front,
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The old leadership is endeavouring to maintain its weakening position
at the expense of the solidarity of the working class in the face of the
capitalist attack.

OT only is it possible to deduce from the present policy the
certainty of future splits, but it is possible to lay down the lines

along which the splits must come. The lines along which the
- splitting of the Labour Party is bound to come at some point or other
will follow the policy of the Labour Party with regard to the formation
of a Government. The abundance of resolutions against all political
alliances reveals a widespread fear which would not exist without a
cause. The appearance of such resolutions is the sure sign of theapproach
of such alliances: the Labour Party is going through the familiar stages
of kindred parties in other countries. Uncompromising resolutions will
be passed against any alliance, but then uncompromising resolutions were
passed against war until the war came. These resolutions are never proof
against an “ extraordinary ” situation. A fierce independence will be
maintained up to and through the election. And then perhaps an
“extraordinary” situation may arise. There may be no absolute majority,
but the possibility that a combination of Labour and Liberal forces would
defeat the Government. Would it be possible to resist the opportunity of
defeating the most reactionary Government of modern times just for the
sake of a negative and doctrinaire purism ? Some understanding would
clearly be needed. Perhaps individual members might enter the Govern-
ment without committing the Party. The form of the arrangement
would matter little. What makes the future arrangement certain at some
point is the nature of the decisions now being reached. For the Labour
Party is in effect having to choose between the Right and the Left. The
choice is symbolised in the resolutions for the exclusion of Privy
Councillors and for the exclusion of Communists. Whatever the decision
in theory in the first case, it is certain that the present Privy Councillors
will not in point of fact be excluded ; whatever the decision in the second,
it is certain that the Communists will be excluded. But the effect of these
two decisions will combine to point in one direction; the choice of unity
with Privy Councillordom in preference to unity with Communism points
in one direction and one direction only—the direction of an alliance with
the forces of capitalism. This is the logical working out of the policy
which is now being placed before the Edinburgh Conference.

e ——— . —



COMMUNISM AND THE
LABOUR PARTY

By R. PAGE ARNOT

THE proposal of the Labour Party Executive (or a majority of

it)to exclude the Communist Party isof fundamental importance,

because it raises the question of the whole movement of the
working class and the success or failure of the various parties that have
claimed to represent that movement.

This actual question was practically decided last year, but the form
in which the vote was finally taken left open to doubt the exact strength
of opinion on the subject. This year the endeavour is made to have the
matter cleared up once and for all and settled beyond dispute. Further,
the proposal to prevent a union from choosing as its delegate anyone
who does not unquestioningly accept the Labour Party constitution for
the time being will also prevent this particular matter being raised again
in the next decade.

While the attempt is being made to deal with the matter thus finally,
it seems a good thing for it to be considered not from the particular
points of view of the Labour Party and the Communist Party, but in
relation to the working-class movement looked at as a whole and viewed
over a period of years. Nevertheless the party point of view must be
borne in mind. Nor is it disposed of by the fact that the working-class
movement can be conceived of as a single entity. As against those who
simply urge the keeping of all working-class organisations under one
banner, the leaders of the Labour Party, skilled politicians and wary in
parliamentary warfare, are acutely conscious of the consequences which
attach to such a course. To argue Communist affiliation on the abstract
grounds of something called * unity” must appear to them quite
sentimental. In fact, Mr. Henderson, speaking on this subject last year,
said: ‘ There must be unity of purpose, unity of principle, unity
of conception, and unity of method.” There is little doubt that if the
argument depends on a cry of unity on the one side, and on the severely
practical considerations put forward by Mr. Henderson on the other,
the advocates of unity will receive short shrift.

9
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The main practical consideration is of course electoral. The Labour
Party has a certain task before it. To carry out that task requires a
majority at the next General Election; and to gain that majority a
combination of working-class and non-working-class votes is essential.
Already an appreciable amount of middle-class votes have been secured,
as witness the development of the Labour Party vote in such residential
constituencies as Bromley. The Liberals, thoroughly alarmed by these
successes, have issued a leaflet in which it is stated that * the Labour
Party is a class party,” the obvious intention being to stampede the
middle-class electors back into the Liberal ranks. Mr. Philip Snowden
castigates this leaflet in the June Labour Magazine, and has no difficulty
in showing that the insinuation is false. Clearly, from the point of view
of the Executive, the winning of a large section of the middle classes
must not be jeopardised. Now the admission of the Communist Party
would spoil all this. Its loud insistence on the abolition of capitalism
would scare away many professional men and small traders who, as
things are at present, would be willing to vote for a Labour Party but
not to vote for a revolution. The Communists might even wreck the
election if the Prime Minister catches the middle classes in a panicky
mood and if at the same time the incalculable Russians were to do
something that gave the P.M. his chance. Decidedly, from the point of
view of this calculation on the middle-class electorate, association with
the Communist Party would be a hindrance.

This electoral consideration, however, is not the sole consideration:
and any reckoning based on its being the only reason (such as the
calculation that, once the General Election is safely past, it might be
possible to reconsider the affiliation question) would be a profound
mistake., Another of almost equal importance is grounded on the
international situation. There is hardly any doubt that the leading minds
of the Labour Party have been deeply affected by what has been happen-
ing to the political movement of the working classes in other countries.
The parties of the Second International have been forced by the move-
ment of opinion to take up a defensive attitude in one country after
another. And while in the case of Great Britain their public attitude has
been to treat the Communist Party as negligible, in reality their attitude
is in conformity with the policy of the Second International, which is to
suppress Communist tendencies as a real danger. Even when their actual
membership is not large, it is recognised that they can get a following in
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& moment of crisis: and moments of crisis cannot always be so successfully
surmounted as in the case of the Council of Action. Here we have a
consideration which compels a definite and final repudiation of Com-
munism, and as soon as possible. For the rapid growth of Communist
principles amongst the workers in other countries conveys a warning.
Formerly it used to be thought that these ideas could not survive on
English soil—but not now. There is nothing specific in the British air
that kills the bacillus of Communism.

That the expulsion of the Communists (and not their mere non-
affiliation) was felt to be necessary, and so necessary as to make it a
major consideration, is fairly clear. No other meaning can possibly be
attached to the amendment to the constitution newly put forward by the
Executive (Rule 42. Persons over a mile high to leave the court) by
which unions and union branches are restricted from choosing Com-
munists to fill a representative position. And though it contrasts a little
oddly with some of Mr. Snowden’s reply already quoted,? it was probably
felt to be the only way of settling the question.

The electoral consideration and the consideration recently at work in
all the parties of the Second International are the main reasons for the
official attitude taken up to the Communist Party. Personal bitterness
could only play a minor part to these weightier considerations. The
more these arguments are dwelt upon, the more cogent they must seem
to their authors to be. Indeed, if one takes the parliamentarian’s point
of view, it would seem remarkable that the question should ever have
caused more than ten minutes’ consideration.

Yet, in spite of what must have seemed obvious arguments, it is not
8o easy to expel a working-class body from the Labour Party. Certain
prejudices, or if not prejudices at any rate habits of mind, on the part of
the delegates have to be treated tenderly. At this Edinburgh Conference
there will be present some whose outlook will not be bounded by the
General Election, but who will prefer to look still further ahead. And it
need not be surprising if there were a certain division of feeling—
because of a division of experience—between parliamentarians concen-

1 Mr. Snowden, in reply to the Liberal leaflet’s allegation that “ the Labour Party is a
mass of contradictions,” first taunts the Liberal Party with possessing the same infirmity.
Then he says: “ But we do not regard differences of opinion in a democratic party as
something to be deplored. On the contrary, differences of opinion are a sign of health and
vigour. We hope the Labour Party will always have its differences. It is out of free
discussion that the truth emerges.”
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trated on day to day politics and situated in a metropolitan atmosphere,
and those from the localities or from unions like the Miners’ whose
members are not caught up in the city bustle, or from those like the
Engineers’ whose angle of vision may have been slightly altered by their
experience of the extent to which the Communists were a help or a
hindrance in the lockout. Those delegates, though disagreeing with the
Communists, recognise in them the same people as themselves, with
fundamentally the same interest. To them in their localities the Com-
munist Party represents a real working-class element, which exists and
which is therefore to be reckoned with, if not to be counted upon.
Again, amongst some of the rank-and-file I.L.P.-ers there may be the
recollection of the earlier trade union attitude towards the [.L.P. Perhaps
it is only a coincidence, but there is just sufficient resemblance between
the attitude to Keir Hardie and those who were with him in the early
days and the attitude to the Communists now to make some of those
who can look back a little uncomfortable.

These arguments and counter-arguments will carry their weight in
the settlement of this matter at the Conference. But none of them
directly arise from a consideration of the working-class movement
looked at as a whole and viewed over a period. Yet it is precisely by
such a method of consideration that the full significance of this question
is discovered. Its significance lies not so much in what is happening or
is soon about to happen, but in what has happened; not so much in the
size to which the party has grown, as in the way that growth has been
related to the working class as a whole. There is much history behind
this rejection of the Communist Party.

The Labour Representation Committee that met in the Memorial
Hall in February, 1900, stood for a definite thing: * the better repre-
sentation of Labour,” as the Trades Union Congress resolution of 1899
had phrased it. It was essentially the same idea that had brought together
the founders of the I.LL.P. seven years before. To read the reports of the
early meetings of the Labour Representation Committee makes it clear
that the object was to stand for the working class as against the employing
class, and that the interests of Labour were conceived of as something
distinct from the combined interests of the separate unions and
sections,

The numbers in those days were very few: the whole aggregate mem-
bership was only 469,311 in 1902. Looking at these figures only it seems
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clear that the struggle for independent working-class representation will
be long and arduous. Then quite suddenly the figures began to mount
up. In 1903 they were 861,150, in 1904 969,800, and by 1908
1,072,413. What had happened ? The Taff Vale judgment of 1903 had
forced the unions into politics in order to protect their funds. That legal
decision could only be remedied by legislation, and in the young L.R.C.
was found the legislative instrument the unions required.

But the Lib.-Lab. members of Parliament and the Lib.-Lab. officials
of unions who swelled the ranks as a result of Taff Vale could hardly be
thought to have changed their ideas and to have suddenly become eager
followers of Keir Hardie. What the Labour Party gained by this all-too-
sudden accession of numbers it had perforce to lose in strength of
purpose. The original possibility of working-class representation was
swamped by this inrush of unions fleeing from the Taff Vale judgment.
The reinforced Labour Representation Committee gained its victories in
1906, returned twenty-nine members, and was sufficient of a portent for
the trembling Liberal Party to pass the Trade Disputes Act. Again, as
in 1876, the intervention in politics of these non-political bodies had
been singularly successful. The success was recognised, and, two years
later, the eleven Miners’ members joined the Labour Party. They had
been good Lib.-Labs.: that is, they had faithfully represented the sectional
interest of their particular trade union and had acted on the policy that
adherence to the Liberal Party was the best means of advancing that
sectional interest. That alone, and not any personal adherence to the
views of John Stuart Mill or any lasting bondage to the eloquence of
Mr. Gladstone was what made a Lib.-Lab. Consequently, when the
Miners’ members joined the Labour Party at that time they brought
with them nothing more than a decision that the sectional interests of
their unions could henceforward be better represented by the Labour
Party. Or perhaps in some minds it was thought that the Liberal Party
would be still more strongly influenced if the representatives of trade
unions were not safely within its fold, but just outside the fold. “There
is more anxiety about a sheep that is lost ”

It has been the habit to accept the Taff Vale decision as a notable
instance of how the enemies of the working class can over-reach them-
selves: and it is often regarded as a blessing in disguise. It does not seem
to have been realised that Taff Vale politics meant the triumph of
sectional interests at a time when these things were hovering in the
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balance, when the annual report for 1902 could remind the constituents

of the L.R.C.

There is some danger in action which makes the Labour member
representative of one trade union rather than of the general interests of
wage earners. It is the wage earner and not only the miner, the engineer,
or the railway servant who needs representation. . . . Only in this way
(by the establishment of an extra-union fund) can our movement be one for
Labour representation, and not merely for trade representation.

Naturally the life and vigour that come from representatives of
working-class interests as a whole could not be expected from men who
were sent to Parliament primarily as miners or carpenters or engineers.
Amongst the miners there was only one Keir Hardie. The others were
mining members of Parliament. The result of this was twofold. On the
one hand the Labour Party, now heavily overweighted with those who
but yesterday were the representatives of sectional interests, found that
it could not rise to the great expectations that had been formed of it.
The unemployment crisis of 1908-9, and the depression of trade, calling
for an outlook beyond the resources of each particular craft, had proved
a severe trial to its prestige amongst the workers. When the first shock
of its arrival in the House of Commons was over both friends and enemies
began to speak openly of the impotence of the Labour Party. Out of
this slack tide it began to drift more and more into a sort of tagit alliance
with the Liberals. There began to grow up a statesmanship which could
not foresee the future of Labour and only thought of effective parlia-
mentary bargains of the passing hour. So far was this carried that we
had the famous Bradford resolution of the I.L.P. passed in 1914 and
intended as a check to any further entanglements with the Liberal Party.
But how far and to what extent the original spirit of representation for
the working class had been vitiated by the habit of representing sectional
interests was difficult to discover.

On the other hand, the active elements amongst the workers passed
through a period of disillusionment. They had had great expectations of
the Labour Party. In their disappointment they concluded that politics
as such must be avoided: or, at any rate, that the emancipation of the
working class must be sought along other ways. Then there began that
artificial division of Labour activities into political and industrial; and,
the relative positions of God and the Devil thus clearly mapped out, the
exclusive devotion to one and religious abhorrence of the other. This
concentration on industrialism was spoken of by the political ones as
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*“ the swing of the pendulum.” It was estimated that in a few years the
swing would turn back again. Further, it was calculated that the
pendulum swung to and fro about exactly five times in the course of a
century. This cant phrase was hugged as if it were an explanation.

The war revealed that there was no political Labour Movement.
The resolution of the International Socialist Congress of 1907, confirmed
at Copenhagen in 1910 and at Basle in 1912, had laid down with
unmistakable clearness the duty of political working-class parties. It is
worth while to quote the actual wording :—

If war threatens to break out, it is the duty of the working class in the
countries concerned, and of their Parliamentary representatives, with the
help of the International Socialist Bureau as a means of co-ordinating their
action, to use every effort to prevent war by all the means that seem to them
most appropriate, having regard to the sharpness of the class struggle and
to the general political situation.

Should war, none the less, break out, their duty is to intervene to bring
it promptly to an end, and with all their energies to use the political and
economic crisis created by the war to rouse the populace from its slumbers,
and to hasten the fall of capitalist domination.

Now this resolution was clearly based on the assumption that the
Labour Party was a political party, in the true sense that it represented
the workers in the class struggle. Alas for them! that class struggle basis
did not exist. Not class interests but sectional interests found their
advocate in the Labour Party. There was never any chance of the
International resolution being made operative. That lightning flash on
August 4, 1914, revealed the political contours: and the contours of
the Labour Party were not to be distinguished from those of the Liberals
or Conservatives. The trade union leaders were eloquent about “a scrap
of paper”: but it was not the scrap of paper on which the representatives
of a subject class had inscribed the Resolution of 1907.

Moreover, had there been a true political Labour Movement in this
country it would have split along political lines. Even its fragments
would have attested the existence of political working-class organisation.
But the various outlooks in this country can be readily divided into three,
viz., patriotic, pacifist, and industrialist. Not one of them was political.
Not one of them had a clear meaning from the point of view of class
struggle. If anything could have divided a parsy, it was the war, Those
who saw hundreds of thousands of workers sent to their death for the
sake of oil and rubber and gold and steel, drafted to Mesopotamia and
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Palestine in order to make the Holy Land a safe and happy hunting
ground for concessionaires, or flung to the machine guns in Flanders
that French ironmasters should gain the iron of the Saar Valley and smelt
it with cheap coal from the Rithr—those who saw these things then (as
most of us see them now—a little late) could not possibly have remained
in the same party with the war-mongers, had it been a Party in any real
sense of that word. It may be thought of as a benefit that there should
have been no deep and rending schism then, and on that issue, but only
a difference of opinion; and that the split should come now, and on this
issue. But those who think that are themselves bemused by the notion
of a party that is no party: and their thought is simply another evidence
of the strength of sectionalism. For a sectional interest, such as the
economic interests of the trade unions, cannot think or feel for the
interests of the whole. Nothing, not the most terrible catastrophe, seems
to dissolve these lesser bonds. Such is the curious tenacity of life of a
sectional interest, like that of a lower organism.

Yet never had the need for the higher organism been greater, the
organism of a real party. Not all the various bodies and organs that had
grown up in the movement from ten years before could make up for that
lack, not even the pre-war Daily Herald with its Dyson cartoons. But if
the Daily Herald was unable to take the place of a party, it had served
(even with its queer belief in industrial action only) to reveal the need of
the workers for such a party. The discrepancies and discordances of the
movement began to cause serious anxiety. Well-meaning attempts to set
it right sprang up in profusion. Many special bodies came into existence,
both before and after the beginning of the war, some with a mission to
revise the theory of the movement, some to alter its practice, others to
co-ordinate. But it was not till 1917-8 that anything was done. In 1917
the trumpets of the Russian revolution rang out over the world: and
everywhere amongst the masses came a sense of movement. To that
there were in this country two responses.

The first of these was the Leeds Convention of May, 1917, which
was to have set up Councils of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies and had
about as much political after-effect as Robert Burns’s present of cannon
to the French National Assembly. It was not out of these short-lived
enthusiasms that a real Labour Party could be born. It was a voice and
nothing more. But the second response, the new constitution of the
Labour Party, was not even a voice. It was a document handed down
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from above. Hitherto in spite of all the societies and people-with-schemes -
the Labour Party had remained amorphous, something not fixed or fused,
but subsisting in a sort of mechanical mixture of its various natural
elements. Now, suddenly, there was a definite move, originating from the
Txecutive, to introduce definiteness and direction. It was not an easy
~:ove. It had been attempted before and had been bungled before. This

me there were to be no mistakes. The individual psychology of those
-ho would be most closely concerned was well judged, the public attitude
was neatly calculated, the political timing was nearly perfect. To say this
will not appear too much to those who remember the excitement caused
by the new Labour Programme, the New Constitution, the new constitu-
~ncies, and the new candidates. The doors were opened to those who
were neither Socialist nor working class. Radicals and others prominent
in politics began to join and to leave the Wee Frees, The star of Asquith
waned. For a time the Labour Party was more than respectable: it was
the fashion.

The middle classes were visibly impressed. They had not thought it
possible for the Labour Party to assume so much of the technique of the
older parties, to master the art of making an appeal to all classes, and
generally to have learned so well the lessons of political behaviour as
understood and practised from of old in this country. And, insensibly,
as they felt the Labour Party to be something more like the parties to
which they had been accustomed, their fear of it dropped away; while
with a natural reciprocity the speeches and books of the leaders were
toned to catch the ear of the new audience. The Labour Party had ceased
to cater only for trade union interests. It was now concerned for the good
of the whole community, and neither Liberal nor Conservative could say
more than that.

The reconstitution then seemed to have succeeded beyond what
everybody had dared to hope. And yet, brilliant reconstruction though
it was, it was not quite everything. One thing was lacking: the movement
of a real creative spirit amongst the workers themselves. But that one
thing was essential. Without it the reconstruction of the Labour Party
in 1917 was no less futile than the Leeds Convention of the same year.
Many will remember how the Office of Works was stung into activity
by Bernard Shaw’s disparaging reference to Buckingham Palace (in the
stage directions of Cesar and Cleopatra), and set to work to alter, if not
its structure, its appearance, by the addition of a new fagade. The case
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was similar., There was no rebuilding of the Labour Party. There was
only a new fagade.

A real political party was not created, the sectional interests were not
fused.

The year 1918 turns it into 2 party on a level with the other parties,
approximating to them more and more, like the uncouth heir of an old
house who has been discovered in Australia and is now learning how to
behave like his predecessors. But the young heir has still a lesson to
learn. He must cut hisold connections. And so,like Napoleon Buonaparte
aspiring to enter the circle of legitimate sovereigns and divorcing
Josephine therefor, the Labour Party legitimises its expected rise to
power by the expulsion of the Communist Party.

But something departs with the Communist Party which some
would be fain to keep.

The traditions of a revolutionary working class enrolled in the
Socialist ranks becomes a little hollow. It becomes a little difficult to
quote William Morris or to use his arguments: for William Morris was
a Communist. But the “Red Flag” will still be sung. For to cast away

that symbol would be to betray the fact that the reality had also been
abandoned.



AFTER THE RETREAT,
WHAT?

J. T. MURPHY

‘ N rITH the defeat of the Engineers, the controversy arising
out of the retreat of the unions before the capitalist
offensive enters on a new stage. Immediately after the

Black Friday fiasco all attention was centred upon the failure

and weaknesses of organisations. A call was made at once

for some big simple plan of reorganisation. The General Council
of the Trades Union Congress entered the arena as Labour’s

General Staff and became the centre of attention in the place of the

Triple Alliance. Several big plans were forthcoming only for the months

to make clear the limitations of every plan of union reorganisation and

the immense difficulties to be overcome.

When the Engineers’ lock-out began in March of this year all the
defects of the unions and their leaders were again brazenly paraded before
the masses. Black Friday of 1921 was followed by Black Tuesday of
1922. The elementary principles of solidarity were betrayed, even by
the engineering unions amongst themselves. The General Council
received requests and demands from all directions to take a leading part.
The Council crept in between the conferences as a mediator. It retired
without honour even amongst its friends. But the idea of a General Staff
remains, and to this the old trade union leaders turn as they rise from the
confession of their futilities and demand on its behalf greater powers to
cope with the future struggles,

It is at this stage that the change in the direction of the controversy
takes its most interesting turn. The call for power is answered by the
call for a purpose. * What is needed is not simply power, but power for
an objective. What is that objective? There can only be one answer to
that question. If the central direction of Labour is needed to confront
the central direction of capital in the modern State, it can only be for
one purpose and that is to defeat it.”” Thus the Editor in the May issue
of the LaBour MonNTHLY,

It is not often that a call is so quickly answered. It is a simple answer
and a bold one. But, does it focus correctly the principal weakness of the
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movement or the complexity of the problem to be tackled ? The impli-
cation, nay, more, the premise from which the answer is thundered
forth, is that the movement has no objective. Now, it may be that most
of the Labour leaders of the day would acclaim the objective as declared
by Mr. Dutt, but have different notions concerning the path towards
the conquest of power and what is meant by the defeat of capital. Indeed,
the same writer went on to show how politics had become confused with
parliamentarism, and how this very parliamentarism had become the one
hope of the leaders. The fundamental weakness of the movement to-day
lies, therefore, not in the fact that it has no aim, but that it is confused
about its aim and tied down to specific forms of progress.

It is notorious how the Labour Movement, as if on the horns of a
dilemma, has swung backwards and forwards on the issues of parlia-
mentarism and direct action. The apparent practicability of democracy
has appealed to many and is the strength of parliamentary labourism.
The resentment against political careerism harnessed to economic trades
unionism has been the basis of the other, giving rise to industrialism and
syndicalism. The one has produced a policy which directs the movement
to something external to itself from which to derive its principal strength.
The other has concentrated upon industrial organisation and power
whilst failing to appreciate the limitations of the industrial organisations
in the political struggle which demands a proletarian State in the
transition from capitalism to socialism.

The revolutions and upheavals in Europe have shattered the notion
that the instruments of political authority are alike for each class as it
rises to power. Each class requires the instrument of authority which
operates and responds the most readily to its class interests and needs.
The struggle of the classes (surely no one in the Labour Movement will
deny the class struggle to-day) has produced the organisations most
responsive and adaptable to their every-day needs. Most certainly the
parliamentary institutions did not arise out of the needs of the labouring
masses or we should not have to conquer them. Nor have the unions,
co-operatives, and workers’ parties grown out of the interests and needs
of the landlords and capitalists, These organisations of Labour are the
foundation of Labour’s strength, the instruments responding to and
thriving upon the development of the interests of Labour. That they are
perfect none will agree. But we do know that as they grow in power,
and use it, Labour is on the way to becoming the dominant class. It
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follows, therefore, that any policy which detracts attention from and
weakens the basic organisations of Labour is a policy of reaction
strengthening the hands of the enemies of Labour. Is not this the effect
of Labour parliamentarism to-day ? Has it not made Parliament the aim
and measured every crisis and every struggle in terms of their effect
upon the voting machine of capitalism ?

It does not follow that Labour ought not to penetrate or capture the
capitalist institutions. But it does follow that the réle of Labour within
these institutions is not to perpetuate them at the expense of Labour’s
organisations. It must be to strengthen the latter at the expense of the
former. When once parliamentarism has become synonymous with
politics, and the political goal of the working class has become a parlia-
mentary goal, social pacificism is the natural philosophy of the leaders.
Strikes are deplored. Lockouts are brutal and indecent. Mass action
becomes mob action to be avoided at all costs. Upon the premise of
reformist parliamentarism is founded the mechanical, formal, respectable
means of progress and a sentimental idealism which ignores the realities
of the daily struggles of the masses. In practice it perverts the rdle of the
workers in the capitalist Parliament and stifles the elemental movements
of the masses upon which the working class depends for its conquest of
capitalism. It is because life has repeatedly contradicted this unreal
idealism that the Labour Movement has continuously been involved in
strikes and lockouts in spite of the will of the leaders of Labour, and
thus made possible the growth of the opposition policy.

Whatever the defects of the industrialists and the syndicalists they
had faith in the masses and the unions. Their defects were not errors
of faith, but of vision. They failed to see the political implications of the
fight for the control of industry. Concentrating upon industry they
thought in terms of industry, and missed the fact that in the war to
wrest industry from the present owners we have to deal with forces other
than industrial headed by an authority which can only be answered by
the dictatorship of the proletariat exercised by a State of Labour’s own
creation. Never has this fact been made so clear as in the uprising of the
Italian workers, who seized the factories and ignored the State. Neither
State nor factories are theirs to-day. Nor even the conditions agreed upon
in the final compromise. Ignoring the task of conquering the Capitalist
State power in the hour of open conflict,the State waited and defeated them.

The failure to recognise this limitation of their programme has had
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its effect upon even their positive contributions to the movement. They
have believed in mass action and persistently developed the industrial
organisations. But in the process they have set limitations to the
movement and developed an industrial Utopia, which has played a
similar réle to its antithesis—parliamentary Labourism. When not
making the errors of the Italian unions, they have been developing formal
schemes of perfect industrial organisation which when completed would
squeeze out capitalism and become the industrial administrative
machinery of society. These in turn have given rise to the competitive
policies of amalgamation wersus the building of new unions. Again life
has defeated the formalists of both extremes. The revolutionary
experiences and upheavals in Europe, and indeed the struggles within
this country, have demonstrated that the revolutionary challenge for
power becomes a fact of life long before any of their formal schemes can
possibly come to fruition.

Plans and schemes of general Labour organisation play a rdle both
in the development of Labour organisation and the movements of the
masses. But that réle is not a formal one mechanically ushering in the
perfect organisation before action. The character of the every-day struggle
of the workers, their general lack of political training, the increasing
rapidity of the economic and political changes which characterise modern
capitalism, prohibit such a possibility. Their value lies in the degree to
which they assist in the marshalling of ever larger forces for action; the
breaking down of the narrow sectional prejudices, the giving of confidence
to the masses, and the simplification of the problems of leadership. Their
danger lies mainly in their misdirection. Once they are looked upon
as ends in themselves or are allowed to fetter the movements of the
workers, the source of their strength becomes the ally of their enemies.

The working-class movement needs the aim already indicated. But
it needs also a policy freed from the fetters of formalism, a policy based
upon a profound faith in the masses and their capacity to use their own
organisations, not to produce an equilibrium or balance of power between
their organisations and the institutions of capitalism, but to supplant the
institutions by those of their own creation. Only a movement freed from
the mechanical formul® of industrialists and parliamentarians alike can
hope to be capable of developing a leadership and a capacity to respond
readily to the demands of the life-and-death struggle between Capital and
Labour,
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It is one thing, however, to clarify the aim and define what we think
should be the character of the policy to be pursued. It is another to say
how these things shall be. The aim is a political aim, and we have to face
the fact that the Labour unions are not built upon a political programme
although they are compelled to play an ever-increasing part in the
political struggle of the workers for power. They are broad based upon
the economic conditions of a class and unlimited in the variety of the
political views which may exist within them. Liberals, Tories, Labourists,
Communists, have equal rights as trade unionists. A candidate for office
is not asked as to his political views. Deeper still in these organisations
are large numbers of workers who are not even politically conscious.
It is true that all these elements move into action from time to time
under given conditions. But this fact does not clear the way or simplify
the problem of electing new leaders. It only serves to show more clearly
the obligations of leadership in contrast to the inevitably confused leader-
ship which such heterogeneous elements are bound to throw up without
some effort is made to alter the character of the elections within the
unions.

Every one of these mass movements which arise are of political
importance, and if they are handled by people who neither understand
their significance nor desire to use them, what wonder can there be that
solidarity is so slow in developing or that Labour’s subjective condition
is so far behind the objective demands of history. These are the occasions
when the will of the masses is harnessed to an idea and the confusion of
opinions is subordinated in the mass. These are the occasions when much
depends upon the leadership as to whether they become the means of
developing political consciousness and purpose or are demoralised by
failure to ring true to the inherent demands of the struggle. These hours
of crisis, however, are not the hours of election to office. The leaders are
elected during the times of *‘ normalcy ”” when inertia and the political
confusion of the workers are uppermost in the unions.

“The problem, therefore, is not simply that of converting the General
Council, if that were possible. The central organ of the movement must
have behind it the will and purpose of the masses, and that will and
purpose is divided in a thousand ways. Recollect for a moment the
cross-currents which operate even on such a question as the amalgama-
tion of the unions. It is a popular demand in the engineering industry
to-day, but immediately the lockout is over it will need a long and
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persistent struggle in the unions to effect amalgamation. The returns
sent in to the General Council in response to their request for greater
powers show how great are the obstacles to even a more elementary
proposal than that of amalgamation. The three leading organisations
affiliated to the Trades Union Congress—the M.F.G.B,, the Transport
Federation, and the N.U.R.—holding the strategic positions in the
Labour struggle against capitalism, either do not reply or refuse. Still
more vividly are the difficulties brought home to us by the lockout of
engineering and shipbuilding workers. Here on the simple question of
the solidarity of the workers in a single industry when every union
within it was subject to the onslaught of the Employers’ Federation, the
confusion and discord is amazing. Mr, Bell, speaking on behalf of the
General Workers, could not see why his organisation should be brought
into the trouble at all. His members were quite happy prior to the
intrusion and would be glad to resume normal relations. Other leaders
speaking on behalf of their particular unions echoed these sentiments.
Yet whilst they were speaking the rank and file of these organisations in
various important centres were attempting to create a greater solidarity
in spite of their leaders. But even those who agree on the aim set before
us do not act unitedly. They are pursuing an individualistic striving for
a revolutionary social idea, and are lost amidst the welter of
confusion.

To throw our aim into the midst of this confusion as a new idea to
be casually considered would simply add one more to the many whirling
around the movement to-day. All the circumstances we have traversed
emphatically demand that the idea must be organised, and that this
organisation must harness the will of the masses to achieve its purpose.
To organise on the basis of a political idea and policy is to create a
political party. Thars is the need of the day. A party which shall organise
all those in the working-class movement, with its variety of organisations,
who are prepared to pursue a common policy within and through these
organisations for the conquest of power by whatever means life may
offer.  Without it any definite advance on the chaos of to-day is an
impossibility.

But again let me call a halt. We want a party of a totally different
character to any which have yet figured in the history of this country.
Every party, from the Labour Party to the most revolutionary, has
suffered, and suffers to-day, from the same deadening formal features
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which have characterised the unions. True it may be that they have had
a political objective before them which has distinguished them from the
unions. But they have the same formal membership, the same formal
voting, the same bureaucratic obsessions. They have not been organs of
struggle. They have simply been registers of opinion and propaganda
associations either deploring the actions of the masses or preaching
revolt without the saeans to determine the actions of a single union.
The greatest moments of their existence when their influence was
enormous were thrust upon them and not achieved through their living
contact and conscious leadership of the workers’ organisations in their
daily struggles. When the Labour Party found itself at the head of a
mighty movement at the time of the threatened war on Soviet Russia it
threw into silhouette the power of organised Labour and its challenge to
the institutions of capitalism. That was an accident of history for the
Labour Party, not to be repeated, disclosing for all time the futilities of
their formalism. But for the party of revolution it was a peremptory
warning and foreshadowing of the crises yet to come in the struggles of
the classes, crises which show that struggle for political power to be not
merely a registration but a war of living forces in which every organisa-
tion counts. The party we need, therefore, is a party of struggle, a party
without sleeping members, a party participating in the every-day struggles
of the masses because it recognises that it is the accumulation of the
forces operating in these everyday affairs which produces the crises which
determine the future of the workers for long years ahead. It must be a
party functioning in the everyday life and work of the unions, not as
a mediator between the employers and the workers, but as a warrior
helping the workers to conquer. '

That this will mean sharply raising political issues in the unions
is true. It cannot be escaped. And every attempt to escape is disastrous,
encouraging political ignorance, smothering the real issues, and handing
the workers over to the forces of reaction. It has become hackneyed to
say that it is impossible to state where the industrial ends and the political
begins. What then becomes of the objection to politics playing a decisive
réle in the election of leaders? Economic unionism is dead. Political
confusion reigns. Only by putting issues more clearly and sharply before
the masses in every phase of their activities is it possible for them to
emerge from political darkness to light and produce the leadership
necessary for the tasks before the workers of to-day.



THE TRANSPORT
WORKERS' NEXT STEP

By ROBERT WILLIAMS

HE present is a time for serious stock-taking. We have

I reports from all quarters of declining membership in all sections

of the Trade Union movement. Real wages are being
reduced below the pre-war standard and the worker’s condition of life
is falling to unendurable levels. Much of our trouble can be directly
traced to the international chaos, for which the workers are only partly
responsible, but a good deal is due to faulty methods of industrial
organisation. _

In what direction can we look for material improvement 7 Are we
to remain in a spirit of oriental fatalism until by the blind operations
of economic factors British trade-union conditions are reduced to the
“coolie”” level now obtaining in Germany, Poland, Austria, 8c.? It
seems pretty clear that with our present policy, or shall I say lack of
policy, we shall all discover that after the Allied financiers, militarists,
and capitalists have utilised the efforts and energies of the workers in
their respective countries to destroy Germany and her allies in the field
by the Reparations Clauses of the Peace Treaties the slave conditions
produced in the countries of the vanquished nations are being used to
destroy the trade-union wages and conditions in the Allied countries,
which were built up by generations of working-class organisation.

We must, therefore, rouse ourselves more from our muddle-
headedness than from our apathy. It is idle to cry, “ Workers, Unite |
You have nothing to lose but your chains,” when we know full well
that the highly-skilled craft unionist considers he is so much superior
to the lesser-skilled machine minder or the “unskilled " labourer.

Even though the pace be frightfully slow we must work towards
the establishment of powerful industrial groupings.

Having been asked by the Editor to write about the new develop-
ment of the Transport Workers’ Federation, I do so willingly on the
lines of the writer of the “ Notes of the Month ” for the June issue,
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“to throw a light upon the immediate problems of the working-class
struggle.”

Immediately upon the establishment of the Transport and General
Workers’ Union, merging twelve of the organisations previously
separately affiliated to the Federation and now including the overwhelm-
ing majority of the Federation membership, the Executive Council took
the necessary steps to consult the three organisations of railway workers
with a view to bringing them within the scope of an enlarged transport
federation. Two years ago I submitted a memorandum to the Annual
General Council of the Federation suggesting that the scope of the
Federation should be extended to include the whole of the transport,
railway, and distributive workers of the country. The processes of
transport and distribution are part of a chain of functions starting, in the
case of a commodity like bread, from the granaries of Canada, America,
and the Argentine and terminating with the delivery of the bread itself
at our very doors. It is impossible to define or trace any clear line of
demarcation between the shop assistant who attends to the sales and the
warchouseman at the docks or at the warechouses of the great multiple
stores or co-operative societies. Nor can a clear line of division be
determined between the transport worker by rail and the transport
worker by road, and this difficulty will remain whatever may be the
result of the struggle now going on between the private interests in the
commercial road transport industry and the semi-controlled monopolists
of the various Scottish and English great railway companies, in which
the latter are claiming powers to run motor vehicles in competition with
the former.

The development of the Federation in the direction of the memo-
randum referred to has, however, been retarded because the workers in
what are called the distributive trades are not yet ready and willing to
take part in a great federation such as I have outlined. With the railway
workers, however, the position is more clarified. The Federation first
sought consultation early this year with the National Union of Railway-
men, between which body and the Federation there has existed a joint
committee for some time to deal with matters concerning waterside
labour and questions of overlapping where the memberships of the two
bodies worked in conjunction. The N.U.R, Executive Committee,
while hesitant to discuss complete amalgamation between themselves and
the Transport and General Workers’ Union and other unions affiliated
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to the Federation, displayed a keen anxiety to proceed almost immedi-
ately with a scheme of federation with the transport workers, and if
possible to include the other railway unions. It was decided to invite the
Associated Society of Locomotive Engineers and Firemen and the
Railway Clerks’ Association to act with the Federation and the N.U.R,,
and subsequently conferences of the four bodies took place for the
purpose of considering the old constitution of the Federation and drafting
such alterations as were necessary to bring the rules and objects more in
compliance with the needs of an extended federation permitting the entry
of the railwaymen’s unions. Agreement on these matters was reached
without much difficulty, and a draft of the revised rules and constitution
was submitted to a further conference of the four bodies, and each of the
parties agreed to recommend the principle of a railway and transport
federation and the revisions of rules necessary therefor to the governing
bodies of the four organisations.

The governing body of the Associated Society of Locomotive
Engineers and Firemen is the Annual Assembly of Delegates, which was
the first to meet after the recommendations had been passed, and it
accepted the recommendations and will await the inaugural conference of
the reconstituted federation.

The annual conference of the Railway Clerks’ Association met later
in May, but the conference was unwilling to accept the recommendations
of the Executive and referred the matter back to the branches. This fact
may prove a fitting reply to those who are never tired of claiming that it
is the leaders who stand in the way of amalgamation or even more effective
co-operation through federation. I have received at the time of writing
no official report of the debate upon the proposal, but I have watched
with interest the reports appearing in the Dasly Herald, as well as those
of the capitalist-owned Press. It appears to me that the two arguments
which received the greatest prominence were mutually destructive. In
the first place, one of the delegates offered resistance to a scheme of
federation because, as he alleged, the dockers in his town—Barry—
struck as regularly as the town clock. He asked furthermore why an
organisation like the R.C.A. should join up with unions which included
lascars, coolies, and other orientals amongst its membership. The
second argument was that the Federation was a showy superstructure
without any firmly established basis in reality, I would point out to the
representative from Barry that it ill becomes a member of the working



The Transport Workers’ Next Step 29

class to condemn other members of that class by using only the travesty
of an argument, the weakness of which ought to be evident from the
avidity with which it was seized upon by the capitalist Press. It is true
that in many of our ports we have periodical stoppages which are necessary
for the enforcement of our various agreements, and that are absolutely
essential to maintain the existing tariffs, which otherwise might be
whittled down until our members would be earning half their present
wages. It is not fair to assume that because our members may stop a
ship here and there to enforce a tariff, it would be necessary to ask the
booking clerks on the Barry Railway to refuse to issue tickets to—
amongst others—our own members who were following their ordmary
occupations.

The arguments of the second delegate have only to be restated to
answer themselves. The Transport Workers’ Federation, with all its
defects upon its head—and I realise those faults as well as most people—
has done as much for its affiliated membership as any other organisation
in the country. Were I concerned with scoring mere debating points 1
could offer six criticisms of the R.C.A. for every one that the delegates
referred to offered against the Federation.

There remain now the Annual General Council of the Federation and
the Annual Delegate Meeting of the National Union of Railwaymen to
consider the proposal. The Federation Council will meet in June before
these lines appear in print, and the N.U.R. is meeting in the early part of
July. We have every reason for assuming that these two meetings will
agree to the main lines of the recommendations, and then the inaugural
conference of the newly-constituted Federation will be held formally to
ratify the establishment of the new body and adopt the rules and consti-
tution, as well as to elect officers and Executive and perform other
consequcntlal business,

In my opinion it is absolutely essential at the present time to have a
comprehensive organisation representing all sections of transport work:
rail, road, water, and—by no means insignificant—air. In the near future
tens of thousands of the Federation membership will be railway workers,
especially in South Wales, where, under the Grouping Scheme, the Great
Western Railway becomes the owner of a chain of docks and harbours
reaching from Newport down to Fishguard, Amalgamation of all
transport interests on the trade union side may to-day appear somewhat
remote, but it must be remembered that a good deal of resistance wag



30 The Labour Monthly

offered to the formation of the Federation some twelve years age, and all
the facts and circumstances which have accelerated the formation of the
Transport and General Workers’ Union are acting, together with the
quickened consciousness of the workers themselves, to promote an
amalgamation of all the varied transport interests throughout the country.

At the time of writing the Executive of the Federation are organising
means of resistance to the latest demands of the shipowners and port
labour employers for reductions of wages. Some of these employers, as
indicated, are railway companies, and there are, moreover, attempts being
made to interfere with the basic wage which the railway workers estab-
lished as the result of the 1919 strike. It seems clear that the Federation
of British Industries and the astute gentlemen who direct the policy of
the employers regarding wages and working conditions have determined
to make their attack first of all upon the productive side of industry.
Having got substantial wages cuts and established factory and workshop
* discipline " over the workpeople in productive industry, they are now
making an effort to repeat on the transport and distributive side of
industry what they have accomplished—for the process is practically
complete with the failure of the engineers—on the productive side. In
that side of industry the workers’ labour has been so resourceful that the
overlords of industry can eke out the product of last month'’s labour and
use it this month and next month and thereby starve the workers into
submissive conditions. It is so with coal, with constructional and building
work, with textiles, But the employers understand only too well that they
cannot use yesterday’s transport to-day or reserve to-day’s transport for
to-morrow. Transport must be continuous to be effective. In the old
pre-war days transport workers were the only trade union combination
which had to make allowance for the existence and maintenance of
professional strike-breakers: the Free Labour Association, which was a
wing of the Shipping Federation. In the railway strike of 1919 White
Guards, volunteers, and ‘‘ loyal ’ workers were used to set up a skeleton
service for the purpose of contesting the resistance of the National Union
of Railwaymen and the Associated Society of Locomotive Engineers and
Firemen. It was the same during the Triple Alliance crisis. Kensington
Gardens and Regent’s Park were like the base behind the front line in
France or Flanders during the war. Tens of thousands of motor vehicles
were requisitioned to form an alternative means of transport, * backed
by all the resources of the State "; all this, not to take the place of a single
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miner, but of the transport workers and railwaymen who were preparing
to take action in support of the miners. The measure of our power to
hamper and embarrass the organised capitalists is the measure of the
opposition which will confront us as soon as action is forced upon us.

If I am asked to state with precision and exactitude what the
extended federation of transport and railway workers is going
to do, I say frankly, “I don’t know.” It will depend upon
the set of circumstances obtaining at a given time. I welcome the
development of the trade union movement on frankly industrial lines.
One of the most humiliating spectacles we have seen for some time is the
friction we know has gone on between the A.E.U. and the forty-seven
unions, all of whom ought to be standing and negotiating solidly together.
The workers will have to learn to consider organisation not only on
clearly defined industrial lines, but on a class or revolutionary basis.
Some of us had hopes that the General Council of the Trades Union
Congress would be able to contribute something in reintegrating the
working-class movement on the industrial field, but, alas! the General
Council is only the Parliamentary Committee with a new name. We
must not, however, be unduly perturbed or dismayed by the lack of
foresight of the leaders. The leaders are but the reflex of the apathy and
indifference of the majority of the membership. One can only hope that
the extended Federation of Transport and Railway Workers will do as
much for its affiliated membership as the present Federation has been able
to since its formation in 1910,



THE DEBACLE OF
GANDHISM

By EVELYN ROY

‘ N rHAT is the meaning of the present situation in India ? Has
the national movement collapsed, or is it only Gandhism that
has collapsed, to give way to newer and deeper forces of the

future ? The answer to this question is only to be found in the study of

Gandhism and its fall: and this study is the more important because

Gandhism is a factor of international significance, and its counterpart is

to be found in every revolution.

" Gandhism as a political force reached its climax in the
Ahmedabad session of the Indian National Congress, held in
the last week of December, 1921. The 6,000 delegates, represen-
tative of India’s outraged nationalism—outraged by the policy of
deliberate repression launched upon by the Government of India—
conferred upon the Working Committee, and upon Mr. Gandhi as its
head, supreme dictatorial powers to guide the national destinies during
the ensuing year. Non-violent Non-co-operation and mass civil disobe-
dience, including non-payment of taxes, were adopted as the means to
attain the goal of a still-undefined Swaraj.

Few leaders can ask for more than this: the sense of power that
emanates from a nation’s mandate, backed up by the popular will. The
field was clear for Mr. Gandhi to exercise his qualities of leadership and
to match steel with his powerful opponent, British imperialism. If at
first blush the contest looked unequal between the slender David and the
giant Goliath, it must be remembered that the odds were not all it ;avour
of the latter. . Three hundred and twenty million people, united under
the single command of an adored and trusted leader, who has cleverly
put his bristling opponent at a disadvantage from the outset by pro-
claiming non-violence as his chief weapon—such a force, if properly
manceuvred, could be made to wring more than one concession from the
irritated and nonplussed adversary whose moral position in the eyes of
the world is a bad one and whose cowardly hypocrisy smarts under the
knowledge of this fact. And concessions were all that Mr. Gandhi asked
for. He is not, and has never been, an avowed revolutionary who puts the
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issue squarely to the enemy: * Either you or I must go.” His unsub-
stantial, transubstantiated Swaraj, when pieced together from reluctant
definitions, means only * Home rule within the British Empire,” as the
defeat of Hazrat Mohani’s resolution for “ Complete independence
outside the British Empire ” proved at the Ahmedabad Congress.
¢ If, instead of winning concessions for at least a section of the Indian
people, Mr. Gandhi won for himself a six-year gaol sentence and a martyr’s
crown at the hands of the British Government, he has only himself to
blame. Great positions carry with them great responsibilities, and
Gandhi the Dictator, who played a lone hand against his powerful
protagonist, must acknowledge that his tactics brought him to a cata-
strophic defeat. “The situation at the close of the Ahmedabad Congress
was a delicate one, and success for either side hung in the balance. It is
in such moments that leadership turns the scale, and, judging by the
dénouement, the palm must go to Lord Reading and not to Mr. Gandhi.
A moment’s retrospect will make clear the position as it stood.- The
visit of the Prince of Wales to India served its purpose by showing the
Government there was real force behind the non-co-operators—the force
of the striking masses. Stung by this demonstration of power, the
bureaucracy adopted a policy of such wide repression that to-day, in
addition to all the prominent leaders, 2 §,000 Indian patriots lie in gaol
upon very vague and unproven charges of * sedition,” * disaffection,”
and of “ waging war against the king."” But in its eagerness to stamp
the movement out the Government overshot the mark. The Moderates,
that tiny section of upper-class Indians, whose * loyalty ” gave a show
of legality to the wholesale arrests and prosecutions of their fellow-
countrymen—these same Moderates rebelled against their leading-
strings and demanded a change of policy. Members of the new councils
resigned, others protested, lawyers and landowners and capitalists banded
themselves together in a sort of unity to tell the Government it must
cease its rampant repression. The suggestion of Pundit Malaviya to
~ hold a round table conference of all shades of opinion for the solution of
the crisis was responded to by all the political parties. This was the
crucial moment, and the wary tactics of the Viceroy in this crisis prove
that he was fumbling in the dark.
In a speech made in Calcutta on December 21, 1921, just before the
Ahmedabad Congress opened, the Viceroy himself stated that he was in
favour of a genuine attempt to solve the problems of unrest by means of

<
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discussion and consideration at a conference, and that meanwhile there
should be a cessation of activities on both sides, both Non-co-operators
and Government. His words had not fallen on deaf ears, and we find the
idea of a conference being toyed with by Mr. Gandhi. In the conference
of all parties held in Bombay on January 1§ definite terms were laid
down for the calling of a round table conference in conformity with the
Viceroy's speech—that the Government cease its arrests and release all
prisoners, and that the Non-co-operators cease all activities pending the
negotiations. Mr. Gandhi, meanwhile, as Congress Dictator, suspended
civil disobedience until the end of January in order to assist the
arbitration. -~

In this desire of Mr. Gandhi to arbitrate lay the secret of his defeat.
Lord Reading discovered that Mr. Gandhi was no less unwilling than
himself to call into action the sanguinary forces of the Indian masses.
This was amply demonstrated by his ever-growing insistence upon the
creed of non-violence at the expense of its concomitant, non-co-operation;
by his sharp rebuke to every manifestation of force on the part of the
masses, such as his * Manifesto to the Hooligans of Bombay " after the
events of November 17-20, and Madras, in which he declared, “ It is
better to have no hartal and no hooliganism "; above all, by his shrinking
from embarking upon the final step that he himself declared must lead
to Swaraj, namely, mass civil disobedience, including non-payment of
taxes. This latter step was thrice postponed after its formal adoption in
the Ahmedabad Congress—postponed for no reason whatever that one
may find except in Mr. Gandhi’s own timid horror of the inevitable
conflicts between police and people that must follow its inauguration:
It did not need much acumen for Lord Reading to discover this weakness
of Mr. Gandhi—the latter proclaimed it from the housetops for the
benefit alike of Government and Non-co-operators. On January 2§, he
wrote in Young India at the very moment when the round table negotia-
tions were under way and he was supposed to declare mass civil disobe-
dience in operation within five days if the overtures for peace fcll
through:—

I don’t know what is the best course. At this moment I am positively
shaking with fear. If a settlement were to be made, then where are we to
go? After coming to know the strength of India, I am afraid of a settlement.
If a settlement is to be made before we have been thoroughly tested, our

condition will be like that of a child prematurely born which will perish in
@ short time.
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< In the face of this naive avowal of indecision, helplessness, and
terror, is it any wonder that the Viceroy, afflicted by no such qualms and
very conscious of his end in view, should bring the negotiations for a
round table conference to an abrupt conclusion and pursue his serene
course of “‘ lawless repression ”’ undeterred by the voice of his own or
Mr. Gandhi’s conscience ?” Lord Reading’s decision was communicated
to the Bombay Conference in a telegram sent by his secretary at the end
of January, which stated that His Excellency was unable to discover in
the proposals put forward by the conference the basis for a profitable
discussion on a round table conference, and no useful purpose would
therefore be served by entering into any detailed examination of their
terms.

Mr. Gandhi’s much-advertised letter to the Viceroy of February 4,
and the Government communiqué issued in reply on February 6, are
merely by-plays of the main decision arrived at full ten days earlier. The
Viceroy had begun to advance from the very first step of retreat taken by
Mr. Gandhi in postponing the application of mass civil disobedience
until the outcome of the round table arbitrations. If instead of this
amiable postponement Mr. Gandhi had issued an edict to the waiting
peasantry to cease payment of taxes immediately at the close of the
Congress, the whole outcome might have been different. The response
of the peasants cannot be doubted. Wherever tried its effect was instan-
taneous and overwhelming. Lord Reading, confronted by a show of
force and firmness, backed by mass action on a large scale, might have
wavered and accepted negotiations with the Non-co-operators. But
Mr. Gandhi merely threatened, and then postponed for two weeks that
which constituted his only weapon. On February 4, when the Viceroy
had already declared the road to negotiations closed, Mr. Gandhi
addressed him a letter, once more offering to delay the inauguration of
mass civil disobedience pending the conference if the Viceroy would
revise his policy of lawless repression.

“The reply, on February 6, was a Government communiqué which
declared that * mass civil disobedience is fraught with such danger to
the State that it must be met with sternness and severity,” while Mr.
Gandhi’s overtures for peace were completely ignored. In the language
of the great American game of poker, matters had come to'a showdown.

"The Government had called Mr. Gandhi’s bluff and all cards were laid
on the table.
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_ Mass civil disobedience, already declared at Bardoli on January 29,
but suspended pending the Gandhi-Reading negotiations, was formally
launched through the medium of a mass mcctmg held at Bardoli, and
a manifesto issued February 7 by Mr. Gandhi, in which he declared :—

The choice before the people then is mass civil disobedience, with all its
undoubted dangers, and lawless repression of the lawful activities of the

people.

,Although mass civil disobedience was not formally sanctioned by
Mr. Gandhi until all hope of a compromise with the Government had
been given up, that is, until the first week in February, in reality it had
begun spontaneously in various districts since January in the form of
non-payment of taxes and was approved by the various local congress
committees. For example, in the Panchmahal district of Gujerat, in
Guntur district and Andhara, Madras, in parts of Assam and Bengal, the
peasants had refused to pay chaukidari (police) and ryot taxes since the
beginning of January. The rumour spread from village to village that
the Gandhi-Raj had come and it was no longer necessary to pay taxes.
That the movement was spreading rapidly is proved by the fact that
local officials began to resign in large numbers because of their inability
to collect the revenue, as well as by the official reports, which show large
sums outstanding which the officials were unable to collect from the
peasantry. District magistrates complained of incitement among the
people not to pay taxes, of popular resistance to rent warrants, of insults
offered by prisoners under trial to their judges, and a general subversion
of gaol discipline.

.The prompt and energetic measures taken by the Government to
arrest the non-payment of taxes movement prove how seriously it was
regarded. Already on January 10 a communiqué from the Punjab
warned the people against the consequences of civil disobedience, which
the Government threatened would be dealt with by more rigorous and
systematic measures than any yet adopted. "On January 20, the Madras
Government issued a similar notice, stating that the resignation of village
officials would not be accepted, and that officers refusing to carry out
their duties would be dismissed and deprived of their hereditary rights.
The land of persons refusing to pay taxes would be seized and put up for
sale. Extra police were being recruited at the expense of the population,
but those paying taxes before the prescribed date would be exempt from
this liability.
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Conflicts between the police and the people became of daily occur-
rence, but a strict censorship was maintained to conceal the extent of the
unrest. Only the reports of the revenue officers form a gauge of the
strength of the movement. In Guntur district, Madras, collections
amounted to one hundredth part of the money due, the Government loss
being several lakhs of rupees. The revenue member stated that *‘ there
was proof that village officers not only refused to do their duty, but
threatened and intimidated law-abiding people. There had been a large
number of resignations among village officers, who used their power and
prestige against the very Government it was their duty to secure.”

Non-payment of taxes was not the only disturbing feature of Indian
unrest during the months of January and February. “Widespread dis-
turbances throughout India, from the Punjab to Madras, from Bombay
to Burma, arose from the attempts to enforce the various measures of the
Non-co-operation programme, such as boycott of cloth and liquor shops,
resulting in encounters between police and people and mob risings, with
loss of life and many arrests, which tended to increase the general disquiet.

LA report in the Legislative Assembly showed that in Assam, up to
the end of January, eighty-four people had been killed and 400 wounded
in affrays between the police and people.” In Burma, a Committee on
Unrest was appointed. In Bihar, the very grave condition of affairs led
to a discussion in the Legislative Council, in the course of which Mr.
Sifton, in a speech on the budget, stated that the revenue for this year
was expected to be nearly forty-two lakhs less than anticipated, deficit
being due to the Non-co-operation movement, especially the boycott of
liquor shops. &ive thousand arrests were made in Bengal alone by the
beginning of January, and several cases of mob assaults on the police,
resulting in loss of life on both sides, were reported. In Madras, &where
non-payment of taxes had been adopted in the Guntur district early in
January, Gurkhas werg quartered on the population to enforce collections
and maintain order. “Several cases of assaults by the people upon the
police were reported in different parts of the province, resulting in loss
of life. In the Punjab Non-co-operation meetings and picketing of cloth
and liquor shops were especially numerous, usually ending in violent
affrays. ‘On February 8, State troops were called out to suppress riots
at Ferosepur Jhirka (Punjab), in response to an urgent appeal for help
from the ex-Assistant Commissioner and Deputy Superintendent of
Police, who were besieged in the police station until the arrival of troops
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from Delhi next day. The most serious sign of unrest was the mutiny
of several Sikh regiments, who, in sympathy with their brother Sikhs in
the Kisan and Gurdwara movements, refused to obey their officers’
orders, mutinied in gaol, deserted in large numbers, and accepted dis-
charge from their regiments rather than serve the Government longer.

Altogether, the whole country at this juncture may be best described
as a seething volcano of popular unrest, upon which Mr. Gandhi’s
benedictions of non-violence dropped with very little effect, and which
merely awaited the word of command to boil up in a general demonstra-
tion of discontent that might have very well led to insurrection, if not
revolution. The Government was well aware of this danger—far more
so than Mr. Gandhi—and while the round table negotiations were
fruitlessly ending a warrant had been quietly issued for Mr. Gandhi’s
arrest, to be used if the volcano of mass-energy overflowed on the
declaration of civil disobedience.

- At this critical moment an unexpected pin-prick exploded Mr.
Gandhi’s faltering resolution and sent him scurrying back to the protec-
tion of law and order. On February 4 a riot occurred in Chauri Chaura,
a village of the United Provinces, in which a procession of volunteers was
fired on by the police and the infuriated mob charged the police station,
captured the building, killed twenty-three policemen, and then set fire to
the police station, cut the telegraph wires, and tore up the railway. The
news of this untoward but by no means unusual event, whose counter-
parts were being enacted all over India in every province, leaked through
the official censorship on February 6, just in the moment when Mr.
Gandhi and the Viceroy were exchanging their famous notes,7and full
details reached the Mahatma on the very day on which he announced the
formal inauguration of mass civil disobedience.

The gruesome details of burned policemen and dismantled telegraph
wires were more than Mr. Gandhi’s sensitive conscience could bear.\ By
some extraordinary mental process he held himself and his declaration of
civil disobedience to be responsible for the whole occurrence, and with
a loud wail of dismay and despair announced a five days’ fast (reduced to
two days on the supplications of his followers) as penance and punishment
for the tragedy of Chauri Chaura. Inanarticle published on February 10
in Young India Mr. Gandhi declares:—

I regard the Chauri Chaura tragedy as a third warning from God against
the hasty embarkation on mass civil disobedience, and it is my bitterest cup
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of humiliation; but I deem such humiliation, ostracism, or even death
preferable to any countenancing of untruth or violence.

{Without loss of time, on February 11, a conference was hastily
convoked at Bardoli, wherein the working committee of the congress
revoked not only mass civil disobedience, but all picketing, processions,
and public meetings as well. The peasants were ordered to pay land
revenue and all other taxes due to the Government, and to suspend every
activity of an offensive nature.™ The most significant feature of this
right-about-face is in Resolutions 6 and 7, which instruct the local
congress committees to inform the ryots that withholding of rent payment
to the zemindars (landlords) is contrary to the congress resolutions and
injurious to the best interests of the country, and which assure the
zemindars that the congress movement in no way attacks their legal
rights, and that even where the ryots have grievances, these should be
redressed by mutual consultation and arbitration with the landlords.
The organisation of a social service department is advocated to render
help to all in case of illness or accident.

Mr. Gandhi’s hearkening to his conscience did him the good service
of delaying the order for his own arrest, a fact of which he was unaware
at the time. The Government at Simla, a little amazed at this tempera-
mental outburst and sudden change of heart, stayed its hand temporarily
to permit Mr. Gandhi to lead the movement into confusion worse
confounded. The national uprising which they had feared and prepared
against during the last three months was checked and thrown into rout
by the good offices of Mr. Gandhi himself, whose incorrigible pacifism
and dread of the popular energy could be counted upon to prevent the
explosion. What Governmental repression in all its varied forms had
failed to accomplish, the agonised appeal of the Mahatma was able to
effectuate. The national volcano at his urgent behest boiled down until
it ceased to bubble, became a gentle simmer, and submitted itself to the
forces of law and order.” Truly, as a pacifist reformer, Mr. Gandhi may
well congratulate himself on his success in soothing the just anger of the
populace, even though he may have to admit his utter failure to melt the
heart of the Government. That which arrests, tortures, floggings,
imprisonments, massacres, fines, and police zoolans could not quell—
the blind struggles of a starving nation to save itself from utter annihila-
tion—MTr. Gandhi, by the simple magic of love and non-violence, re-
duced to impotence and inactivity, which insured its temporary defeat.
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" The Bardoli resolutions were received throughout the country with
mingled feelings of triumph, relief, and alarm—triumph on the part of
the Government and its supporters, relief to the feelings of those
moderates and secret sympathisers with the victims of Government
repression, and alarm on the part of those Non-co-operators whose ideas
of strategy and tactics differed widely from those of Mr. Gandhi.

The real measure of the dissatisfaction that existed in the extremist
camp over the retreat of Bardoli may be judged from the bitter discussion
that raged for two days behind closed doors in the Congress Committee,
which met at Delhi on February 24 to confirm the Bardoli resolutions.
An angry section of earnest extremists, realising the disastrous effect
upon the movement of the abandonment of all aggressive tactics, and
smarting under the Government’s ill-concealed triumph, urged repudia-
tion of Bardoli and the renewal of Non-co-operation, including civil
disobedience. Mr. Gandhi himself, caught in the unpleasant predicament
of being ““ let off "’ by the Government for good behaviour, felt himself
stung to self-defence by a return to his abandoned position. Accordingly,
. a compromise was struck, and the Delhi session of the Congress Com-
mittee sanctioned all forms of Non-co-operation, including individual civil
disobedience, both defensive and aggressive, and picketing. The
resolution affirmed that * civil disobedience is the right and duty of a
people whenever a State opposes the declared will of the people.”

“The Delhi decision was a complete reversal of Bardoli, and as such
constituted a direct challenge to the Government/ According to the
correspondent of The Times, writing from Bombay on March § : —

Delhi placed the seal on withdrawal from Mr. Gandhi’s nominal
dictatorship, for the provincial congress committees are free to embark on
individual civil disobedience when and where they will.

" The arrest of Mr. Gandhi, already once postponed, could be hence-
forth merely a matter of time and place. Scarce twelve days after the
Delhi decisions Mr. Gandhi was arrested on the charge of * tending to
promote disaffection against the existing system of Government” by
certain speeches and articles, and a few days later was brought to trial.
True to his gospel of Non-co-operation, Mr. Gandhi pleaded guilty and
offered no defence, urged the judge to find him guilty and to give him
the maximum sentence, and, in the course of a long written statement
which he read out before the court, he reafirmed his doctrine of non-
violent Non-co-operation with the existing system of government in
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straightforward, eloquent words.” It is in such supreme moments, when
Gandhi the man and the patriot is able to speak, as distinguished from
Gandhi the political leader, that we see him at his best.

I plead guilty to the charge of promoting disaffection rowards the
Government as established by law in India . . . . I came reluctantly to the
conclusion that the British connection has made India more helpless than she
ever was before, politically and economically . . . . Little do the town dwellers
know how the semi-starved masses of India are slowly sinking to lifelessness.
Little do they know that the profits and brokerage are sucked from the
blood of the masses. Little do they realise that the Government established by
law in India is carried on for the exploitation of the masses. No sophistry,
no juggling in figures, can explain away the evidence the skeletons in many
villages present to the wayfarer’s eye. I have no doubt whatever that both
the English and town dwellers of India will have to answer, if there is a
God above, for this crime against humanity, which is perhaps unequalled in

history.

< The judge who sat personifying British justice and honesty must
have felt some inward qualms of conscience in the face of this ringing
indictment, which fell upon the courtroom like the voice of suffering
India itself. With a few words, half-explanatory and almost apologetic,
he pronounced sentence—six years’ simple imprisonment—and the farce
was over. Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi, apostle of non-resistance,
leader of Non-co-operation, and beloved Mahatma of India’s struggling
millions, was led off to gaol. >

L [ ] *® *®

Let neither Mr. Lloyd George nor Lord Reading nor the thinking
public be deceived by the startled calm that fell upon India’s millions at
the news of Mr. Gandhi’s incarceration. The non-co-operators, those
who intoxicate themselves with the opiate of non-violence, may attribute
it to soul-force; the Government may deem it the justification of its
policy of repression; but for those who know India to-day this unearthly
calm presages a storm more violent than any which has yet shaken the
political horizon. “That which is lacking is leadership in the Indian
movement to-day, but without disrespect let us say frankly that no
leadership for a time is preferable to Mr. Gandhi’s misleadership. He
performed gallant service in the last three years in leading the Indian
people out of their age-long hopelessness and stagnation on to the path
of agitation and organisation which attained a nation-wide response and
scope. His own mental confusion was but a reflection of the confused
and chaotic state of the movement itself, just staggering upon its weak
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legs and learning to walk. All honour to Mr. Gandhi that he found a
way for his people out of the barbed-wire entanglements of Government
censorship and repression; that by his slogans of non-violent Non-co-
operation, boycott, and civil disobedience he was able to draw the wide
masses into the folds of the congress party and make the Indian move-
ment for the first time truly national.

. But the movement had outgrown its leader; the time had come when
the masses were ready to surge ahead in the struggle, and Mr. Gandhi
vainly sought to hold them back ; they strained and struggled in the
leading-strings of soul-force, transcendental love, and non-violence, torn
between their crying earthly needs and their real love for this saintly man
whose purity gripped their imagination and claimed their loyalty.
Mr. Gandhi had become an unconscious agent of reaction in the face of
a growing revolutionary situation. The few leaders of the Congress Party
who realised this and sought a way out were rendered desperate, almost
despairing at the dilemma. Mr. Gandhi had become a problem to his
own movement, and lo! the British Government, in its infinite wisdom,
relieved them of the problem. Mr. Gandhi out of gaol was an acknow-
ledged force for peace, a sure enemy of violence in all its forms. Mr.
Gandhi in gaol is a powerful factor for unrest, a symbol of national
martyrdom, a constant stimulation to the national cause to fight its way
to freedom.

New leaders are surging to the front ready to learn by past mistakes
and to build a new programme for the future. Upon their understanding
of the present Indian situation depends their present success or failure.
The mass movement among the workers and peasants is still strong and
powerful ; the Aika peasant movement in the United Provinces, the
outbreak of unrest among the Bhils in Central India, the three months®
strike of the workers on the East India Railroad, prove where the real
strength of the Indian movement lies. Reformist trade union and
co-operative workers are already in the field to capture the allegiance of
the Indian masses. It remains for the Congress leaders to anticipate
them by formulating such a programme as will bring the workers and
peasants of India to their side. In the dynamic struggle of mass-action
under wise political leadership lies the true and only solution of the
Indian struggle for freedom.
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~ were like unstable islands *oon to be wrecked. In 1755

By MAX BEER

I
THE BEGINNING OF COMMUNIST AGITATION

§ 1.—Social Criticism in France

N the second half of the eighteenth century France witnessed an
I outburst of social criticism which, taking the natural rights philosophy
for its guide, probed into the economic arrangements of society and
found them wanting. Many were the critics, but only one or two went
beyond criticism and arrived at positive communist or social reform
conclusions. To mention only the most important of them, we may say
that Morelly was a communist, Mably a social reformer, while Rousseau,
Linguet, and Necker stopped short of any serious proposals for a social
o Norely publshed in 1753 the Naurage des s f poem i
orelly published in 1753 the Naufrage des fles flostantes, a in
fourteen cantos, in which he 5epicted a sociity firmly based on Commun-
ism, in contrast to the various States which, resting on private property,
ﬁe ublished the
Code de la Nature, in which, analysing the dispositions and capacities of
man, he argued that it was only K; neglecting and perverting the work
of Nature that moral philosophers and politicians created private
pro and brought discord, opposing interests, strife, and misery into
the world. The only remedy was to live according to the laws and precepts

+ of Nature and to make everything common.

Gabriel B. Mably (1709-178), a high official at the French Foreign
Office, a theologian and historian, pleaded in his Doxtes proposés aux
philosophes économistes (1768) in favour of Communist natural -,rjshu,
culogised Plato’s Republic, contrasting it with the societies based on
private property and inequality, showing the blessings of the former and

~ theevils of the latter. In his treatise De Ja /égisiation (1776) he exclaimed,

“I have great difficulty in explaining how people came to establish private
property. I have my conjectures on the subject, but they fail to satisfy
me. Did I not fear to be wanting in respect for my forefathers, what
reproaches would I not level at them for having committed a mistake
which was nearly impossible to commit. For Nature intended to establish

equality of goods and conditions, while they established private property.
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. . . Inequality is the source of all vices to which man succumbs.” (Book
I, chapters 2 and 3.) Still, Mably did not advocate Communism; since
man had been so corrupted by private property that it would take a long
time to eradicate selfishness amtsJ avarice, he proposed dictatorial ‘iovcm-
ment, limitation of the law of inheritance, progressive taxation of the rich,
and equalisation of the payment of officials.

In the year of the publication of Morelly’s Naufrage, J. J. Rousseau
brought out his Discours sur l'inégalité, in which he stigmatised the first
man who enclosed a piece of land and said that it was his own as the
real founder of civil society and the creator of all those crimes, wars,
murders, and miseries which have perverted man.

Simon N. H. Linguet (1736-1794), a conservative jurist, character-
ised the laws of civil society as dictated by the rich in favour of the rich;
the laws were merely fortresses to protect the rich against the poor. The
whose essence of civil society was to free the rich from labour. (Théorse
des lois civiles, 1767, Vol. 1, pp. 171-200.) Yet Linguet proposed no
remedy; if one desired to live in society, one must bear up with its
flagrant inequalities and evils.

Jacques Necker, the popular Finance Minister of Louis XVI,
concluded his treatise Sur Je commerce des grains (177) with the following
remarkable utterances, “One is horrified, in opening the codes of laws, to
find on all their pages the proofs of the truth that all institutions have been
created for the benefit of the property owners. One might say that a
small number of people have shared out the earth among themselves and
then created laws in order to keep together and to- protect themselves
against the masses, just as one encloses the forests in order to get protec-
tion against wild beasts.”

§ 2.—The Constitutions of the French Revolution

In the midst of these questionings and controversies came 1789 a)nd
ushered in the revolution. The Third Estate, or the middle class, entered
the political ar-na, pushed its superiors rudely aside, converted the
Estates General into a Constituent Assembly, and finally brought in the
Constitution of September 3, 1791, the famous Déclaration des droits de
Thomme et du citoyen. By virtue of it, the estates, corporations, guilds, and
associations were declared dissolved into individuals, all free and equal,
aFgregated into a sovereign nation, wherein only talents and virtues might
claim and would gain distinction. But, as a matter of fact, property was
sacred, imprescriptible, and inviolate; moreover, only the possession of it
would give the right of voting. The free and equal individuals were
divided into active and passive citizens. And monarchy, manorial rights,
and the army, with its royalist officers, remained. Suspicion and conflict
rent the middle class in twain, into Gironde und Mountain, the line of
cleavage being middle class and lower middle class. Meanwhile the
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roletariat armed itself and, made increasingly familiar with republican
1deals and vague communist and social reform schemes, rose on Au

10, 1792, swept away the National Assemtly with its Constitution, put
the king and his family into custody, and demanded an equalitarian
constitution. By the adult manhood suffrage of the whole nation the
Convention was elected and opened on September 21, 1792. Republican
principles gradually gained the upper hand; the kir:ﬁ was sentenced to
death ; the armies were victorious ; but famine, the collapse of the
assignats, high prices, aud usurious speculations of the war profiteers
harassed ang starved the people and made them feel the imperious
necessity for social reform measures, for some effective and systematic
interference with ro?crty. The first twelve months of the Convention
witnessed a remarﬁzb ¢ ferment of social ideas,! to which the revolution
on March 18, 1793, gave the following characteristic reply:—

“La Convention Nationale decrite la peine de mort contre quicongue
proposera une loi agraire on toute atre, subversive des propriétés mmng,
commerciales et industrielles.”’s
Capital punishment for agrarian reformers and socialists. That
means that the elemental forces which produce a revolution cannot be
over-ridden; if they are generated by middle-class interests, thz will only
result in a political, governmental transformation; the utmost that can be
done under such circumstances is to press forward to the utmost limit of
their sphere of operation. And this the Jacobins did. On June 24, 1793,
they presented to the Convention a Constitution which offered complete
political democracy (universal suffrage, &c.), but with the sacredness of
roperty for its heart. The Jacobins had produced a Radical Constitution,
gut not a Socialist one. It bore the impress of the lower middle class,
virtuous and well-meaning, desirous of equality, but only with the classes
above it.> Robespierre, more susceptible than the other Jacobins to the
Bocialist or Communist ferment among the working, classes, drafted 2
Constitution the most noteworthy articles of which are the following :—
ArT. 6.—Property is a right which each citizen has to the free enjoyment
and disposition of that portior%l;f goods which are secured to him byjhw
ArT. 10.—It is the duty of society to care for the subsistence of all its
members, be it by procuring them work, or by supplying the means of
existence t> those who are unable to

1 A full account of the movement of social ideas of the time is given in Jean Jaurds’
Histoire Socialiste, Vol. IV, La Convention, Part 11, pp. 999-1076, 1465-1575.

? The National Convention decrees the penalty of death against anyone proposing aa
agrarian or other law subversive of landed, commercial, and industrial property.

3 “The Constitution of 1793, drafted by the Mountain, did not completely respond te
the wishes of the friends of mankind. One regretted to find in it the old, exasperating ideas
concerning property. . . . The revolutionists saw the main weakness of that Constitution
in the provision which concerned property.” (Buonarotti, Comspiration powr I'égalitd,
Brussels, 1828, pp. 18-19, 91, 119.)
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” AnT. 12.—Society should do all it can to promote the progres of the
public intellect, and put instruction within the reach of all.

AxT. 35.—All men of all countries are brothers, and the various peoples
ought to assist one another according to their ability, like citizens of the
same State.

ArT. jf.—He who oppresses one single nation declares himself an
enemy of

This draft was acceptable to the advanced social reformers, but
Robespierre never made any serious attempt of having it adopted by the
Convention. He was the real representative of the lower middle classes;
with generous social views in speech, middle class in action; he could not
advance any further, since, as Hegel said, no one can jump over his own
shadow. '

The democratic Constitution of 1793 was suspended until peace
would allow its application. The Mountain turned into a revolutionary
Government or dictatorship, but no amount of dictatorial energy, positive
achievements in home and foreign affairs, in education, law, and national
defence, could relieve the failure in the domain of social economics.

The Ninth Thermidor followed: Jacobinism was guillotined; the
Gironde returned; the Directory took the reins of the Convention, passed
tne Constitution of August 22, 1795, which restored the propch

ualification suffrage. The masses who were fighting for France on all
e battlefields of Europe were disenfranchised.

Tkis act of the Directory had a double effect: on the one hand, it
roused the social reformers to activity; on the other hand, it caused some
cf the remnants of Jacobinism to approach the democratic social
reformers for the purpose of joint action against the counter-revolution
and for the restoration of the Constitution of 1793 plus social reform.
‘The result was a social-reform-democratic coalition; the men who led it
were Babeuf and Darthé, but the mind who inspired it was Buonarotti.

v

THE CONSPIRACY OF THE EQUALITARIANS AND
DICTATORSHIP ,

§ 1.—Causes and Doctrines of the Conspiracy

The insurrectionary organisation which became known to history as
the Conspiracy of the gqualitzrians (1795-97) comprised several
members of great talent and republican virtues, whose main object was
to restore the Constitution of 1793 and to supplement it by economic
reforms. Thcy be no means ignored the faults of that Constitution, they
found them * particularly in the provision which declared property
sacred,” but they believed political democracy to be the best way towards
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social cquality.$ Their ideal of government was complete democrscy,
which would take all possible measures to spread education and to
prevent extremes of riches and poverty arising in society. Their authori-

ties were Rousseau, Morelly, and Mably, whose teachings they
summarised as follows:—

1) Nature has given to every man the equal right to the enjoyment of
all g(oods. (2) The object of society is to pr:qtect this equality, w{aich in the
state of nature was so often violated by the strong and cunning, and to increass
all social enjoyments through co-operative work. {3) Nature has imposed
upon everyone the duty of working ; no one can neglect this duty without
committing a crime. (4) Labour and enjoyments must be common. (5) There
is oppression wherever the one spends himself in labour and is deprived of all
enjoyment, while the other is wallowing in superfluities without labouri
at all. (6) No one could have appropriated the products of the soil and
industry without criminal deeds. (7) In true society there must be neither
rich nor poor. (8) The rich who do not forgo their superfluities in favour
of the needy are encmies of the people. (9) No one is allowed, by the
accumulation of all means, to deprive others of the necessary instruction 3
education must be common. (10) The object of the revolution is to abolish
inequality and to establish common happiness. (11) The revolution is not
at an end, for the rich are appropriating all the goods and have all the power,
while the poor are worked like real slaves, are pining away in misery, and
have no voice in the affairs of the State. (12) The Constitution of 1793 is
the true organic law of the French, because the people have solemnly
it; because the Convention (under the Directory) had no right to alter it}
because, in order to do so, it ordered the people to be shot down ; because the
deputies who dutifully defended it were driven out and murder:d ; because
of the distrust of the people and the influence of the emigrant nobles who
presided at the drafting of the Constitution of 1795. . . . (13) Fvery citizen
is bound to defend and restore, restore and defend, the Constitution of 1793 as
the will and happiness of the people. (14) All authority founded on the
Constitution of 1795 is illegal and counter-revolutionary. (15) All whe
violated the Constitution of 1793 are guilty of lese-majesty of the

The publicist of the organisation, but by no means its greatest leader,
was Francois Noel Babeuf (1762-1797), who, from his agrarian agitation,
called himself Gracchus. Other known members were Augustin
Alexandre Darthé, a jurist and revolutionist who had taken part in the
storming of the Bastille, and Buonarotti, who, as the originator of the
idea of socialist dictatorship, deserves a separate chapter. ‘

§ 2.—Filippo Michele Buonerossi

In the annals of pre-Marxian revolutionary Communism the foremost
place must be assigned to Filippo Michele Buonarotti (also spelled
uonarroti). A man whom young Buonaparte loved, Robespierre and
Marat venerated, the National Convention made a citizen of France,

¢ Buonarotti, Conspiratios, p. 91.
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Gracchus Babeuf chose as his collaborator, and the advanced minds of
the July Revolution (18 30), like Godefroy Cavaignac and Louis Auguste
Blanquy, revered as their master—a man who, despite his long revolution-

career, had no enemy or detractor—must have geen of unique greatness
of character. His book, Conspiration pour I'égalité, the Bible of the
revolutionary elements from 1828 to 1848, is of singular charm, which,
far from decreasing through reiterated reading, grows upon us and
enchants our mind the more often we study it, the more carefully we
analyse its thoughts and sentences. It is like reading Tacitus and
Plutarch.

Buonarotti, in body and mind, was of the noblest Italian stamp,
combining heroism with complete self-abnegation. This is the unanimous
impression which he left upon his contemporaries. Louis Blanc, the
historian of the Dix ans (1830-1840),who had seen him in the last years
of his life, describes him as favc of demeanour, of great authority of
speech, of a countenance ennobled by meditation and austere living, with
a large forehead, pensive eyes, proudly arched lips used to discretion.
No 2mount of disappointment and suffering disturbed the serenity of
his mind, which was grounded on a pure conscience and spotless
character; death had no terror for him; the energy of his soul raised him
above the anxieties and miseries of a life spent on the stormy death-dealing
scas of revolution.”8 He loved the people and was ever ready to die for its
welfare and happiness; and yet he never surrendered to its prejudices and
vacillations, he never flattered it; cn the contrary, wclf knowing its
weaknesses and vices, he desired to see a dictatorship of the virtuous and
wise as the preliminary and preparatory stage to full democracy.

He was born at Pisa on November 11, 1767, of the family of the
Buonarottis who had given to the world the great Michel Angelo. Fre:n
an early age he distinguished himself by great literary talents, audacity,
and energy of character, and was appointed to a high office by the Grand
Duke of Tuscany, Leopold I. Immediately on the outbreak of the French
Revolution (1789) he embraced its cause, in consequence of which he
was persecuted and had to leave his country. He settled at first in
Corsica, where he published /' Amicc della liberid italiana. Napoleon
Buonaparte, whs at that time (1791-1792) served as an officer on the
island and was an ardent revolutionist, supported him and became his
close friend. Cn the proclamation of the French Republic (September,
1792) Buonarotti hastened to Paris, entered into relations with the most
advanced leaders of the revolution, undertook political missions on their
behalf, for which the National Convention conferred upon him the
citizenship of France. While Buonaparte, following his martial instincts
and iniperatorial arbitions, turned into the most formidable enemy of
the revolutionary forces, Buonarotti became one of the most trusted

8 Cf. Louis Blanc, Histire de dix ans, fourth edition, Brussels, 1846, Vol. IV, pp. 129-130.
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friends of Robespierre ad, outstripping him. in questions of social

doctrine and practice, embraced social democracy. After the fall of
Robespierre and the rise of the Directory, Buonarotti organised secret
societies for the pu of overthrowing the usurpers and re-establishi
the Constitution of 1793 as one of the means to the political
communist education and organisation of the masses.

Buonarotti was the first social democrat who grasped the importance
of capturing political power and of instituting a temporary dictatorship
as the most effective means towards a socialist reorganisation of society.

One of the most fateful events of the French Revolution was the
estrangement and enmity between the social reformers and communists
and the political, democratic revolutionists. Men like Leclerc and Roux
or Hébert and his followers, who were ardent social reformers and
communists, misunderstood =na deprecated political democracy and
dictatorship, while the adherents of tﬁe latter, like Robespierre, Marat,
Saint-Just, never arrived at a clear and sincere appreciation of social
reform and communism. This estrangement between the most advanced
clements of the revolution was one of the main causes of its downfall.

Buonarotti, with his comprehensive intellect, grasped the meaning
and import of both movements. He appreciated Robespierre as well as
Roux—the political revolttionist as wcll as the communist revolutionist.
He, therefore, joined the Babeuf conspiracy, which had both political and
social reform objects in view. And he lived lon& enough to transmit his
experience and the results of his meditations to the generation which was
to act in the years from 1830 to 1848. His Coxspiration pour I'égalisé is
at once the best commentary on the most vital problems of the French
Revolution ir. the years 1792-1794 and the best introduction to modern -
communist tactics.

From Buonarotti the line of democracy, dictatorship, and communism
leads in the directest manner to Louis Auguste Blanqui, Karl Marx, and
Vladimir N. Oulianoff. The dates are 1793-95, 1848, 1917.

The continuation of the life story of Buonarotti is interwoven with
the history of socialism and communism till his death in 1837.

§ 3.~Development of the Conspiracy

The nucleus of the organisation was the Sociéré du Panthévs, which
took its name from its headquarters at the hill of Sainte-Genevidve near
the Pantheon. Its chairman was Buonarotti. The organisatior:egrew by
leaps and bounds; in May, 1796, its membership numbered about
17,000 in Paris, besides its branches in the provinces. It had many
friends in the Paris garrison.

Any attempt at restoring the Constitution of 1793 implied the
forcible overthrow of the Directory, since the suffrage was restricted to
the propertied classes, the staunch supporters of the Directory. Secret

»
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committees were therefore formed to prepare the insurrection. The
question then arose, assuming the Directory was overthrown, what
government was to take its place ? The discussion of this question is the
most relevant to our subject. Buonarotti relates :—

After having resolved that they must direct the action of the people
against the Directory and towards the re-establishment of the Constitution
of 1793, the secret committee had to solve a problem which bristled with
difficulties. It was a matter of deciding upon the form of authority which
should suddenly replace that which was going to be overthrown. The
committee were convinced that it was impossible as well as dangerous to
appeal at once to the people to elect a legislature and a government according
to the Constitution of 1793. From all the events and circumstances of the
last years the committee concluded that a people so strangely at variance with
the natural order was hardly capable of making a useful choice, and therefore
stood in need of some extraordinary means which could put it in a position of
effectively, and not fictitiously, exercising the full powers of its sovereignty.
From this mode of thinking arose the idea of replacing the existing Govern-
ment by a revolutionary and provisional authority, which should be %o
constituted as to withdraw the peonle for ever from the influence of the
natural enemies of equality and imbue it with the unity of will which was
necessary to the adoption of republican institutions. As to the question of
the prospective authority, three propositions were brought forward. One
was to reinstate those members of the Convention who had remained true
to the people ; the second was to create a dictatorship of one man, after the
ancient Roman example ; the third was to establish a new body which should
bring the revolution to its happy termination. ‘The first proposition was
soon abandoned, since the worthiest members of the Convention had been
killed or deported or imprisoned, while the others, though they remained
true to the republic, had acquiesced in the murder of the true democrats or
in the return of the Girondists to the Convention. After this proposition
had been negatived, the secret committee discussed the question of having the
insurgents of Paris nominate a provisional authority which should be
entrusted with the government of the nation. It was than a question of
deciding upon the form of this provisional revolutionary authonity. Some
members of the secret committee argued in favour of a magjstracy of a single
person; others preferred a new body, composed of a small number of tried
democrats. The views of the latter prevailed.

The result of this grave deliberation was the following provision:—

Revelutionary Government
The care for carrying on the revolution to its termination, and securirg to
the republic liberty, equality, and the Constitution of 1793, will be entrusted
to a national assembly composed of one democrat for each department,
nominated by the insurgent people on the recommendation of the insurrec-
~ iry committee.¢
¢ Buonarotti, Cosspiretiss, 11, p. 3§3.
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This form of revolutionary authority would have meant & soviet,
clected by the revolutionary elements of Paris, with the secret committes
at the head. '

Buonarotti himself comments on the question of dictatorships—

* The experience of the French Revolution and particularly of the
troubles and vicissitudes of the National Convention have, as it scems to
me, sufficiently demonstrated that a people whose opinions have beea
formed under a system of inequality and despotism is hardly capable, at
the beginning of a regenerative revolution, of choosing by its suffrage
the men who should direct and consummate that revolution. Such a
delicate task can only be entrusted to wise and courageous citizens . . .
who have freed themselves from the common Pre’udxcu and vices, who
have left the lights of their contemporaries bchxmf. and, despising riches
and vulgar honours, have consecrated their lives to the immortal cause
of securing the triumph of equality. At the beginning of a political
revolution it is perhaps necessary, even from pure deference to the real
sovereignty of the people, not to care so much about getting ballot
papers counted, as for letting fall with the least possible arbitrariness the
supreme authority into the hands of wise and strong revolutionaries.”?

Buonarotti’s view had, as we shall see, a far-reaching effect on the
communist movement, and indirectly on German communist theories.

§ 4—Revolutionary Pokicy

Concerning this question Buonarotti reproduces the following
fragment of a draft:—

§ 1.—The individuals who do nothing for the fatherland cannot exercise

any political rights ; they are aliens to whom the republic grants hospitality.

§ 2.—Doing nothing for the fatherland means not to perform any useful

§ 3.—The law considers as useful labour: Agriculture, shepherd life,
fishing, and navigation ; mechanical and manual arts; retail shopkeeping ;
transport of passengers and goods ; war ; education and scientific pursuits,

§ 4.—Nevertheless, the work of instruction and science will not be
:;_garded as useful unless those who pursue it wil' get a certificate of citizen-

T

§ 6.—Aliens are not admitted to the public assemblies.

§ 7.—The aliens are under the direct supervision of the supreme
administration, who can arrest them. . . .

§ 10.—All citizens are armed.

§ 11.—The aliens must, under the penalty of death, surrender thelr arms
to the revolutionary committees.s

? Buonarotti, Cosspiration, pp. 133-140.
8 1bid. 11; pp. so1-3.
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§ 5.—End of the Conspiracy

Let us now briefly relate the final act of the conspiracy. Among the
members of the secret committees there was a certain Captain Grisel, who
betrayed the movement by informing the Directory of thwlans and the
date of the prospective insurrection. Lazare Carnot, the War Minister,
instructed General Buonaparte to dissolve the Société du Panthéon and to
arrest the leaders of the secret committees. In May, 1796, the arrests
took place, and in March, April, and May, 1797, th* trials took place at
Venddme, a provincial town, for the Directory feared to have the court
sitting in Paris where there were still enough revolutionists to rouse the
people. On May 26, 1797, Babeuf and Darthé were sentenced to death,
while Buonarotti and others were sentenced to deportation. On the
pronouncement of the death sentence by the presiding judge, Babeuf
and Darthé drew their daggers and attempted to commit suicide. The
warders interfered, and the condemned men were dragged out bleeding
from the court of justice. On the following morning they suffered supreme
Emishment under the guillotine. Several years after Captain Grisel was

illed by Camille Babeuf, the eldest son of Gracchus.

Buonarotti was not deported, but imprisoned at Cherbourg; in 1801,
Buonaparte, then First Consul, ofered him a high position in the Govern-
ment, which Buonarotti scornfully rejected. Liberated in 1807, he lived
partly in the south of France, partly in Switzerland, always in close touch
with the revolutionary movements. Banished from Switzerland, he
found refuge in Belgium, where he published the history of the conspiracy
of the cqualitarians. .

(To be continued)
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INTERNATIONAL
How the United Front Broke Down

N May 23, the Commission of Nine, representing the executives of the
Three Internationals, met to arrange a World Labour Conference. On
May 25, the Commission broke up in disagreement.

How this happened is best explained in the words of the participants, given
below. The Second International was not satisfied that the Third was fulfilling
the conditions they had laid down as preliminaries, declared that the professed
desire of the Third for unity was 2 tactical manccuvre, and therefore refused to
proceed further with any arrangements. In view of this refusal, the representatives
of the Third International withdrew from the Commission of Nine.

Declaration of the Second International

The Second International agreed to the decisions of the Berlin Conference of April 3
o §, 1922, and at the same time laid down general conditions under which alone an
International Conference could be successful. We desire a united front against capitalism,
but we wished first to convince ourselves that the Communists were in earnest about it.
Of our conditions, that concerning the trial of the Social Revolutionaries has been partially
accepted. Lenin, however, is demanding the death punishment for the accused, and the
Pravda is abusing their defenders as “ social traitors ” and “ lackeys of the bourgeoisie,” and
the accused as “ incendiaries™ and “ murderers.” Georgia is more than ever under the heel
of oppression, and has been dealt with at Genoa by Soviet Russia from a purely capitalist
point of view, as if it were merely a particular oil well. But our general stipulation was good-
will and good faith for the united front. We have to report the contrary. The work of
splitting the trade unions is being continued under the express direction of Moscow,
especially in France and Norway. Even in Horthy's Hungary the Communists are making
impossible the indispensable unity of the working-class movement.

The joint demonstrations of April 20, decided upon at the Berlin Conference, have been
broken up in Georgia by force of arms. In Germany the Communists have broken up
innumerable Labour meetings by sheer force, even the Building Workers’ Congress in
Leipzig. Abuse of the Social Democrats rages more than ever; Wels and Scheidemann
have been reviled as the inspirers of the murder of Karl Liebknecht, and on May t demonstra-
tions were held in Moscow, with banners bearing the inscription, “ Death to the bourgeoisie
and to the Social Democrats! "

An official decision of the Communist Party of Germany (the K.P.D.) declares that the
united front is solely “a preparatory stage in the struggle formthe dictatorship of the working
class, for the Soviet power, and the Communist goal.”
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The Second International cannot participate in any undertaking which would deceive
the proletariat with a mere appearance of unity, while in reality this unity is only deception
and a tactical manceuvre in order to continue more successfully the process of rupture and
cell formation. As long as no change occurs in the behaviour of the Communists, any general
conference would be directly harmful. The present position forces the Second International
to emphasise as forcibly as possible the purely imperialist and capitalist attitude of the
Soviet Government at Genoa, and the fundamental differences which erxist between the
Second and Third Internationals in their conceptions of what is meant by freedom and
Socialism.

Declaration of the Vienna International

We affirm that the Executive of the International Working Union of Socialist Parties,
from whom had come the initiative in summoning a General International Conference, has
remained always united and firm in the determination to exert all its efforts in order to
overcome the obstacles which stand in the way of a general conference. We are further of
the opinion that the task of the I.W.U.S.P. is in no way exhausted, and that we should rather
continue our efforts according to the situation, in order to bring about a General International
Labour Conference and international unity of action.

But however united the Executive of the .W.U.S.P. in this work, we have, unfortunately,
to state that such unity is not present in the framework of either of the other two executives,
and that the internal differences in the executives of the Second and Third Internationals
make the solution of the problems more difficult, and increase the obstacles which stand in
the way of a general international conference.

These obstacles come, in the first place, from the Right Wing Socialists in Germany and
from the Communists in France. The utterances of Vorwdrss, the central organ of the
Socialist Party in Germany, are in open opposition to the meeting of a world Labour congress.
But even within the Third International there are undoubtedly tendencies observable which
aim at preventing for the moment the continuance of the preparatory work for the
International Labour Congress. We are reminded that Lenin openly expressed his disapproval
of the attitude of the Communist delegation on the Commission of Nine with respect to the
Berlin Conference, and this vote of censure was officially made public. The article which
Zinoviev, the president of the Communist International, wrote as early as May 17, is.,
before the opening session of the Commission of Nine, and which the Rote Fakse has
published, goes even further. Zinoviev, in this article, declares “ the breakdown of the
Commission of Nine will not weaken, but rather strengthen, the struggle of the Communist
International for the united front” This is an unambiguous declaration that the suspension
of the activity of the Commission of Nine at the present moment will be utilised by the
Communists as a favourable outcome for them. . . .

With regard to these tendencies, we are of the opinion that the Berlin Conference has
extended too widely the limits of activity of the Commission of Nine. According to the
Berlin decision of April §, the duty of the Commission is * to organise preparations for
further conferences of the three executives, as well as for conferences on an extended scale,
with the inclusion of parties which are not affiliated to any of the three international
organisations.” With this we arrive at the point of rupture inside the Third International.
The French Communists have opposed the idea that the Commission of Nine should fulfil
any lasting function. It is on account of these difficulties within the Third International that
their representatives have declared that either the World Congress must take place at once
or the Commission of Nine will be broken up.

The representatives of the . W.U.S.P. are, on the contrary, of the opinion that it is in
the interests of the assembling of 2 World Labour Congress that the work of the Commission
of Nine should be continued with energy and perseverance, because only in this way can the
difficulties be overcome that stand in the way of united international action. We consider
the Commission of Nine to be a modest but indispensable organ for carrying out the preparatory
work for the World Labour Congress. We believe, therefore, that it is our duty earnestly
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to take up the work of the Commission, and to overcome the difficulties and misunderstandings
which still exist between the separate delegations, by a natural continuance of the negotiations.
The Communist delegation is, fundamentally, also of the opinion that the Commission of
Nine is indispensable for a World Congress, for it declares, * should the non-Communist
masses of workers succeed in bringing about this change in the attitude of their leaders, the
Ezxecutive of the Communist International will always be ready to send their representatives
anew to a common meeting of the three executives.”

Notwithstanding unity existson the principle that a World Labour Congress can only be
brought about through the agency of an organising committee from all three executives, we
recognise that, on the basis of the declarations of the Second and Third Internationals, it is
impossible at the present moment to continue the negotiations. We have no means of exercising
pressure on the representatives of the Second and Third Internationals. We can only bring their
unfortunate declarations to the knowledge of our Executive, but we will find the way, on
the part of the LW.U.S.P,, to help forward the idea of an international Labour congress
and of common international action.

A series of amendments were appended to the declarations of the representatives of the
three delegations. Since neither the representatives of the Second nor of the Third Inter-
national were ready to modify their declarations, the president, Adler, could only ask the
delegations to report back to their executives. Thereupon, Radek declared that the
Communist representatives had instructions from the Moscow centre to lay down their
mandates in the Commission. Thus, the activity of the Commission of Nine, for the time
being, came to an end.

We invite the Executive of the LW.U.S.P. to examine the situation created by the
behaviour of the Second and Third Internationals, and we propose that, as soon as possible,
an international conference of parties affiliated to the . W.U.S.P. should take place. ‘This
international conference would place itself at the service of the international proletarian
front. From that a new impetus would arise for the realisation of the aims which the
I.W.U.S.P. has placed before itself.

(Sigmed) Aprer, Bracke, Crispiex
(I.#.U.8.P. Delegation, Commission of Nine)

Declaration of the Third International

The conference of representatives of the three executives has determined that, in view
of the attitude of the Second International, the World Labour Congress cannot be held at
the end of April. At the same time, however, it decided to form the Commission of Nine,
with a view to the quickest possible summoning of the congress, which is indispensable for
defence against the capitalist attack on the proletariat in all spheres of social and political
life all over the world. Eight weeks have elapsed since the conference of the three executives.
Not only has the congress not been held, but it was not even found possible to summon
the Commission of Nine. The sole reason for this impossibility is to be found in the attitude
of the Second International, which desired to prevent at all costs the work of the capitalist
diplomats in Genoa being disturbed by the intrusion of the proletariat. That this is the
case is proven in the clearest possible manner by the behaviour of the Second International
during the Genoa Conference.

After the conference of the representatives of the three executives had laid it down as
the duty of all Socialist parties to support Soviet Russia, the chairman of the German Social
Democratic Party, who was himself a member of the delegation of the Second International
at the Berlin Conference, opened the campaign with a speech at the session of the Berlin
representatives of his party. He accused the Communist International of carrying out the
policy of the Soviet Government, which was itself an imperialist policy. Throughout the
whole period of the bitter struggles at Genoa, the German Social Democratic Press has
represented the policy of the Soviet Government as a capitalist policy. The Social Demo:ratic
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Labour Party of Belgium proclaimed its neutrality in the struggle of the Belgian Government
for the unconditional reintroduction of private property in Russia. The Swedish Social
Democratic Party, a member of the Second International, and a part of the Government
in Sweden, has not given a word of support to the struggle of the Soviet delegation for the
maintenance of industry in the hands of the Russian proletarian State, although Branting,
a member of the Second International Executive, was present at the head of the Swedish
delegation in Genoa. Unfortunately, it must also be reported that the Vienna Working
Union, although they defended the Russian revolution in words, denied even the most
elementary support in their Press to the struggle of Soviet Russia against capitalist restoration,
but even directly attacked them in the rear. . . .

The delegation of the Communist International has regretfully to affirm that the Vienna
Working Union, instead of giving the most energetic resistance to these attempts at sabotage,
has continually sought to explain them away by means of minor technical circumstances. The
present declaration of the Second International has laid down new conditions for the
summoning of a World Labour Congress. . . . The delegation of the Communist Inter-
national declares: The Berlin Conference refused to make any stipulations as a condition
for the summoning of a World Labour Congress. . . .

The Second and Two and a Half Internationals have attacked the Soviet Government
and the Communist International as the alleged instruments of the foreign policy of Soviet
Russia. . . . By this propaganda, the Second International desires to justify its persistent
sabotage of the policy of the united front, and to counter the direct accusation that they
are shirking the elementary socialist duty of consolidating the working-class position against
the ever more shameless attacks of capital.

In view of this circumstance, the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Russia
declares itself ready—if this would satisfy the Second Internationasl—to strike out from
their common declaration all the phrases that relate to the defence of the Soviet power.
The Central Committee of the Russian Communist Party considers workingclass unity in
the struggle against capitalist reaction as the most pressing need of the present time. For
this reason, it does not wish to give to the Second International any opportunity of sabotaging
the formation of a united front of the proletariat. The Central Committee requests the
Communist International Executive to bring this to the notice of the Second International,
and to make the proposal that it should support not only by words, but by deeds, the united
front of the proletariat in the struggle against the capitalist offensive.

The Communist International Executive has acknowledged this point of view to be
completely correct. The working class in all countries will support Soviet Russia in its
struggle, because it knows that Soviet Russia is one of the most important positions of the
international proletariat in its defensive struggle against capitalism. It is the pressure of this
working—class mass that has compelled the leaders of the Second International, and partly
also of the Vienna International, to issue a call to the proletariat for the defence of Soviet
Russia. Even if these leaders and their parties wish to tell their adherents that they are
against supporting Soviet Russia, the Communist International will all the same be for the
united front, if only the parties of the Second and T'wo and a Half Internationals are ready
to fight alongside of the Communist Parties for at least the most immediate pressing interests
of the working class in Western Europe and America. The Communist International is
ready to do without the support for Soviet Russia on the part of the Second and Two and a
Half Internationals if these organisations are prepared, at least, not to hinder the coming
together of all the proletarian masses in the struggle against lengthening of the hours of
labour, against lowering of wages, against the supremacy of reaction, and against the increased
taxation in the Western capitalist countries. As a point of departure for the coming together
of the proletarian forces against the capitalist offensive, we consider the summoning of &
World Labour Congress in the near future to be indispensable. .

When the Second International deplores that the Communists in Sweden, although they
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loyally support the Social Democratic Government behind which stands the majority of
the worling class, still carry on an sagitation in the country against the Social Democrats
that only proves that the Second International is only for the united front if this united front
would denote & protection for the Social Democratic Parties and a form of suicide for the
Commaunist Parties. . . . The Communists have the duty of extending their influence
among the masses, because they are convinced that only Communism will be able to rescue
the working class from misery and suffering, and they do not deny the right of the Social
Democrats, within the limits of the united front of the proletariat, to struggle for the soul
of the working class. The united front does not signify a fusion of the three Labour inter-
nationals, but & bloc for the struggle for the concrete needs of the working class.

With regard to the complaint of splitting the trade union movement in France, and the
alleged splitting of the trade unions in Norway, the delegation of the Communist Inter-
national affirms: The French trade union organisations were disrupted by Jouhaux and
his colleagues, who, in the war, were fighting on the side of French capital, and now, after
they have become a minority, have, to the joy of the capitalists, broken the unity of the
trade unions. In Norway, no split of the trade unions is threatened ; on the other hand, we
can witness that the whole Norwegian trade union movement stands on the ground of the
industrial ideas of the Red Trade Union International. If it should come to a rupture there,
it will be the fault of those who, unlike the Communists, in spite of differences of opinion
on principle in the trade unions, refuse to subordinate themselves to the will of the majority.
The unfortunate collisions in Germany, as, for instance, at the Building Workers’ Congress,
are the result of brutal terrorism on the part of the trade union bureaucracy who have treated
the Communist members as helots without rights and have tried to drive them out of the
trade unions before they should obtain a majority in them. In the conviction that this rupture
in the trade unions represents a weakening of the power of the whole working class, we
already, at the Berlin Conference of the three executives, moved for an immediate summoning
of a conference of the Amsterdam and the Red Trade Union Internationals. The Berlin
Conference recommended to the Commission of Nine that it should summon this conference.
Consequently, we propose that this decision be immediately carried out, in order to ascertain
the fundamental differences of opinion of the two trade union centres and to secure the
trade union united front and, if possible, the unity of organisation of the trade union groups.

The delegation of the Communist International affirms that the Communist Inter-
national has carried out all the engagements undertaken at the April conference, and that,
farther, it is prepared to remove every obstacle in the way of setting up the united front. . . .
The Communist International delegation is ready to discuss all trade union questions with
the Amsterdam International, with the addition of representatives of the Red Trade Union
International who have already given their assent. If, nevertheless, the representatives of
the Second International consider the summoning of a World Labour Conference in the
near future to be impossible, then the Communist International delegation declares that
thereby the Commission of Nine, as at present composed, has outlived the justification for
its existence. . . .

Should the Second International refuse to summon the World Labour Congress in the
near future, the representatives of the Communist International Executive will resign from
the Commission of Nine. The Communist International will then, with redoubled force,
carry on the struggle for .the idea of the united front, and do everything in its power to
convince the widest masses, even of the non-Communist workers, of the necessity of the
united front, and force their leaders to break the united front with the bourgeoisic and to
unite their ranks for the struggle for the common interests of the proletariat. Should the
non-Communist masses of workers succeed in bringing about this change in the attitude of
their leaders, then the Communist International Executive will always be ready to send its
representatives anew to & common meeting of the three executives. . . .

The Delegation of the Executive of the Com-
manist Insernational o the Commission of Nine
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BESIDE THE BATTLE

Conscription and Conscience. By John W. Graham, M.A.; with a preface by
Clifford Allen. Allen & Unwin, 12s. 6d. net.

HE recording of facts must be a tedious job ; but, like crossing sweeping,
probably someone would have to do it even under Socialism. The author

of this work sweeps his crossing with meritorious zeal, bringing the
surplus matter together in tidy heaps, each containing all that anyone could want
to have recorded about the Conscription Acts, the tribunals, the persecution of the
conscientious objectors, their organisations, é&c. And his sweeping done, he stands
aside, resting upon his besom, while Mr. Clifford Allen steps forward to explain
what is the nature and purpose of the crossing itself.

Mr. Allen’s preface professes to deal with “ the social and political significance
of the struggle.” The reader therefore turns to the preface expectantly ; for it was
a great fight, and one would like to know what good came of it at last. But after
a dogmatic statement that—

it is chiefly by the expression of religious impulses through political effort
that we may hope to change men’s hearts and practice,
Mr. Allen passes on to what he considers a more important question—what shall
the C.O.’s do in the next war?

Mr. Allen answers this very resolutely; but it is not the question he set out to
answer. Throughout his subsequent remarks, which range over a wide field, he
gives the impression that he believes the individual religious objection to conscription
to be inadequate, and that the resistance only acquires significance if it is animated
by a desire to reconstruct society. The conscientious objector was, or at any rate
should have been, as much opposed to workshop tyranny or industrial conscription
as to military conscription. Why{ Because the workers are entitled to initiative,
which the present system denies. Mr. Allen then rapidly enunciates the leading
principles of Guild Socialism, and dexterously shows the underlying unity between
the Guild Socialist and the C.O. in the sentence :—

It is one and the same philosophy which denies to the individual the right to
be asked his opinion in industrial affairs, or the right to be consulted upon the
terrible responsibility of killing his neighbour or giving his own life.

At this point the reader expects Mr. Allen to demonstrate that the philosophy
in question is the philosophy of capitalism, and that the resistance to conscription is
a form of attack on capitalism. But Mr. Allen has too great a regard for the truth.
Apart from the purely religious opposition, the rest of the resistance was against
conscription as such, f.¢., the claim of the State to direct men’s actions. There were
Socialist objectors, but their resistance was not intended as an attack on capitalism.
Mr. Allen makes it quite clear that this is his own position by his references to
Russia. He would oppose military and industrial conscription in a Socialist State.
Why?

8
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The cat jumps nimbly from its enveloping sack. The philosophy that Mr. Allen
is up against is not capitalism, but State interference with men’s activities. One
feels that the reconstructed society which Mr. Allen is after is closely akin to the
Young Liberals’ paradise. Mr. Allen, in short, and in common with a number of
other well affected citizens, challenges the theory of the all-powerful State ; and,
losing control of his libertarian mount, or just because he has tasted blood, he tilts
at most of the other windmills in the land of philosophic Liberalism.

But, after all, had the resistance to conscription, with all the persecution and
suffering it involved, no other “social and political significance ” than a tilt at a
theory of the State, an attempt to maintain the old Liberal principles against
bureaucracy ? This is the most that Mr. Allen can say for it, and he ought to know.
And really, the reader, surveying the whole series of events detailed by Principal
Graham, is inclined to agree with this verdict.

Yet the reader will be making a great mistake if he leaves it at that. Take, for
instance, the parliamentary and propagandist opposition to conscription. Mr. Graham
tells the story of the titanic struggles of the heroic parliamentary group and of the
anti-conscription organisations ; the Labour bodies which passed anti-conscription
resolutions also receive honourable mention. Did they achieve the defeat of
conscription ! They did not. But, nevertheless, Principal Graham shows that their
efforts did have considerable social and political significance, for they achieved
slight modifications, slight reforms, slight privileges, so that the machine was
enabled to run more smoothly, and any danger of a serious outbreak was removed.
This is a point which Mr. Allen does not make.

It is a good thing that this book should have been written. The resistance to
conscription was widely advertised; so was the resultant persecution ; and most
liberal-minded people had come to believe that it all had immense significance.
This book makes it clear that such significance as the movement possessed was in
the history of liberal conceptions and religious persecution ; it does not belong to
the hlstory of the struggle between Capital and Labour.

Why is it that, in Great Britain, the Socialist resistance to conscription never
found organised expression? Why were liberal and religious motives dominant
Why did the anti-conscription movement never produce a Clyde strike, or anything
even approaching mass action ? Mr. Allen does not worry about these matters,
for he and his followers want to change men’s hearts, and mass action doesn’t have
that sort of effect.

But the answers to these questions are of fundamental importance. There was
a Socialist organisation, the I.L.P., in the forefront of the battle against conscription
and the war generally. But its official propaganda could not be distinguished from
that of the Young Liberal organisations, such as the Union of Democratic Control,
or the religious organisations, such as the Society of Friends. Its watchwords were
Peace—when there should have been no peace for capitalism; Liberty for
the individual—when the masses were in the grip of the capitalists; and Reform
of the methods of conducting foreign policy between capitalist States. There was
no hint of the class struggle, and the only considerable Socialist organisation in this
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country became more and more closely involved with the newest Liberal thought.
By the end of the war, the I.L.P. had established a new reputation, and attracted
large numbers of Young Liberals who found in it their spiritual home.

It was this alliance that throughout prevented any determined leadership, made
the fight against conscription a fight of solitary men, and, at a later stage, divided
Socialist opinion in Great Britain on the question of the Bolshevik revolution.
This alliance was, in fact, far and away the most important social and political
outcome of the fight against conscription. From that time on, the largest Socialist
organisation in this country has been more concerned with personal liberty than
with Socialism; with freedom for the individual than with freedom for the masses.

The whole story of the fight against conscription, so faithfully presented in this
book, illustrates once more the usefulness of Liberal shibboleths to the capitalist
system. British Socialism should have been against the war because it is against
capitalism. Had it kept that motive in sight it would not have frittered away its
efforts in resistance to conscription, to the persecution of conscientious objectors,
to the censorship, and to the thousand and one other items in the capitalist obstacle
race. Had it kept that motive in sight it would not have looked askance at the
Russian revolution, or joined its humble protests at the goings-on in Russia to those
of international capitalism.

But British Socialism could not lightly throw off its Liberal parentage ; and
having married again into the family, it had to resume the worship of the family
gods. The god of personal liberty took the place of Socialism.

And so it came about that the fight against conscription led the British Socialist
movement away from the battlefields, not only of the great war, but also of the
class struggle. E.B.

GEORGIA—AND SOME OTHERS

Between Red and White. By L. Trotsky. Communist Party. 2s.

THE why and the wherefore of the outcry about Georgia is an interesting
study. The more enlightened and ennobling sentiment there is uttered
about any cause in international politics the better guarantee is there of

interesting things behind the scenes, and interesting reflections while one is discovering

them. For example, the British Press suddenly begins to cry aloud that those
murderous Turks are once again engaged in massacring the Armenians, who have
no national home and no one to protect them. A torrent of one’s better feelings
carries one away, and finally leaves one stranded high and dry upon two remarkable
facts—one, that there is an Armenian Soviet Republic, which the Entente has not
recognised, and the other that, out of Greece’s foreign loans of 900,000,000 francs,

Great Britain holds her I O U for 45 per cent.

There are many interesting surprises of this kind in the case of Georgia.
Georgia was one of a number of small States which broke off from the territory of
the former Russian Empire after the Russian revolution. They all proclaimed
themselves independent democratic republics—Finland, Esthonia, Latvia, Georgia.
They all accepted help impartially from all countries against their own Communists.
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If only in Latvia we had the touching spectacle of a joint British and German
force operating harmoniously several weeks before the armistice, this was entirely
due to the unfortunate circumstance that British troops were not available when
they were required in the other countries. In all four of them Communists were
shot by Social Democrats in hundreds. In all four the Social Democrats were
driven from power by a third military party. The curious circumstance is that,
while in the case of the first three the Social Democrats were overthrown by
bourgeois White Guards, and no word of lament over a pleasant oasis of Social
Democracy was heard in Western Europe, in the case of the last, the success of the
Russian worker and peasant army sent the whole of the Second International
preaching a * Counter Communist Crusade ” through the length and breadth of
the earth.

During the war an Irish Social Democrat who attempted to proclaim a democratic
republic in the territory of the British Empire was specially tended in hospital for
a few days after his capture in order that he might be able to stand upright against
a prison wall to be shot. The representative of the British section of the Second
International was not withdrawn from the Privy Council. In 1918 and 1919
hundreds of unarmed Cingalese and Egyptians were shot down by British troops,
in their own country, for attempting to assert the claim of their little people to
national self-determination. The Second International did not send a commission
of inquiry. In 1919 and 1920 the Belgian Government, of which one of the leaders
of the Second International, M. Vandervelde, was a member, shot and sentenced to
hard labour dozens of so-called * Activists ** for proclaiming an independent Flemish
republic in the territory evacuated by the retreating German troops, just as had
been happening on the borders of Russia. The Second International did not issue
any manifesto. In 1920 and 1921 the Polish Government, which was supported
by the Polish Socialist Party, at that time a pillar of the Second International,
invaded Russia and tore away several hundreds of thousands of inhabitants of the
White Russian Soviet Republic which had recently been constituted in Western
Russia. The Second International lay low, * reserving judgment.”

The Georgian Social Democratic Party, as early as 1918, promised the Entente
*“ that our republic will co-operate with the Allied countries in their fight against
the Bolsheviks with all the means at its disposal.” It informed Denikin that  the
struggle with Bolshevism within our frontiers is relentless. We are using every
means possible to stamp out Bolshevism . . .” After assisting Denikin by refusing
the retreating Bolsheviks refuge in their country, it “interned ™ his troops when
they were defeated by the Red Army and gave them facilities for returning to the
Crimea when Wrangel had established a new White citadel there. Finally, after
agreeing with the Soviet Government to legalise the Georgian Communist Party,
in a few months it held in its prisons even more than had been delivered from gaol
when the Red armies first approached the Georgian frontier. At the beginning
of 1921, the Georgian Social Democratic Party added to its many “ strictly neutral ”
provocations of Soviet Russia by an attack on Azerbaidjan, but it bit off more than
it could chew, A peasnt rising in the rural districts, led by Communists, called
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in to its aid the Russian Red Army. The Georgian Social Democracy fell. The
Second International has ever since been watering the earth with its tears.

It is to contrast the Second International’s stoic fortitude at the spectacle of the
sufferings of Ireland, Egypt, India, Algeria, Haiti, €'c., and its eager response to
theappeal of “little Georgia”’; to compare the stern, Roman indifference with which
it witnessed Communists being massacred by White Guards in Finland, Esthonia,
and Latvia with the horror that it felt when it saw the Red Army command giving
the Georgian Social Democrats a safe conduct out of the country, that Comrade
Trotsky has written his book. The contrast is well pointed, as the greatest
pamphleteer in history knows how to point it, by such characteristic maxims as:
“When we shoot our enemies we do not say it is the sound of the Zolian harps
of democracy,” or “ Kautsky will find it impossible to extricate himself, for his
dressing gown is too tightly caught.” He leaves nothing to be added to the picture
when he says of the Menshevik leaders: * Their democratic chastity, which
was violated by Russian, T urkish, Prussian, and British officers, is to be rehabilitated
by MacDonald, Kautsky, Mrs. Snowden, and the other learned accoucheurs and
midwives of the Second International.”

On the topic of why the Second International has bestowed its affections and
its tears so exclusively upon the Georgian Mensheviks, Trotsky says little. He
speaks of oil occasionally, and mentions the well known fact that Batoum is at the
other end of a pipeline which begins at the Baku oil wells. He is probably relying
upon the British workers to go through the archives of the British Foreign Office,
when the time comes, as carefully as he has examined those of the Russian White
Guards and the Georgian Mensheviks for an explanation of the mystery. It would
be too early as yet to say that he will be disappointed. C.M.R

LIGHT ON THE LOCKOUT

Labour and Capital in the Engineering Trades. Labour Research Department.
Studies in Labour and Capital : Vol. I. Labour Publishing Company. 1s.

T is unfortunate that this book was not published immediately before the
Ilockout notices expired. If it had been, and if its contents had been mastered

by the members of the engineering unions, we are convinced that the whole
course of negotiations would have been altered, and the misunderstandings and
splits which have characterised the lockout avoided.

During the protracted negotiations, many of the trade union officials could not
understand the significance of the lockout (many of them admitted this in private).
They could not see why it was unavoidable ; why the engineering employers were
so adamant, even on what appeared to be small points. We do know that many
of the workmen involved were at a loss to know the why and the wherefore of it all.

This book would have clarified the issues involved. It is written simply and
lucidly, and the problems which the average workman thinks are beyond his grasp
are here explained in such a way that everyone can see and understand the significance
of the lockout, and also the immediate need for reorganisation of the unions in the
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engineering industry, not from a sentimental point of view of solidarity, but as a
hard practical necessity.

The book deals first with the organisation and tendencies of capitalism in the
engineering industry, and the facts recorded as to its development will prove
astounding to many readers. It has become a commonplace to speak of the ramifica-
tions of “ Big Business” without quite realising how widespread they are. In this
section we see where these ramifications extend to, both at home and abroad.

In addition to a clear statement on the general position of the industry, there is
an analysis of the activities and financial status of four of the big firms—Vickers,
The General Electric, Armstrong Whitworth’s, and the B.S.A. Co. The huge
aggregation of capital represented by these firms, and the rate of profits which must
be earned on this capital, point at once to a solution of the question as to why the
lockout was enforced. To maintain so heavy a rate in times of depression compels
the replacement of skilled labour by unskilled ; and hence arises the insistence on
the machine question, which was the cause of the lockout. Then when we learn
that “ the voting power of members of the Federation is on the basis of their wages
bill ™ we see at once the working of a dictatorship more complete and exacting
than is possible in any other industry. We imagine that Sir Allan Smith will be
far from pleased at this exposure of the Federation.

The second section of the book deals with the organisation of the engineering
unions, and also what have been the special questions involved in the lockout.
These questions of overtime, wages, manning of machines, {c., and their relation-
ship to the issue of “managerial functions,” are the clearest expositions we have
yet. The trade unionist who can read this section without wanting to turn to
and help in the reconstruction of the engineering unions is a hopeless case.

We feel that the weakness of the book is in not emphasising the futility of the
sectional differences between the skilled unions and the unskilled unions having
been allowed to develop to a point of what will now be internal warfare arising
out of the present settlement. With such an array of facts and figures this would
have been easy, and would have carried far greater influence than if the same point
were made by the A.E.U. or the Workers’ Union. H.P.

PUBLICATIONS RECEIVED

Memorandsm on Trade Board Rates and Standard Rates of Wages. By ]. Hallsworth. National
Union of Distributive and Allied Workers.

Die Krise der Kapitalistischen Weltwirsschaft. Prof. Varga. Carl Hoym.

More Production—and More Poverry. By ]. P. M. Millar. National Council of Labour
Colleges. 2d.

Some Problems of Education. By Barbara Drake. Fabian Society. 6d.

Literatare and Labour. An Anthology of Effort. J. M. Dent & Sons. 1s. od.

Eoery Man His Own Minister of Health. (American title : Ix Cooks We Trust) By Aler.
Clement. Quality Press Co. 2s. 6d.

Wm. Lovett, 1800-1877. By Mrs. L. Barbara Hammond. Fabian Society. 3d.

Usemploymens. By F. W, Pethick Lawrence. H. Milford. 2s. 6d.
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T3¢ Drink and Drag Evil in Indis. By Badrul Hassan. Foreword by Mahatma Gandhi.
Ganesh & Co. Rs 2. Foreign, ss.

The Aryom 1deal. By Prof. T. L. Vaswani. Ganesh & Co. Re 1.

Apostles of Freedom. By Prof. T. L. Vaswani. Ganesh & Co. Re 1.

10 Tage die die Welt Erschiittersen. ]. Reed. C. Hoym.

Der Kampf in Genva. G. Tschitscherin. C. Hoym. 2 marks.

Die Partei der Menscheviki in der Russischem Revolution. 1. Wardin, C. Hoym. 2 marks.

The Second and Third Internationals and the Viesna Unmion. Labour Publishing Co. 1s.

The Real Ememy. By Dan Griffiths. Foreword by Ramsay MacDonsld. International
Bookshops.  1s. 3d.

[Nore.—Messrs. Allen & Unwin write to say that they are the English publishers of the
book, Full Up and Fed Up, by Whiting Williams, reviewed in our last issue under the
name of the American publisher, Messrs. Charles Scribners’ Sons.]
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NOTES of the MONTH

An Industrial Truce—The Supreme Issue—The Silence of Edinburgh—
Cant on a Politscal Truce—Candour on a Political Truce—
Labour in the State—The New Social Order

NEW portent is now beginning to loom on the horizon—the
A proposal of an Industrial Truce. Proposals of this kind have

long fluttered on the outskirts of the movement, and they were
particularly rife at the period of the close of the war; but they vanished
with the other post-war illusions and were never seriously taken up.
To-day the position is different. It is not in a period of mirage that the
proposals are being made, nor by spokesmen of doubtful credentials; it
is at a moment when the outlines of the class struggle are sharp and
hard, and the sponsors are the official leaders of the movement. In
their various organs, Mr. Henderson, in the Labour Magazine, and
Mr. Frank Hodges, in the Manchester Daily Disparch, have given
utterance to the suggestion in measured terms. So comes the culminating
betrayal of a long history. The entry into the imperialist war in 1914,
the participation in a jingo Cabinet, the denial of the Russian revolution,
the breaking of the pledges to the International and the consequent
shattering of the International, the sharing in a victors’ peace, the
refusal and renunciation of the decisive struggle after the war, the
consequent driving of the workers to the depths of degradation and
despair, the sanctimonious expulsion of the rebel element, the handing
over of the organised political movement of the workers tied and bound
to the service of the capitalist State, and now the attempt to deliver up
the last weapon of the workers—this is the history of those eight years
since that fair day in July, just eight years back, when Henderson
stood upon the plinth in Trafalgar Square to vow his service to the
Workers’ International. It is no chapter of accidents, nor series of
isolated incidents; it is the process, step by step, downwards along the
slippery slope on which the organised movement entered in 1914.
To some the expulsion of the communists at Edinburgh might seem a
small thing. But even to those it might come as a shock to see with
what dramatic suddenness it has been followed by the official proposal
of an Industrial Truce.
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‘ N rHAT is an Industrial Truce ? It is the final betrayal of
the workers. Compared with it, all the betrayals of inter-
national socialism are small, because international socialism

is a far away and difficult thing which has to be learnt and understood;
but the struggle of the workers and the employers is a near and immediate
thing which is plain at hand to every man. An Industrial Truce means
that the workers are summoned to give up their only weapon against
the massed power of capitalist industry and the State. It means that
they are to deliver themselves over as captives to the mercy of the
enemy without defence. It means that they are to build up the wealth
and power of the enemy without complaint, in order that that wealth
and power shall be used against them. It means that they are to register
their servitude in time of depression, in order that they shall be bound
when the time of prosperity comes. The worker who has lost the power
to strike has lost all that is left to him in the present State. It cannot
happen; and all the official wire-pulling and machine control of those on
top cannot make it happen. Rather we would echo the words of Jowett,
as chairman of the Labour Party Conference, when, in a speech that
was aptly fastened upon by the capitalist Press for attack as the one
discordant note in an otherwise admirable conference, he declared:
“It is not to be expected that these conflicts between Labour and
Capital will be the last of the series. The relentless depression of the
standard of life of the workers goes on. It may be argued that it is
useless to stand up against the encroachments of Capital on the life
and liberty, the leisure and status, of the worker, but the degradation
must end somewhere. How far it would go if not resisted Heaven
only knows. And those who say that resistance is useless, and blame Labour
when it fights a losing batile, should remember that even losing fights in the
industrial field shield the workers from the worst, and make the capitalist
think twice before imposing a new oppression” In those words the
chairman of the Labour Party Conference gave a true expression of
the feelings of the workers, which found little or no echo in the remainder
of the conference.

was not what was said, but what was not said. In all the plethora
of resolutions, from Communism to Privy Councillors, from
Indiato Japan,and from Nationalisation to the Canadian Cattle Embargo,

FOR the most conspicuous thing about the Edinburgh Conference
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the one subject that was not considered was the struggle that was going
on outside the very doors of the conference, the struggle of the workers
here and now to maintain themselves against the attack of the whole
capitalist class. Even those issues that might have borne upon it were
not considered in relation to it: unemployment was treated as a special
problem, and not as part of a single battle; the economic crisis was
relegated to the sphere of foreign affairs and Government diplomacy,
and not to the Workers’ International. But if there was silence in the
conference, it was the silence that serves as a cloak. Within the
conference, Arthur Henderson and Frank Hodges might be swearing
their abhorrence of any alliance with capitalism: outside they were
publicly advocating it. The article of Henderson’s in favour of an
Industrial Truce appeared on the very day of the conference. Under
cover of other issues the change in policy was prepared; the machine
control was strengthened, and the dissident elements excluded, to pave
the way for the future new direction. Silently, without discussion, the
Labour Party was attached to the vessel of social peace under the
pilotage of Sidney Webb.

HE debate on a future political alliance with capitalism throws

l a vivid light upon the situation. The delegates were suspicious
and ill at ease, and their suspicions were not easily allayed.

On the very day on which they had assembled they had had before
them the statement of the well-informed correspondent of the
Manchester Guardian to the effect that * important members of the
Party " had given expression to the view that *‘ the Party will commit
itself to independence, but that is not to say that its view may not
have to be revised if it finds its Parliamentary representation increased
at the next election.”” To quieten these suspicions, the Executive
representatives vied with one another in proclaiming their devotion to
independence. But the manner of their expression was still not found
quite satisfactory. Sidney Webb was unhesitating in denouncing any
form of electoral alliance or electoral understanding; but, said he, * the
testing time will come not now, but after the election,” and for that he
expressed the *“ hope ” that Labour would not enter into any Govern-
ment other than its own. Councillor Shinwell averred that Sidney Webb
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had “ given the whole thing away " by stating that the matter was not
one for immediate discussion, but for after the election. A resounding
resolution was carried for * complete independence,” and Sidney Webb
had subsequently to placate the still remaining suspicions by a special
interview to the Daily Herald, in which he denounced the idea of the
Labour Party’s departing “ by a hairsbreadth ™ from the policy of
*“ absolute independence.”

difference to the question of a future political alliance ? It

will not, and those best acquainted with the situation know that
it will not. It is quite true that the Labour Party will probably not be
strong enough after the next election to enter into a Government
alliance, but the issue is merely a question of time. To anyone who may
doubt this, it is sufficient to refer to the very unequivocal statement on
the subject by the New Sratesman, commonly supposed to be the organ
of Sidney Webb. ‘ The virtual unanimity of the decision,” it declared,
‘“ does not surprise us in the least, despite the fact that many Labour
men are fully prepared, in private conversation, to discuss the pros and
cons of a Liberal alliance. If the question is openly raised in the Party
Conference, there can be only one answer. Even those who would be
among the first, in appropriate circumstances, to advocate an arrange-
ment with the Liberals, must needs rise and assert their Party’s utter
and unmitigable independence. A resolution carried under these
conditions is not therefore of importance; it would not affect the actions
to be taken by the Party in different circumstances.” The writer
continues, after enunciating the advantages of independence during the
period of *“ adolescence,” to declare: ** We are, nevertheless, of opinion
that the declaration of independence adopted by last week’s conference
means nothing at all. We can easily imagine circumstances arising, as
they have arisen in Germany, which would force the collaboration of the
Labour Party in a Government not entirely composed of its own followers,
and if they were to arise, we do not doubt that last week’s decision would
be reversed as emphatically as it appears to have been made. The
decisions of political parties must always be interpreted in relation to
the circumstances which call them into being.”

DOES anyone suppose that all this is going to make the slightest
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HUS the future intended course for the Labour Party is

l already marked out. The decisions of the Edinburgh Con-
ference have provided the coping stone to the great trans-
formation which was begun in 1918, when the Labour Party was taken
up to cease to be the organ of a class and become the organ of the
* community.” By the disciplinary exclusions, by the tacit renunciation
of the class struggle, by the proclamation of devotion to king and
country, by the shouldering of the imperial burden, the Labour Party
is to become part and parcel of the great machinery of the capitalist
State. As if to symbolise the completion of the transformation, Sidney
Webb, his handiwork completed, comes out into the open as not merely
the head, but the figure-head of the Party. The views of Sidney Webb,
his loyalty to the State and his imperial patriotism, have never been in
doubt. In that great final chapter to his revised version of the History
of Trade Unsonism, entitled * The Place of Trade Unionism in the
State,” he gives profession to the faith that is in him as he sings the
pean of the accomplishment in which he had had so notable a share.
“Trade Union representatives have won an equal entrance to local
bodies from Quarter Sessions and the elected Councils down to Pensions
and Food and Profiteering Act Committees; an influential Labour
Party has been established in Parliament; and most remarkable of all,
the Trade Union itself has been tacitly accepted as a part of the
administrative machinery of the State.”” A part of the administrative
machinery of the State—the whole issue could not be expressed more
tersely, This, then, is the outcome in which the fighting struggles and
sacrifices of the generations of workers are to find their issue, and the
cternal battles of the working class to find the peace of the prison; here
trade unionism and the Labour Party are each to receive their niche in
the temple of Mammon, and the very symbols of the workers’ revolt are
to become the machinery of their oppression. The significance of the
transformation is no less appreciated by The Times. * We believe,”
declares The Times, as it welcomes the entry of the Labour Party into
the fold, * that the will of the British people is unalterable on the
foundations of our economic order and of our constitutional practice.
The nation will not tolerate the subversion of our system of individual
liberty and opportunity, or of the hardly won guarantees of the
constitutional monarchy. The Labour Party was wise to set itself right
with public opinion on these the first principles of British polity.”
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Private property and constitutional monarchy: on these, * the first
principles of British polity,” the Labour Party has, in the opinion of
The Times, “* set itself right.”

O accomplish this transformation, the machinery of discipline
has had to be imposed upon the movement and the expulsion

of the working-class elements to be begun. It is still believed
by many that the change which has taken place in the Labour Party is
a change to a socialist basis. The nature of the discipline that has been
imposed should soon undeceive them. The discipline that has been
imposed has been imposed against socialists of long standing and of
known records in the working-class movement. It has been imposed in
favour of open and avowed enemies to Socialism and of ruling class
elements wholly alien to the working class. Mr. J. H. Thomas declares
that he is not a socialist. The new exclusion rule declares that no
individual shall take part who does not accept the principles of the
Labour Party. The principles of the Labour Party are, according to
the chairman of the Labour Party, socialist. Does the rule then apply
to Mr. J. H. Thomas, who swears in court that he is no socialist ?
It does not, because it was never intended to apply to him, because it
was only intended to apply to just those socialist and working-class
elements who are most likely to lead a revolt against the new orientation.
The new discipline is imposed, not in the interests of working-class
solidarity and socialism, but against them. It is imposed against a
Tom Mann in favour of a Haldane or a Noel Buxton. The case for
communist affiliation was argued by a boilermaker and an engineer.
The case against was put by a civil servant and a student for the bar.
Is it not clear between whom the battle is being fought over the body
of the Labour Party ? Is it not clear why, the political body being
bound, the next step should be a proposal for an industrial truce to bind
the remaining weapon of the workers? The workers will make no
greater mistake than to ignore the importance of what is happening
because of the smallness of the numbers involved in the immediate
controversy, For it is the whole future of the working class in this
country that is at stake. The capitalist offensive is being conducted,

not only on the open battlefield, but through the workers’ own -

organisations. And the name of the new subjection which the capitalists
are preparing will be called the New Social Order.
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A DRAMA OF THE
FRENCH
WORKING CLASS

By L. TROTSKY

HE French poet, Marcel Martinet, has written a play which

I fully deserves to be called a drama of the French working class.

This alone assures it the right to our attention. Martinet is
a Communist who has passed through the syndicalist school of La
Vie Onvridre—that is to say a good school. As an artist, Martinet
studied in the worthy school of Romain Rolland; consequently one need
neither expect nor fear from him purely propagandist productivity—
for politics are only rarely to be found in a dramatic setting or poetic
nature. Martinet is deeply psychological. All the problems of our
great epoch pass through his individual consciousness and emerge
fired with the light of his own personality, or, more correctly, he finds
his way to the general and universal only through the medium of his
own personal individuality. It is this that makes him an artist. Martinet
is a product of the school of Rolland, but spiritually he has outgrown it.
It is this that makes it possible for him to be a Communist.

During the war, Rolland, having raised himself * above the
battle,” inspired loyal respect for his personal courage in a period when
mass heroism was covering the plains and villages of Europe with
corpses, but when personal courage even in 2 modest measure was very
scarce, especially amongst the  spiritual aristocracy.” Rolland, refusing
to “ howl with the wolves ”’ of his own country, lifted himself * above
the battle,” or, to be more precise, stepped aside from it and entrenched
himself in a neutral country.

He continued during the thunder of war (true this was but faintly
heard in Switzerland) to prize German science and German art, and to
propagate co-operation between both countries. This programme of
activity was not, after all, so courageous; but in that period of raging
chauvinism to carry it out needed at least a modicum of personal
" independence. And this he had. However, even then the limitations
: Marcel Martinet, Ls Nuiz. Paris, 19322.
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of his philosophy were clearly discernible as also, if one may term it
80, the egoistic character of his humanitarianism.

Rolland entrenched himself in neutral Switzerland, but what of
the others 7 The people could not be * above the battle,” because they
themselves were its cannon fodder. The French proletariat could not
go to Switzerland, and Rolland did not give it any plan of action.
Rolland’s banner was designed exclusively for his personal use—it was
the banner of a great artist brought up on French and German literature,
above military age, and assured of the necessary means for passing from
one country to another. The limitations of the Rolland type of
humanitarianism were plainly revealed later, when the problems of
war, peace, and cultural co-operation became the problem of revolution.

Here also Rolland decided to be * above the battle.” He recognises
neither dictatorship nor violence, whether from the right or from the
left. It is true that historical events do not depend upon recognition or
non-recognition, and that he as a great poet retains the right to give
his moral and sesthetic criticisms. For him, a humanitarian egoist, this
was sufficient. But what of the masses ? As long as the people slavishly
suffer the dictatorship of capital, Rolland poetically and msthetically
condemns the bourgeoisie, but should the working class endeavour to
burst the yoke of their exploiters by the only means in their power, by
the force of revolution, they in their turn encounter the ethical and
@sthetic condemnation of Rolland. After all, the history of mankind
is only material upon which to base artistic production or moral
valuations | Rolland, the pretentious individualist, belongs to the past.

Martinet, in his relation to human history, is much broader, more
realistic, and more human. He does not place himself ““above the
battle,” but attacks the problems of war and peace, the liberation of
human culture and co-operation between nations, not as a problem of
personal values, but as problems of mass activity. He has dramatised
the revolutionary activity of the oppressed in his last production, called
“ The Night.” It is written in blank verse. It is written so finely that
the verse is not a constraint on language, but a means of raising it
above the ordinary,endowing it with a significance of form corresponding
with the deeply historical significance of events. And so, at least on
reading, one feels its necessity.

Is the drama realistic? Yes, fundamentally as a whole it is, as is
also each individual figure in particular. The characters are alive.
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But through their personal existence in every stage of the drama is
delineated the life of their class, their country, and of our present-day
humanity. Above their heads flock unseen social forces, thus giving a
symbolic meaning to the play.
] *® [ ] ®

The central figure is old Mariette, a peasant woman seventy years
old. Round her are grouped peasants, men and women, from the
northern parts of the country which have been devastated by artillery,
With her wise courage, with her tender kindness, Mariette governs
her little world completely, This is a French mother! This is a mother
of the French people! She has ingrained peasant ideas, but she has
already lived through an age of new history, through a series of
revolutions, known many hopes and disappointments, and much
suffering for her children. However, despair she did not know, and
even now, in the years of the Great War, she does not want to know it.
Her heart remains an inexhaustible source of tireless kindness.

Mariette’s eldest son is at the front. With her remains her little,
silent, heroic daughter-in-law, Anna Maria, whom the old woman in
a tragic moment of tender confidence calls ‘“ a quiet little grey kitten.”
With them is the grandson, Louison, twelve years old, whose soul has
become awakened and strong beyond his years in the awful strain of war.

All the neighbours meet in the only remaining hut—that of
Mariette.  Homeless people, old men who have lost their sons,
mothers whom the artillery of their own or a strange country has robbed
of their children, flock there. They are surrounded by cold, snow,
devastation, war. People who for four years have lived under the fire
and thunder of war, tired of hoping, tired even of despairing, huddle
to their common mother, Mariette, who, though with greater wisdom
and greater goodness, lives and suffers just as they do.

But something has happened! The sound of the artillery has ceased.
The people are enveloped in a sudden hush. What does this portend ?

The astounding rumour that the war has ended pierces the cold
and the storm, The enemy’s soldiers have refused to fight! They have
said:  We do not want to fight any more.” They have arrested their
officers, even—is it believable ?—their emperor, He is in their hands,
and the soldiers opposing them, after communication with the others,
have also ceased fighting. Why skou/d they fight ? This is the cause
of the sudden silencs.
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More and more soldiers, half drunk with fatigue, hope, and anxiety,
appear at the hut and corroborate the news. It was the end.

Now begins something that has never happened before. The
enemy soldiers have seized their emperor, and actually wish to hand
him over to the opposing armies ** for safe keeping.” Isn’t it wonderful,
ch ? But the chief thing is that i¢ has stopped. At last the end.

But now comes the Generalissimo Bourbousse. He is an old soldier
with a natural, but partly affected roughness, and with an affected,
though perhaps partly natural good naturedness. He is an insignificant
figure, but in his very insignificance dangerous. Bourbousse intends
temporarily to instal himself and his staff in Mariette’s little abode,
and he asks his hosts to leave their house. But where should they go
to? Around them is a ploughed-up desert, covered with debris, with
still unburied corpses, and steeped in cold and snow. Mariette protests,
“ for the war has ended,” she cries. Bourbousse explains that it is
from here that he intends to complete the victory, but finally he gives
Mariette and her family permission to remain in the attic.

The vanquished emperor suddenly appears on the scene. Some
enemy soldiers have accompanied him here. Bourbousse welcomes the
monarch, who has been beaten in more senses than one, for his body is
covered with bruises. Having entered the enemies’ headquarters, the
emperor immediately regains courage. He is no more among his own
soldiers. He explains to Bourbousse that his, the emperor’s, downfall
deprives Bourbousse of the fruits of victory. With whom can the victor
treat now? ‘‘ Who,” he asks, * will sign the treaty ?”” Surely not
the revolution! Bourbousse becomes anxious, and rightly so. Thus
they discover common interests. Will not, for instance, the example
of the revolution be followed by the victors ? * In any case,” continues
Bourbousse, ‘“ his Highnesscan . . . hm . . . hm ... make himself
quite at home.”

Mariette’s hut is given over to his highness, and the Generalissimo
and staff climb to the attic. The old woman, her daughter-in-law, and
grandson are thrust out of the house—out into the darkness, the cold,
and the snow.

But the infection is already beginning to spread. There is unrest
among the soldiery of Bourbousse. They seem to be waiting for
something. They talk excitedly, and apparently, by accident, hundreds
of them forgather under the roof of a partly demolished café, They
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want to understand what has happened. They shout for reasons, ideas,
slogans, leaders. They nominate those who gained their confidence
in the trenches. There is the honest old peasant, Goutodiet; the open-
hearted, well-spoken Favrol ; there is the young Ledru, with the eagle’s
glance, but without power. And this is where the real drama of the
beginning of the rising of the suppressed class is unfolded—without
banners, without proper organisation, under inexperienced and untried
leadership.

Goutodiet was, with all his soul, for the solidarity of the working
people, for the end of the war, for coming to terms with the enemy.
He was an honest narrow pacifist, and the speech of this aged peasant
in soldier’s uniform was much better and more agreeable than the
conglomeration of pacifist jokes delivered by Victor Méric. The mass
welcomes Goutodiet, but is not satisfied, because the goal is not defined
and the methods are not clear. Pacifism is passive; the substance of it
is patience; it has hopes and fears, but no definite plan of action. It
is the latter which is at present of most importance, because the masses
have risen.

Favrol steps forward. His emptiness, his noisy irresponsibility, are
hidden under definite suggestions. He tries immediately to formulate
a suggestion which he must have discussed more than once with the
frequenters of the anarchist café, viz., to kill the officers, including
Bourbousse, and #ken to think of what else to do. The soldiers become
attentive; some agree, but the majority are frightened. The split causes
the majority to lose their heads, and that leads to a demoralising feeling
of weakness.

Then young Ledru steps forward. He is not afraid of revolutionary
force. He recognises that it is unavoidable, but the country would not
at once understand the summary execution of the officers. Extreme
measures which are not at first prepared for by evolutionary methods,
which have no psychological motive, would cause a split among the
soldiers. Premature use of revolutionary terrorism would isolate the
people who took part in it. Ledru suggests that a representative organ
of the revolutionary army be created first, that every hundred soldiers
send a representative to the Soviet, and . . . here the curtain falls.

The revolution spreads in the army and the country. Everywhere
Soviets are being formed. In the capital a temporary Government has
already been set up of active men from the extreme left reserve of the
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bourgeoisie. Their task is to break up and paralyse the revolution—to
control it themselves. For this they utilise the customary methods of
democracy, the weighty authority of official statesmanship, the artistic
web of lies, the distrust of the masses in themselves, the wait-and-see
pacifism of Goutodiet, and the bloody adventurism of Favrol. Ordinary
people, not geniuses, sit in the temporary Government. Their task,
however, is not to create anything new, but to preserve the old order
of things. They have the experience and help of the ruling class to
back them up. In this lies their power. Their first problem was to keep
their feet when the first wave of the revolution passed over them, and
to discover its weak, unguarded points—to plunder, weaken, and
exploit the revolution, and to destroy the faith and morale of the masses
before the second, more deadly, wave could arise.

The critical moment!

In the army, in the workers’ districts, the movement is spreading;
Soviets have been chosen, local conflicts with the authorities are going
in favour of the revolutionaries, but the real enemy, the ruling class,
is not done away with. The latter manceuvres expectantly. It has a
comfortable intelligence department in the capital; it has a well-known
centralised mechanismj it has a very rich experience in deceit; and it is
convinced of its right to victory.

After the partial success of the first attack against the old regime,
it is necessary to place the movement on a higher level—to give it
more of a national character—in order to assure an internal agreement,
a common aim, and a common method of realising that aim. Otherwise,
of course, disaster is inevitable.

The local leaders, men brought out by circumstance—improvised
revolutionaries, who have never before thought of the problems of
mass movement—are buffeted like small pieces of wood on the waves
of that movement, hoping against hope that circumstances according to
their own logic would assure success for them in the future as in the
past. For the solution of every difficulty, the dilettanti of the
revolution can only put forward clichés instead of ideas. ‘‘ The people
who have risen are invincible ” ; “ You cannot stop conscience with
bayonets | ” ; and so on. But the revolution demands not general
phrases, but regulations corresponding to internal necessities and to
the various stages of the movement. This is lacking. A fatal delay
occurs in the development of events. Ledru, with political instinct,
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comprehends the logic of the revolution. Quite recently he resisted
the empty boasting of Favrol, rejecting his proposal to shoot the officers.
In the past they have limited themselves to the arrest of Bourbousse.
To-day, Ledru feels that a fateful crisis is approaching. The masses
do not realise that the chief difficulties are still to come. The enemy
seizes, without a struggle, any unfortified position, and immediately
afterwards pushes its tentacles further forward. To-morrow, the
“good natured ”* Bourbousse will again be leader of the armed forces
of reaction and will crush the movement in its infancy. Ledru comes
to the conclusion that there is needed a cry of danger, thunderous
warnings, encouragement to ruthlessness. Now he is for decisive
measures, the shooting of Bourbousse, but the logic of the revolution,
which the young leader, with his finger on the troubled pulse of the
masses, has already mastered, finds only a belated reflection in the
minds of its semi-leaders.

At the head of the mass there is no organisation which can reason
collectively, which can consider in common the relation of events to
one another, and thus to intervene at the right moment. There is no
revolutionary party. Unanimity only occurs in a movement as long
2s it meets no obstacles. As soon as the position becomes complicated,
improvised leaders without experience, without a programme, always
begin to fight amongst themselves. Each one has his own course, his
own method. There is neither discipline of thought nor of action.
Difficulties, inadequacies, deficiencies—the consequences of war and
of the revolution itself—stand out more sharply. Hesitation appears.
Then follows loss of morale. Those who before kept their doubts
secret now shout at the tops of their voices. There is nothing easier
than to oppose the present difficulties with the problems of to-morrow.
Those who have not lost faith endeavour to shout above the sceptics—
but each in his own way. The masses grope about amid the growing
difficulties and try to follow their leaders, but the dissension frightens
and weakens them.

Here there appears on the scene a member of the tempotrary
Government, Bordiet Dupatois. An experienced demagogue, with a
political knowledge not of a very high calibre, but with a practically
flawless instinet for the division and demoralisation of the mass and
the corruption of its leaders. All the art of the French Revolution is
at the disposal of Dupatois, who is fat, who pretends to be simple and
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measures, the shooting of Bourbousse, but the logic of the revolution,
which the young leader, with his finger on the troubled pulse of the
masses, has already mastered, finds only a belated reflection in the
minds of its semi-leaders.

At the head of the mass there is no organisation which can reason
collectively, which can consider in common the relation of events to
one another, and thus to intervene at the right moment. There is no
revolutionary party. Unanimity only occurs in a movement as long
as it meets no obstacles. As soon as the position becomes complicated,
improvised leaders without experience, without a programme, always
begin to fight amongst themselves. Each one has his own course, his
own method. There is neither discipline of thought nor of action.
Difficulties, inadequacies, deficiencies—the consequences of war and:
of the revolution itself—stand out more sharply. Hesitation appears.
Then follows loss of morale. Those who before kept their doubts
secret now shout at the tops of their voices. There is nothing easier
than to oppose the present difficulties with the problems of to-morrow.
Those who have not lost faith endeavour to shout above the sceptics—
but each in his own way. The masses grope about amid the growing
difficulties and try to follow their leaders, but the dissension frightens
and weakens them.

Here there appears on the scene a member of the temporary
Government, Bordiet Dupatois. An experienced demagogue, with a
political knowledge not of a very high calibre, but with a practically
flawless instinet for the division and demoralisation of the mass and
the corruption of its leaders. All the art of the French Revolution is
at the disposal of Dupatois, who is fat, who pretends to be simple and
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a humorist, and who wears a coachman’s cape inside out. He makes
his way slowly through the crowd of soldiers, spies, and listens, chatters,
flatters the revolutionaries, praises the leaders, makes promises,
reproaches in a friendly fashion, and shakes hands with everybody.
From the moment when he appears at the entrance of the revolutionary
headquarters of Ledru, large numbers of soldiers, tired of waiting and un-
certainty, already put their hopes in him, as if he were a harbour of safety.
The uninvited guest, Dupatois, welcomes them to the revolutionary
headquarters in the tone of a benevolent host, and praises Ledru in
such a sly fashion as must inevitably shatter the young leader’s authority.
Favrol is already on the side of the temporary government. The honest
Goutodiet is not heard of because events have become too complicated
for him. He has become muddled and has melted into the *“ muddled
crowd.” Ledru understands the trend of events, but he now stands
before the crowd, not as a leader of the revolution, but as a hero of
tragedy. With him and around him there is no organisation but a few
of his hardened followers who are used to think and fight together.
There is no Revolutionary Party. The energy of the masses, which has
been wrongly directed, has become an irritant poison directed against
the parent growth itself, gradually weakening it. Dupatois is already
firmly established. He transforms doubts, uneasiness, worry, fatigue,
uncertainty, into political flattery. Amongst the crowd he has his paid
and voluntary agents. They interrupt Ledru, protest, grumble, curse,
thus creating the necessary atmosphere for Dupatois.

In the chaos of the stormy meeting a sudden shot is heard and Ledru
falls dead.

The greatest moment for Dupatois approaches. He says a few
complimentary words over the grave of his fallen “ young friend,” in
which, admitting the latter’s faults and foolhardiness, he pays compliment
to the altruism of ideals destined to bear no fruit.

With this secretly insincere eulogy he succeeds in winning over
even the most revolutionary of his opponents. The revolution is broken.
The power of the provisional Government is assured. Is not this an
historical drama of the French proletariat ?

The same peasants forgather at old Mariette’s.  With all her
heart she was on the side of the revolutionaries. How could it be
otherwise 7 Mariette—a mother of the French people—is France itself.
She is a peasant, with mind and memory loaded and enriched by age
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after ages of struggle and suffering. She remembers her sons fallen
in the battles of the great revolution, which ended with a Casarist
dictatorship. She has witnessed the return of the Bourbons, the new
revolution, new treacheries, internal strife amidst the working class
itself, the hopes and disappointments of the Commune, its terrible
downfall, the monstrous, cowardly, and crafty militarism of the third
republic, the Great War, in which the best of their generation had been
wiped out and the very existence of the French people threatened. . . .
All this has old Mariette, a mother of the French people, lived through,
felt, and thought over in her own way. She was a common peasant,
who, by her experience and mother’s instinct, had raised herself to the
level of the working class, its hopes and struggles.

Absolutely on the side of the revolutionaries, Mariette gave them
a mother’s blessing, awaited their victory, and hoped for the return of
her eldest son from the trenches. But the revolution was shattered,
and all the sacrifices had been in vain. Bourbousse is again head of the
army. The delusion of brotherhood with those who deposed their
emperor is dispersed like smoke.

The enemy is retreating, and the enemy must pay in full for the
devastation he has caused!

Forward! To arms!! Bourbousse is in command, and after a con-
siderable lapse in the development of events, after the internal strife,
this persecution of the retreating enemy, this * forward ” movement,
seems to the people who are being hoodwinked like a way of surmounting
the crisis—a way out of the cul-de-sac. The peasants, both men and
women, turn from Mariette, though she had upheld their spirits
during the blackest months of the war. She had raised their hopes
in the revolutionary days to an unaccustomed degree, and so doing
had deceived them, and they revenge themselves mercilessly upon her
for their shattered dreams. One after another leaves the house of the
old peasant woman with words of bitter reproach upon his lips.

Mariette is alone. Her grandson, Louison, is sleeping restlessly
upon his bed. Her daughter-in-law, Anna Maria, breaks her heroic
silence to tell old Mariette that she (Anna Maria) is on her side.
She has been with her during the war, during the times when revolu-
tionary hopes ran high, and she is with her now in the bitter days of
defeat and isolation.  Mariette clasps her quiet, grey kitten to her
heart. Anna Maria goes up the steps to her room, and Mariette sits

B
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near the bed where her grandson, the future France, lies under the
oppression of a nightmare—the new France, which is growing under
the thunder and lightning of this most terrible epoch.

And there, on the floor above, is Anna Maria—the new French
mother who will relieve the old, tired Mariette.

A knock on the door is heard. Three men enter carrying a fourth—
the corpse of the first born son. He had perished during the strife of
the last few days, during the persecution of the revolutionary army of
the enemy, after the destruction of his own revolution.

The last shred of hope is shattered about the poor old head. The
three men who have just entered place that which had once been her
son by the side of the bed where the grandson lies asleep. But no—
the grandson is not asleep. On the contrary, he has heard all. Beautiful
is the tragic dialogue between himself and his grandmother. They
both (the past and the future) bow at the bedside where the “present”
lies dead.

Louison again-lies dreaming.

Mariette feels that she has no more strength to bear her sufferings.
She has nothing to expect—nothing to live for; and she fecls that it is
now time to quit the old life and to go forward into the night which
lies brooding outside her window. But in that inexhaustible bourne of
hope and kindness, the mother’s heart, the old woman again finds
herself. She has a daughter-in-law and a grandson, and a new life is
built up upon the ruins of the old. It muss be, it shall be, better than
the past life is the watchword.

The night passes. . . .

The 6ld woman climbs heavily up the stairs to her daughter-in-law,
and calls: *“ Anna Maria, it is time to get up—it is already dawn 1 ”

* - * * .

With this the play ends. It is a veritable drama of revolution; a
political tragedy of the working class; a tragedy of all its past and a
warning for the future. No other proletariat but the French is so rich
in historical memories, for no other but the French has had such a
dramatic destiny. But this very past weighs down upon it like a terrible
threat for the future. The dead are like a chain fettering the living.
Each stage has left behind it not only its experiences, but also its
prejudices, its formule deprived of content, and its sects who refuse
to die.



A Drama of the French Working Class 83

Goutodiet 7 We have all met him. He is a worker with the
instincts of the petty bourgeois, or a petty bourgeois attracted to the
workers’ cause—the democrat, the pacifist, always for half measures,
always for going half the way. He is Bourderon, the father of the
people, whose honest limitations have in the past proved more than
once a brake on the revolution.

And we all know Favrol, knight of the phrase, who to-day preaches
a bloody settlement in order to-morrow to show himself in the camp of
the victorious bourgeoisie. Favrol is the most widespread, the most
multifarious, and in all its variety the most uniform type in the French

- working-class movement. He is Hervé, the shouter, the vulgar reviler,
the anti-militarist, * without a fatherland,” the preacher of sabotage
and direct action—and then the patriotic oracle of the concierges, the
journalistic tool of the drunken chauvinism of a petty bourgeois clique.
He is Sebastian Faure, the libertine, the pedagogue, the Malthusian,
the smooth-tongued orator, the anti-militarist, always furnished with a
programme full of promises freeing him from the necessity of under-
taking any practical step, and always ready for a shameful deal with the
“ prefect,” if the latter only knows how to flatter him.

Verbal radicalism, a policy of irreconcilable formule which in no
way lead to action, and consequently sanction inaction under the cloak
of extremism, have been and remain the most corrosive element in the
French working-class movement. Orators who begin their first phrase
and do not know what they are going to say next; adept bureaucrats of
journalism whose writings bear no relation to actual events; * leaders "
who never reflect on the consequences of their own actions; individualists
who, under the banner of * autonomy —whether of provinces, towns,
trade unions, organisations, newspapers, or what not—guard inviolate
their own petty bourgeois individualism from control, responsibility,
and discipline; syndicalists who not only have no sense of what is
needed, but who are instinctively afraid to say what exists, to call a
mistake a mistake, and to demand from themselves and from others a
definite answer to any question, and who mask their helplessness under
the accustomed wrappings of revolutionary ritual; great-souled poets
who wish to deluge the working class with their reservoirs .of mag-
nanimity and confusion of ideas; stage artists and improvisors who are too
lazy to think, and who feel hurt that people exist in the world who are
able and accustomed to think; chatterers, players with words, village
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oracles, petty revolutionary priests of churches struggling one against
the other—it is here that is to be found the terrible poison in the French
working-class movement; here is the menace, here the danger!

Martinet’s drama speaks out on this in bold language, making
the highest truth of life, Aistorical truth, correspond with artistic truth.
Speaking through the medium of artistic creation, the drama is a call
to the proletarian vanguard for internal purification, increased unity,
and discipline.

The last act takes place in an atmosphere heavy with tragedy; the
play as a whole is called “ The Night.” Superficially it may appear
to be imbued with pessimism—almost with despair. It is in fact inspired
by a deep uneasiness, by a natural anxiety. France has been drained
of blood. The best of her generation lie buried. Mariette’s first-born
son did not return from the war to set up the new order. But there is
the grandson, twelve years old at the end of the war and now, therefore,
sixteen.

In such a time months appear as years. Louison personifies the
future. About his young head, waking with feverish energy, is breaking
the dawn of to-morrow, and it is this that is meant by that last
exclamation of Mariette's, bespeaking peace and hope. But it is
essential that Louison should not repeat the history of Ledru. Remember
this, you the best workers of Francel Martinet’s drama is not a gloomy
prophecy, but a stern forewarning.



THE BRITISH LABOUR
MOVEMENT—
A RETROSPECT

By G. D. H.  COLE

THE Labour Movement in Great Britain has a continuous
history extending over something like one hundred years.
Its origins, of course, go back further—to the numerous small
trade clubs and societies of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, to
the first attempts at working-class political organisation made (under the
inspiration of the revolution in France) by the Corresponding Societies
in the years after 1791, to the strikes and ephemeral organisations of the
factory operatives under the first stress of the Industrial Revolution—
cfforts hampered by the Combination Acts, which made trade unionism
illegal between 1800 and 1824—and to the part played by the workers
in the struggle which preceded the Reform Bill.

The period following the French Revolution, which was also the
period of the great economic changes which we call the Industrial
Revolution, saw the creation of the modern working class of Great
Britain and its first struggles to assert itself against the oppressions and
barbarities of the new factory system. But the strikes and political
demonstrations of this time were largely uprisings of despair and had
behind them, as a rule, only the vaguest (if any) plans for the redress of
economic grievances. They were protests rather than demands, or,
if they took the form of demands, the only claim was for relief from an
intolerable burden of oppression. It is possible, indeed, to cull from the
writings and speeches of the time many anticipations of later working-
class policy and principle. The fullest measures of political reform were
already urged by the Corresponding Societies in the seventeen nineties,
and the consciousness of exploitation was certainly not absent from the
manifestos of the miners or the textile workers in the first decades of the
nineteenth century, But the inchoate development of working-class
thought is clearly marked in the frequency with which the leaders hark
back to the * good old times,” and mix their * Jacobinism ™ derived
from France with a desire to return to the manners and productive
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systems of a simpler bygone age. The Luddite troubles of 1811 and
1812 were, doubtless, in the main the product of immediate economic
grievances, and the machine breaking and factory burning which
accompanied them were, first and foremost, instinctive hittings back at
the immediately obvious source of misery and degradation; but, in a
wider sense, machine breaking was a phenomenon natural to the times
and given a philosophic justification by those who saw in the new
factories forces destructive of the *“ Merrie England ™ of the past.

It was, indeed, always difficult enough for these early victims of
industrialism, half starved and subjected to constant police repression,
to organise in face of the Combination Acts and other laws designed to
prevent working-class action. Their situation was, moreover, novel;
they were congregated in horrible and insanitary new towns erected for
their reception, and they had behind them no tradition of organisation
or action. They had to learn by experience how to combine, and it was
not until the factory system ha