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LONGUET AND THE TWO INTERNATIONALS. 
By ROBERT DELL. (The “Manchester Guardian” Correspondent Who Was Expelled From France.) 

To THE EDITOR OF THE WORKERS’ DREADNOUGIT. 

Dear Comrade,— You have-—unintentionally, 

1 am sure—misrepresented the attitude of 

|.onguet and the majority of the French Socialist 

party in regard to the two Internationals. On 

February 4th L’Humanité published the text 

of the resolution to be proposedeat the national 

traditional principles of Socialism,’ with the 
view of entering into negotiations with the Third 
International. 

You will admit that Longuet, Paul Louis, 
Marcel Cachin, Frossard, Paul Faure, Mayeras 
and the other signatories of this resolution do 
not want to remain in the Second International, 
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congress of the French Socialist party at Stras- 
Lourg by the Committee for the Reconstruction 
of the International, of which Longuet is a lead- 
ing member. ‘This resolution, which like all 
'rench Socialist resolutions is extremely long, 

declares that the Second International “‘is no 
longer in’ harmony with the revolutionary situa- 
tion that is arising in most States, and is mak- 
ing a new International of action necessary, ' 
and that the French Socialist party cannot 
remain in it. It further declares that ‘‘none 
of the fundamental declarations of the Moscow 
International is at variance with the essential 

principles of Socialism, that the thesis of the 

dictatorship of the proletariat—intended to 
effect the transition from capitalist society to 
the Socialist regime—is at the basis of everv 
revolutionary conception, that the institution 
of workers’ councils is evidently one of the most 
effective means of arriving at this capture of 
power. | 

The policy proposed by the resolution is the 
adherence of the French Socialist Party to the 
suggestion of the German Independents, namely 
the ‘“‘fusion of all the elements of the Second 
International that remain faithful to the prin- 
ciple of class-war, with the groups forming the 
Third International.’’ The parties in the 
Second International that desire to take this 
course must, the resolution says, ‘‘in the first 
place condemn, as the Moscow International 
has, every kind of co-operation with the bour- 
reoisie, especially the ministerial coalitions that 

have existed in most European countries both 
during and after the war.’’ Finally the reso- 
lution asks the Swiss Socialist party at once to 
summon a preliminary conference of delegates 
from all the sections of the Second International 
that are determined to act on the basis of ‘‘the 

or to ‘‘have a foot in both camps.’’ The 
difference between them and my friends of 
what is called the Extreme Left of the French 
Socialist party is purely one of tactics. The 
question is whether it is better that a section 
of the French Socialist. party should secede 
from it and join the Third International at once, 
or that the whole party—having shed, as it 
will have to shed, a minority of social-patriots 
and ‘‘reformists’’—should unite with the Third 
International in company with the large 
majority of the Socialist parties of Europe. For 
my part I have no hesitation in saying that the 
policy of the Committee for the Reconstruction 
of the International is the wiser one. 

In any case let us refrain in England from 
the deplorable personal attacks and imputation 
of motives which some of my friends of the 
xtreme Left in France are unhappily — per- 
mitting themselves. It is really grotesque to 
accuse a man like Longuet of favouring ‘‘right 
Socialist compromise with capitalism.’’ I have 
known Longuet for many vears and I was the 
witness of his courageous stand during the war 
—all the more courageous since his partial 
German descent naturally exposed him to par- 
ticular attack. 1 also know many of the so- 
called Extreme Left—Charles Rappoport and 
Boris Souvarine, for instance, are intimate 

friends of mine, and I like them no less because 
it seems to me that on this occasion their tactics 
are unwise, and, indeed, almost incompre- 

hensible. It is obvious that the Second Inter- 
national is dead. The best thing to do with 
corpses is to bury them. It is equally obvious 
that the time has eome for revolutionary 

Socialists to break with social-patriots and 

‘‘reformists,’’ who will be found to be in a 
_small minority in nearly every national Socialist 

section. There must be only one International 
including all real Socialists, and that is the 
object of Longuet and those who are acting 
with him. The basis of that International 
must, as their resolution says, be the Com- 
munist Manifesto and the Amsterdam resolu- 
tion of 1904 which, as their resolution also says, 
are the basis of the Third International. But, 
as they rightly say, we have been so completely 
cut off from Russia by the action of our 
capitalist Governments, that preliminary dis- 
cussion with the Russians is ‘necessary. 
There cannot be any-doubt that such discussion 
will result in complete agreement. All that we 
know of Lenin's conduct during the last two 
years suggests that he is more reasonable and 
more opportunist in the literal sense of that 
lerm—which is not a bad sense—than some of 
his Western followers. 

Yours fraternally, 

Ropsert Deu. 

‘We shall reply to this interesting letter in 
our issue of next week. 

PHILIP SNQWDEN’S CRITICISM 
of the Third International. 

— 

In the Labour Leader of February 12th 
Philip Snowden makes a heated attack on the 
Third International. He thinks, he says, that 
the Divisional Conferences of the 1.L.P. which 
have passed resolutions in favour of the I.L.P. 
affiliation to the Third International ‘‘have done 
so without a full appreciation of what is in- 
volved in this momentous decision’’ which, he 
says, ‘‘may lead to consequences of a deplor- 
able nature.’’ | 
We think that Snowden is probably quite 

right in thinking that some, at least, of those 
who wish to adhere to the Third International 
have not fully grasped what is involved. We 
Communists must endeavour to enlighten and 
convert them to a full appreciation of Com- 
munist ideals. In the meantime it is also our 
duty to protect the Third International from 
being weakened by the entry into its ranks 
either of half-convinced converts, or mere 
opportunists. That is why the Third Inter- 
national has issued the statement, of which 

Snowden complains, that it will not negotiate 
with the Austro-German, Swedish and Duteh 
Social Democratic Parties, the French Socialist 
Party, and the British 1.L.P. 
Snowden seems to condemn the Third Inter- 

national because its manifestoes are not very 
easily accessible, because it is obliged to meet 

in secret, and because its delegates reach it- 
with difficulty, and are often prevented from 
arriving at all. The capitalist Governments 
attack the Third International because they 
recognise that the existence of capitalism is 
menaced by Communism. The Second Inter- 
national meeting at Berne was facilitated by the 
capitalist Governments because they recog- 
nised that, so far from endangering capitalism, 
it would help to strengthen it. 

Snowden ‘is horrified because the Third 
International has declared for the Proletarian 
Dictatorship, the arming of the proletariat, and 
the disarming of the bourgeoisie. We advise \ 
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him to study the story of the Russian Revolu- 
by eye-witnesses like John Reed, 

ise Bryant, ie Beatty, and by the 
Russian Communists Lenin, Trotsky, and the 
rest,; the story of the Finnish Revolution* and 
the story of the Hungarian Revolution,™* 
the many accounts of the overthrow of the 
Hungarian Soviets and the story of the Ger- 
man Revolution, the murder of Luxemburg, 
Liebknecht and other Communists. Let him 
fully consider the events which have transpired 
in all the countries where the capitalist system 
has been seriously threatened or actually over- 
thrown. Then let him ask himself again 
whether, after all, unpleasant though it may 
seem, it is not literally true that force will have 
to be met, and force will have to be used before 
the capitalist regime can be broken down. 

Snowden admits that the Second Inter- 
national has failed, but he is unable to realise 
the reason of its failure, for his only solution 
is to build up a fourth International on the 
same lines. He says:— 

“ The wise course for International Socialism to follow is 
that om by the Left wath wa Second percep soo 

cogethee the whole International Socialist scbesbat de for the 
‘consideration of the exi situation, with a view to the 
uniting of the movement in a live, active International. ” 

This would mean to re-build the Second 
International as it was before the war, and thus 
to bring together again all sorts of totally in- 
compatible elements which have recently been 
sundered: The body Snowden proposes could 
not possibly come to a united decision on any 

vital matter; it would be a mere debating 
society, quite impotent either to act or to set 
forth a coherent policy. Fortunately the plan 
can never be realised; the Communists will 
never again form an International in company 
with the Reformists. 

Clifford Allen, in the same issue of the 
Labour Leader, urges a forward move by the 
I.L.P. He says that in this article he has 
‘purposely abstained’’ from ‘‘merely pressing 
the particular opinions’’ he ‘‘would like to’ see 
adopted.’’ Nevertheless he reveals the fact 
that he has not yet reached the point at which 
he cah qualify for adhereticé to the Third Tnter- 
national. We hope, however, that he will 
formulate the opinions he ‘‘would like to see 
adopted,’’ and if he cares to accept the hospi- 
tality of our columns we are willing to debate 
those opinions with him. 

* The Finnish Revolution, by O. V. Kuusinen, 
** The Hungarian Revolution, (fee wg Henry 

price 9d. Both published by the W.S.F. 
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COMMUNIST CONFERENCE. 
A Suggestion. 

Deak Epitor: As there is at present a keen 
discussion going on throughout the whole Socialist 
movement, regarding the events of the Third Inter- 
national, [ beg to suggest that an attempt should 
be made to hold all the Socialist Congresses, during 
Easter, in the same town. 

Further, the movement ought to set aside one day, 
either Easter Monday or .Tuesday, and all the dele- 
gates—representing every phase of Socialist thought 
and policy—should attend a National Convention to 
discuss the position of Socialism, in this country, 
and its relation to the Third International. 

Everyone can see that there is going to ba a ser- 
ious conflict of opinion rezarding the Third Inter- 
national, in the various Socialist Parties. 

It would be useless to try to smother the gather- 
ing differences rapidly arising in our midst. Free 
and open. discussion, and frank criticism, will help 
to show the Left and Right Wings exactly where 
they stand. : ieee 

To facilitate such discussion, we must “get together, 
and the Easter Conferences, by being held simul- 
taneously in one town, would offer a splendid oppor- 
tunity to organise such a convention. 

Capitalism is rushing rapidly towards a crisis. 
Let us therefore be prepared! Yours etc., 

W. Paut. 

THINGS YOU OUGHT TO READ. 
Facts About Communist Hungary, b 
Riggs Hunt (an eye-witness). Bela Kun is being tried 
for his life. Read about his work in this pamphlet. 

Price 44., post free 4id 

pitalism and The Counter-Revo 

rice 3d. 
hmidt, 

Ca lution, by 
J. T. Walton Newbold, M.A. A Marxist examination of 
important issues of immediate and practical significance 
that have been given all too little attention by the revo- 
lutionary elements in this country. 

| Price 34., post free 3id. 

The Finnish ow Revo ae. by O,. Kuusinen. A self- 
criticism ves m t. 

Freee 34. post tree 3a 
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INTERNATIONAL NEWS. 3y 14s. 
Wat Srreer v. Mexico. 

For many years American financiers have been 
propagating through the world a belief in a ficti- 
tious person called ‘the “ greaser,” or Mexican; 
assisted by journalists, novelists, and especially photo- 
play producers who have prostituted their brains and 
their art in the service of Wall Street. Almost every 
week, for instance, an American photo-play is turned 
out, in which the villain is a travesty of a Mexican, 
with all the attributes) of the equally fictitious Hun. 
A Mexican who is like a real human being never 
appears in an American photo-play. This has all 
been meant to lead up to armed intervention by the 
United States in Mexico. 

_ A Mexican correspondent of La Vie Ourriere, A. E. 
Gale, is both trenchant and optimistic in an article 
on the menace of the intervention of the United 
States. ‘‘ What is the’ true cause,” he asks, “ of all 
this agitation in favour of intervention in Mex- 
ico?” “Petroleum,” is the quite natural reply 
which comes to the lips of most of those to whom 
the question is put. And, to a certain extent, this 
reply is a good one; but there is a reason which 
is dominant and more profound: “ American capi- 
talism dreads to see Bolshevism implanted in Mew- 
tco. That is why t demands intervention.” 

The oil tax, he points out, is naturally a bitter 
pill for the American, Capitalists to swallow. Hav- 
ing been accustomed to enormous profits from the 
“backward country,”’ they are horrified to find it 
acquiring enough intelligence to get a little of its 
own back. But this is not the principal cause for 
the demand for intervention. If this pretext did not 
exist, American Capitalism would find another. Wall 
Street wants to rule Mexico to prevent the revolu- 
tionary tendency, which has been able to develop 
under Carranza, assuming a new and more precise 
form. ‘* Carranza is pot a Socialist,” Linn Gale points 
out; “but, according to a man who occupies a high 
situation in the Government, and who knows what 
he is talking about, the land, the oilfields, and 
all the mines would certainly have been nationalised 
a long time ago if it had not been’ for the fear of 
intervention by the United States.” 

Wall Street has been specially agitated by the 
reply of the Minister of Finance, Cabrera, to a 
journalist, as Yo the spread of Bolshevism in Mexico, 
namely: that “ Bolshevism is an ideal economic sys- 
tem, although it is not possible to introduce it 
into Mexico at the present tima.’’ Wall Street is 
also very angry with the Prime Minister, Berlanga, 
for giving an order for the release of the Russian 
Communist Dimitri Nikitin, arrested at the request 
of Americans for Bolsheyist propaganda. The United 
States Government, also, no doubt, feels sore at the 
fact that, during the War, some 30,000 United States 
“ deserters " found refuge and hospitality in Mexico. 
Many well-known Mexicans are accused by the 

United States of having Bolshevist tendencies who 
know nothing about Bolshevism. ‘‘ However, in spite 

‘of all these lies, there is, in truth, in Mexico a 
certain tendency towards Bolshevism. For 
the Mexicans, Capitalism has always siznified misery, 
destitution, and slavery. They are opposed to it 

SS 

from their birth, without knowing with what to re- 
place it. ‘I have spoken to many Mexicans who had 
no idea of revolutionary Socialism, and nearly al- 
ways when I have explained in what it consists, they 
have replied, ‘Yes, I believe that that is a good 
system. Wo ought to adopt it here.’ . . . In 
all public placea it is interesting and significant to 
note the joy which is manifested at the announcement 
of Bolshevist victories. 

“Conscious of the proletarian sentiment grow- 
ing and spreadimg in Mexico,” concludes Linn A. E. 
Gale, “‘knowing that Capitalism is condemned in 
the Republic of the South, the beast of the North is 
preparing to send millions of young Americans into 
a new and furious dance of blood and death and vio- 
lence! But it is too late! Their plot will mis- 
carry. The working-class of the United States will 
not again submit to being cannon fodder in a capi- 
talist war. Certainly the reason for the inter- 
vention in Mexico is the fear of Bolshevism. But 
the result of such intervention, if it is ever tried, 
will be revolution in the United States.” “és 

BotsHEvist TENDENCIES IN SWITZERLAND. 
In an interesting article in Za Nourelle Inter- 

nationale, of Geneva, J. Humbert-Droz states that 
sleepy officialism in the Swiss trade unien move- 
ment has suddenly been wakened by its anxiety 
and with good cause. ‘“ The workers’ organisations 
wish to create, shops’ councils, which will claim 
the control of production in preparation for the 
taking over of the undertakings from the_share- 
holders, or proprietors, and managing them. They 
wish to create workers’ councils in the towns to 
direct the action of the working-class—Soviets, act- 
ually Soviets! 
“The question is not a choice between central- 

ism and federalism, as our bureaucrats would make 
it out to be. We are living in the third 
year of the Proletarian Revolution of Russia.. We 
are against Federalism, which disperses the forces 
of the struggle. We are for Centralism—but thero 
is Centralism and ‘“ Centralism,’’ and the new hardly 
resembles the old.” 

Barcetona’s ALL-HICHEsT. 
On behalf of the Governor of Barcelona, it may 

be claimed that he is not so silly as our politicians 
and Labour rulers: he does not try to make com- 
promises between democracy ‘and plutocracy, be- 
tween Capitalism and Socialism. “In Parliament,”’ 
he says, “they may say whait they like about the 
trade unions. But I affirm that. the Governor of 
arcelona will not parley with the trade unions, 

and if I am _ fifty times Governor of Barcelona, 
I will fifty times uphold the. same standard of 
conduct. For me the trade unions belong to past 
history.” 

In Madrid, the lock-out has come to an end 
after lasting seven weeks, following the mediation 
of the Governor. The buitding workers concerned 
get a slight rise in wages. On February 2nd, a 
general strike was declared in Sgatander. 
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PARLIAMENTARY ACTION. 

Scottish Workers’ Council, 
31, North Frederick Street, 

' Glasgow. 

Comrapes: There appears to be very grave mis- 
understanding regarding the movement here, and 
the value of Parliamentary action. 

The above council is definitely 
tarian and has behind it the 
various political bodies. 

We represent the revolutionary movement in Scot- 
land, striving continually to build up a révolutionary 
organisation within the’ industries, and! a Communist 
Party, based on social committees, throughout the 
country. For a considerable time we have been spar- 
ring with the official Parliamentarians. We have not 
considered it necessary to declare open warfare 
on them, and they are afraid to open an attack pn 
us 

anti-Parliamen- 

left wing of tho 

But this state of affairs cannot long continue. 
We are winning all along the line. 

The rank and file of the I.L.P. in Scotland ig 
becoming more and more disgusted with the thought 
of Parliament, and the Soviets’ or Workers’ Coun- 
cils are being supported by almost every branch. 

This i: very serious, of course, for the gentlemen 
who look to politics for a profession, and they are 
using any and every means to persuade their mem- 
bers to come back inte the Parliamentary fold. 

Revolutionary comrades must not give any sup- 
port to this gang. Our fight here is going to be a 
difficult one. One of the worst features of it will 
be the treachery of those whose personal ambition is 
a more impelling force than their regard for the 
Revolution. 

Any support given to Parliamentarism is simply 
assisting to put power into the hands of our British 
Scheidemanns and Noskes. Henderson, Clynes and 
Co. are hopelessly reactionary. The official I.L.P. is 
more and more coming under the control ef middle® 
class Liberals, who, since the rout of the Liberal 
Party, bave found their “spiritual home” in the 
camp of Messrs. MacDonald, Snowden and Co. The 
official I.L.P. is bitterly hostile to the Third Inter- 
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national, the rank and file is for it. Any support to 
the Parliamentary opportunists is simply playing 
into the hands of the former. 

The B.S.P. doesn’t count at all here. 
one who has been a member since its inception. 
For long it has been drifting around without a 
policy of any kind, but now it is firmly* embedded 
on the rocks, and it is only a question of timo 
(and a very short time at that), till it breaks up 
completely. What is wanted here is a sound revclu- 
tionary industrial organisation, and a Communist 
Party working along clear, well-defined scizntific lines. 
If our comrades can assist ‘us in building these we 
will take their help gladly; if they cannot, for 
God's sake let them keep out altogether, lest they 
betray the Revolution by lending their support to 
the re-actionaries, who are so eagerly clamouring 
for Parliamentary “honours ’’(?) and who’ are soe 
anxious to prove that they can rule as effectively 
as the “boss ”’ class politicians themselves. 

With all good wishes, Yours for the Revolution, 

I say this gs 

W. GALLACHER. 

Rank & File Convention 
. Called by the 

National Administrative Council 
of 

Shop Stewards’ and Workers’ Committees, 

Scottish Workers’ Committees, 
Central London Council of Shop Stewards’ 

and Workers’ Committees and South 

Wales Unofficial Reform Committee. 
« To be held the day before 

THE TRADE UNION CONGRESS 
and the evenings during its sittings. 

All Workers’ Committees, Trades Unions, Trades Union 
Branches, Trades Councils, Socialist Societies and their 
Branches are invited to send delegates. ae 

Object: To declare the “Rank and File” policy 
: to Russia and the class-war. 

f your society has not yet received an Agenda and 
invitation to the Convention, write to the Secretary, M. F. 
Hesses, 10, Tudor Street, London, E.C.4. 
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Since the Congress of Bologna last Octo- 
ber, the Italian Socialist Party has been 
squarely committed to the Soviet régime 
as the instrument of proletarian admini- 
stration. The Maximalist faction, which 
dominated this congress, agreed upon the 
articipation of the Party in the elections 
¥ the bourgeois Parliament, only on con- 
dition that the Party should, at the same 
time, organise the system of Soviets, which 
was to realise the revolution and take the 
place of Parliament. After the elections, 
the chief function of the Party became 
the organisation of this Soviet system. The 
roject was formally initiated at a National 
ouncil of Regional delegates, held at 

Florence this month. 

But, previous to this, the question of 
Soviets become one of concrete im- 

rtance. This was due largely to the so- 
ealled “ Turin movement,” led by Antonio 
Gramsci, one of the editors of the Turin 
edition Of Avalnti, and editor of L’Ordine 
Nuova, the organ of his ideas. Gramsci, 
one of the leaders of the young “ intel- 
lectuals ’’ of the Party, insisted on imme- 
diate action. He was vexed by the delay 
which was being caused by the hesitancy 
of the Socialist Confederation of Labour, 
to agree on a Soviet system which might 
rob it of its importance. He determined 
to force the hand alike of the Confederation — 
and of the Party. 

His strength among the workers lies 
chiefly in the metal trades. And here he 
determined to initiate the serious discus- 
sion of Soviets, by initiating serious Soviets 
in fact. During the autumn, and especi-. 
ally during the months of November and 
December, Soviets were organised in all the 
chief factories of the metal industry, with 
the co-operation of the union. Here was a 
fait accompli. The Party complained that 
the Soviets Gramsci had formed did not 
fulfil the function of true Soviets, in that 
they did not provide for the assumption 
of political power. In fact, the Party, 
which feels the drag of many reformists 
within its ranks, and among its officials, 
was embarrassed by the formation of 
Soviets outside its jurisdiction. It said that 
Soviets should not have been formed until 
the matter had been thoroughly discussed 
by the workers. But it hastened to mitiate 
the discussion. 

The Party was quite right in asserting 
that Gramsci’s Soviets did not fulfil the 
functions of political Soviets. In point of 
fact, they are no more than factory coun- 
cils, with powers over matters of disci- 
pline, discharge, and the like. Such Soviets 
are becoming common throughout’ the 
whole capitalist world. They were even 
introduced into American factories dur- 
ing the War, by the Government War 
Labour Board. As tending to lessen shop 
friction .over minor points, they are 
readily accepted by enlightened employers. 
Gramsci knew quite well that the metal 
trades’ Soviets were not true Soviets. But 
he contended that they were a germ. As- 
suming petty functions mow, they could 
enlarge their functions gradually, and de- 
velop full political organs when the revo- 
lution comes. The great thing, he as- 
serted, was to get them started. He was 
able to do this without muchi friction within 
the industry because the metal workers are 
admirably organised and united, and, since 
last summer’s successful strike, are able 
to impose their will on the employers in all 
minor matters without discussion. Only 
in the Westinghouse factory in south Italy, 
and a few others, did the attempt fail. 

The Party, then, at the Florence Con- 
vention, faced the matter squarely. On a 
motion of Leone, it was decided to initiate 
® two months’ discussion in all the local 
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branches, and that the political secretary 
of the Party should prepare a project of 
Soviet organisation as a aut for this dis- 
cussion. After the two months’ discussion, 
the delegates to the council, bearing spec- 
ific mandates from their locals, are to meet 
again and prepare to effectuate the Soviet 
organisation to be agreéd upon ultimately. 

The Bombacci plan is closely modelled 
on the Russian system. It contemplates 
a network of Soviets—above and beyond 
the present factory councils—which shall 
of the Party, as advance guard of the re- 
volution, working within the Soviet system. 
the revolution comes. But its particular 
pre-occupation is to preserve the authority 
prepare themselves to be the organs of re- 
volutionary defence and administration when 

The plan provides for the institution of a 
Provisional Central Executive Committee, 
to be composed of four members of the 
Party, three members of the Confedera- 
tion (Socialist), two of the Unione Syndi- 
cale (syndicalist and anarchist), and one 
member of the Co-operative League (this 
association, which is very powerful, and has 
always been, more on. less, Socialist im 
character, has _ recently oriented _ itself 
strongly toward the Socialist Party). The 
Central Executive Committee is to provide 
for the organisation of Soviets in all Italy. 
It will organise a subordinate Provisional 
Executive in each Regional division of the 
country, and this, in turn, will provide 
for the election of the primary Soviet or- 
gans ‘within its jurisdietion, delegating the 
concrete ‘work to territorial sub-committees. 
The primary organs will be Local Soviets, 
elected by the workers .on the basis of one 
delegate to two hundred workers or frac- 
tion thereof. Each factory employing two 
hundred or more workers will be a unit, 
and small factories will be combined for 
the purpose. Workers in the railroads 
and state departments will be grouped ac- 
cording to their most» natural groupings, 
and home workers (including wives of in- 
dustrial workers), will be represented by 
territorial groupings (city blocks and the 
like). Landless farm workers, and small 
farm owners who do «not exploit labour, 
will have their Soviets, but it is specially 
stipulated, in the case Ot the peasants, that 
only those shall be entitled to vote who 
hold membership in some revolutionary or- 
ganisation, political or economic. (This 
provision is @ precaution against the pos- 
sible reactionary influence of the peasants, 
particularly of the Catholic peasants, who 
would be wholly under the influence of the 
local priests. It is, of course, an “ un- 
democratic ’’’ provision; its necessity will 
be understood by anyone who knows the 
character of the peasantry in certain parts 
of Italy.) | 

The Primary Soviets, which must meet 
at stated brief intervals, will elect delegates 
to the Local or Territorial Soviets, and 
these ‘will have the political administration 
and legislative functions within their re- 
spective regions. It is stipulated that the 
localities shall be delimited, so far as pos- 
sible, so as to include in each a city and 
the country region which economically feeds 
it. Here is, perhaps, a precaution to pre- 
serve the influence of the city workers over 
the peasantry; certainly it corresponds with 
the economic reality, for neither the city 
nor the surrounding country is economic- 
ally self-sufficing. 

The Local Soviets elect delegates to the 
Regional Soviets, which have similar 
powers, and these elect the delegates. to 
the National Soviet. Each of these bodies 
elects an Executive Committee, which is 
in charge of the actual work of administre- 
tion. It must be re-elected every six 
months. Any delegate, from the top to 
the bottom of the system, can be recalled 
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by his constituents, or censured, Or sum- 
monea to render account at any time. — 

In addition to this g phical network, 
there is a criss-cross industrial system of 
Local, Regional, and National Soviets, 
elected by the primary bodies according 
to their industrial classification. These 
Soviets are to take care of the purely eco- 
nomic interests of the workers. . 

The Bombacci plan seeks to preserve the 
predominance of *the Party by two pro- 
visions: first, that in the provisional stage, 
the Central Executive can. dissolve any 
Soviets elected irregularly, or in . contra- 
diction to the general criteria of the 
Soviets, and call a new election.”’ This 
broad power practically secures the dom- 
inance of the central body (it; also, is 
“undemocratic ’’). Second, that the Cen- 
tral Executive may add to any one of the 
lower Soviets, new members, specialists in 
technical problems or adepts in revolution- 
ary Organisation. The plan further pro- 
vides for a National Council of Economy 
to co-ordinate the economic functions of the 
several Soviets. This would probably be, 
as it has been in Russia, an 0 of first- 
rate importance. The funetion of these 
Soviets in the pre-revolutionary period is 
envisaged in the Bombacci plan as chiefly 
educational. They are, also, to gain gradual 
control of production within the shop, where 
possible, but this is not stressed. Like- 
wise, the formation of a Red Guard is not 
specifically mentioned,, but it is, perhaps, 
implied in a sentence concerning prepara- 
tions for the defence of the Soviets — 
possible violence on the part of the bour- 
geoisie. : | 

Finally, the projéct has a word to say 
about the place of existing workers’ insti- 
tutions in the Soviet system. Stri of 
its vague language, it sets forth that the 
trade unions should not o pose the forma- 
tion of Soviets, for (a), their officials will, 
undoubtedly, be given positions in the 
Soviets; and, (6), the rank and file will 
have fmportant functions in shop control. 

The discussion of the project has already 
begun. ‘Two lines of criticism are notice- 
able; that of the anti-parliamentary “ ab- 
stentionist ’’ faction, led by Bordiga, who 
asserts that the project gives insufficient 
power to the Party, which must be all- 
powerful in the revolutionary period; and 
that of the “Turin movement,” led by 
Gramsci, who says that it gives insufficient 
place to the pre-revolutionary function’ of 
the Soviets, in edging the capitalists out of 
the factory through industrial action. One 
may be permitted to predict, however, that 
the Bombacci, plan will be carried by a 
good majority. 

But how the Italian bourgeoisie will act 
when Soviets in to assume reality-—no 
one can predict that ! 

— 
THE COMMUNIST SONG BOOK. 

' Price 4d. : 

Published by the Workers’ Soctauist Feprration, 
400, Oip Forp Roan, E. 3. 

It containe the following : i 
Russian os Wilt Thou agg P . No Master. 

Lift Up the People’s Banner. The March of the Workers. 
The International (two translations), The Red Flag. The 
- of Freedom. _ The Watchword of Labour. 

Orner PusLications : lia 

_ “The Finnish Revolution,” by O. V. Kuusinen. 34. 
. and the Di Dictatorship of the Proletariat,” by 

N. Lenin.~ 2d, , 
Ber rai, acs Revolution,” by Charles Henry Schmidt, 

“ Capitalism and the Counter Revolution,” by J. T. Walton 
Newbold, M.A. 34. by 

“ The Social General Strike,” by Jack Tanner. 2d. 
Full list of publications on application. 



4 
RS NR NN ee a 

THE WORKERS’ DREADNOUGHT 
Published by the Workers’ Socialist Federation. 

Editor: SYLVIA PANKSURST 
—_—_—_—— 

AnNUAL SusscripTion: Post Free, 10s 10d. 
Back Numpers: 43d, Post FREE. 

Articles, etc., to be addressed to the Editor : 
400, Oid Ferd Road, London, E.3. 

TELEPHONE; East 1787. 

ARE EE UE 8 OS A Re OA ON OE IOS AL OLED GI RT Ostet 

All business communicatons to the Manager, 
“ Workers’ Dreadnought,” 152, Fleet Street, London, E.C.4. 

TELEPHONE: CENTRAL 7240. 
—_—X———_—_—_—X—<—“—_ras__l_. 
Vol. VI., No. 48. Sat., Feb. 21, 1920. 

HAS THE INTERVENTION STOPPED? 

Lloyd George's Statement. 
Lloyd George told the House of Commons on 

February 10th that ‘‘all the British forces are 
out of Russia, except Batoum, and from there 
they are being rapidly withdrawn,’’ that from — 
Georgia and Azerbajan the troops are being 
withdrawn to Constantinople, ‘‘where they are 
wanted.’’ He says the Allies will not make 
peace with the Soviet Government because, he 
asserts, it is cruel and ‘‘not a democracy,’ 
though, he admits, ‘‘it may be efficient.’’ The 
Allied Governments were bound to help the . 
Anti-Bolshevik forces, because they‘‘called them 
into being,’’ but ‘‘you cannot crush Bolshe- 
vism by force of arms.’’ The Allies might re- 
start civil war in Russia, but ‘‘the Bolshevik 
armies are more formidable, more numerous, 
better equipped, better led, better disciplined.’’ 
‘‘The volunteer army during its occupation of 
large tracts of Southern Russia managed to 

- alienate the populations.’? The suggestion that 
Soviet Russia should be encircled by ‘‘an ad- 
vancing ring of fire’’ will not work, because no 
one can be found to do it, General Mannerheim 
cannot make Finland do it. ‘“‘The Baltic States 
are making peace with Russia. Roumania has 
as much as she can do to watch her Hungarian 
frontier. The Japanese certainly will not ad- 
vance.’’ Moreover, he asks, who is to pay, who 
is to equip gigantic armies? ‘‘France wil not. 
America will not. Italy will not. Is there any 
statesman who will accept the responsibility of 
putting the burden upon the taxpayers in this 
country?’’ There is no reason, he argues, to 
fear a Bolshevik military invasion of other 
countries. Poland, Roumania, Armenia, Cen- 
tral Europe, are “‘short of all the things that 
Russia wants.’’ At Baku ‘(Russian Baku!) 
the Russians might get oil, but they could get 
it by trade’’ (trade with the British capitalists 
who have stolen it!) ‘If they came to Meso- 
potamia what could they get that the British 
do not take there?’’ (A cool admission!) In 
short, there will be no invasion, unless’ the 
blockade continues for several years, unless 
there is a prosperous Central Europe to invade, 
and unless ‘‘invasion becomes .ue only alterna- 
tive to starvation.’’ (Certainly a certificate of 
good conduct for the Soviets, though Lloyd 
George did not intend it so.) 

All this would seem to point to an end to the 
intervention, and Winston Churchill, speaking 
at Dundee, like a bear with a sore head, ap- 
pears tg support this contention, by ‘“‘placing 
or record’’ his ‘‘sincere and personal conviction 
that the great Allied powers will each and all 
of them, learn to rue the fact that they could not 
take more decided and more united action to 
crush the Bolshevist peril at its heart and centre 
before it had grown too strong.’’ 

Capitalism Still Hostile. 
The great successes of the Red Armies, their 

capture of Odessa on February 8th, their terri- 
torial gains on every front,.the overthrow and | 
execution of Koltchak, the reports that Denikin 
is “‘ruined’’ all go to show that Soviet Russia 
is a formidable enemy, with whom the Allied 
Powers might well think that, after all, it is 
best to make peace. Yet it must be noticed that 
u Times c dent asserted in a message of 
February 2nd that Denikin had ‘‘turned the 
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corner’’ and was making compromises with the 
border states. But Esthonia has concluded 
peace with Soviet Russia; and the other Baltic 
States, though they profess their determination 
to act with the , are expected to follow. 
The Letts have entered into an armistice with 
the Soviets. Tchitcherin is reported from Mos- 
cow as saying that the Soviet Government has 
‘anticipated the English policy’’ by accepting 
the creation of a cordon of Baltic States, and by 
entering into peace negotiations with them. He 
says that these negotiations were a ‘‘dress re- 
hearsal for a future agreement with the 
Entente’’ and ‘‘by showing the bourgeoisie the 
advantages they stood to gain from an agree- 
ment with us, we were opening vistas not only 
to the Esthonian, but to the English bour- 
geoisie.”’ 

This attitude of compromise with Allied 
capitalism, forced on Soviet Russia by the pres- 
sure of the long continued war, is one that all 
Communists must deeply and bitterly regret. 
We workers in the Allied countries must bear 
the responsibility for any undermining of the 
Communism of Soviet Russia that may result. 
We were warned that unless we would help her 
Soviet Russia would be obliged to make great 
concessions to capitalism. 

If the military intervention against Soviet 
Russia be really about to cease, and we do not 
yet believe it, no one should be led away by the 
fcolish thought that the hostility of the capital- 
ists is in any way changed, or that a genuine 
peace between Communist Russia and the 
capitalist governments can ever result. Lloyd 
George says, ‘I belieye we can save Russia by 
trade. ommerce has a sobering influence in 
ita operations.’’ He means that he still hopes 
to “‘save’’ Russian capitalism. 

Two counter-revolutionaries, Makeiev and 
Shmelev, have been sent as representatives of 
the “‘Russian’’ co-operative societies in England 
to arrange trade with Soviet Russia. These 
Anglo-Russian societies are quite reactionary. 
‘hey brought a message from the Allies asking 
for the names of the delegates the Central Co- 
operative Council at Moscow proposes to send 
abroad to confer withthe Russian co-operative 
societies outside Russia. Comrade Litvinoff, 
of course, says that the Allied Governments 
cannot pick and choose the Soviet representa- 
tiyes, and hints: that the Soviet delegates may 
prefer to negotiate in neutral countries and not 
in Paris or London. The Allied Governments 
will trick the Soviets ifthey can. Our Russian 
comrades are fully aware of this,and we observe 
that Trotsky has now left the war office and will 
deal with just this very critical question of 
foreign trade. 

Will the Germans be Used to 

| Fight the Soviets ? 

But whilst the talk of trade and peace is going 
forward, the probability of a military offensive 
still remains. 

Philips Price definitely asserts that such an 
offensive is being prepared in Germany. He 
declares it is believed in Berlin that the British 
War Office has let it be known that it will not 
insist,at present,on the reduction of the German 
army to 100,000 men, as dictated by the Ver- 
sailles Treaty. He insists that Noske is build- 
ing up a White Guard Army of 1,000,000 ‘‘to 
make Europe safe for capitalism,’’ and that the 
old Bermondt Army returning to Germany from 
the Baltic, is preparing to equip an army of 
100,000 men to aid the Poles in a big offensive 
egainst Soviet Russia in the spring. He says 
that such giant coal and iron trusts as Thyssens, 
Synnes, and the Kali Syndicate are intriguing ~ 
with British capitalism, for an agreement that 
they shall refrain from trading with British 
Colonies in return for the right to exploit raw 
material in Russia. These powerful German 
capitalists are working for a German offensive 
against Soviet Russia. 

Churchill has also said we must make friends 
with Germany and force her to help in the ex- 
termination of Bolshevism. | 

It must be remembered that no statement of 
Lloyd George can be relied on; when he says 
it is not possible to fight Russia any longer, that 
is no proof that he is not actually preparing a 
great offensive. 
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TOWARDS A COMMUNIST PARTY. 
In The Call of February 12th Albert Inkpin, 

secretary to the B.S.P., gives an account of 
private unity negotiations to form a Communist 
Party of the four organisations which at present 
declare affiliation to the Third or Communist 
International, inaugurated at Moscow. 

Before dealing with the general principles in- 
volved, which are of very much greater impor- 
tance than the mere details of the negotiations, 
I will add a little to Inkpin’s account and make 
also some corrections in it. 

The First Negotiations: The B.S.P and 
: the Soviets. 

The beginning of the negotiations dates a good 
deal further back than Inkpin puts it; in fact, 
from the summer of 1918, when members of 
the W.S.F., hearing that almost the whole of 
the B.S.P. Executive would be affected by the 
raising of the conscription age, approached the 
B.S.P. in a spirit of comradeship, with‘a ten- 
tative offer of fusion which was very cordiall 
received. »The W.S.F., however, drew bac 
from the negotiations, because in the course of 
them, E. C. Fairchild stated that he did not 
think the organisation should decide between 
Parliament and bourgeois democracy and the 
Soviets and the proletarian dictatorship, as the 
goal towards: which our propaganda shauia be 
aiming. Inkpin and Alexander, who took part 
in the negotiations, did not dissent from Fair- 
child’s statement, and as it was proposed that 
Fairchild should be co-editor of the proposed 
joint organ of the new party, it was evident that 
a revolutionary Socialist body, like the W.S.F., 
could not possibly agree to fusion. 

Farther Negotiations. 
At Whitsuntide, 1919, the W.S.F. annual 

conference instructed its Executive to open 
negotiations with the B.S.P., 8.L.P., and South 
Wales Socialist Society, for the formation of a 
united Communist’ Party. The B.S.P. had by 
this time declared for the Soviets. though it 
was still waiting to ballot its members on the 
subject of affiliation te the Third-International. 
Messages had in the meantime come direct from 
the Third International urging the formation of 
a Communist Party in Britain and, as Inkpin 
says, a unity conference was called shortly 
afterwards. 

The Proposed Unity Compromise. 
As Inkpin further says, a proposal for unity 

emerged on the basis of the following planks :— 
(1.) Affiliation to the Third International. 
(3.) The Dictatorship of the Proletariat. 
(2.) The Soviets instead of Parliament. 
(4.) A referendum of the new party to be taken 

three months after its formation to decide whether 
it should affiliate to the Labour Party. 

The W.8.F. contends that it was also decided 
to take a referendum on the question of Par- 
liamentary action three months after the for- 
mation of the new party, a question of great 
importance in this country, as the letter from 
W. Gallacher, which follows this article, will 
plainly indicate to those not already aware of 
it. As I was at the time acting in/a, secre- 
tarial capacity to the unity conference, I took 
notes of the conference and wrote to each of the 
societies embodying these notes. The five 
points, enumerated above, were set forth in my 
letter. Nevertheless the B.S.P. and S.L.P., 
though they did not dissent from my version of 
the proceedings at the time, seem to have over- 
looked the Parliamentary point and did not ada 
it to the ballot of their members, which they 
took later on. 

Rank and File Refuses Labour Party 
Affiliation. 

The B.S.P. ballot paper, as Inkpin points out, 
grouped the three main planks with the question 
of a referendum on the Labour Party affiliation, 
as the conditions of forming a united party, and 
asked its membership to vote ‘‘yes or no.'’ The 
result was a majority for unity on that basis. 

The 8.L.P. asked its membership, as Inkpin 
says, for two votes; (1) on the question of unity 
on the basis of the three main planks; (2) on 
whether a referendum should be taken of the 
new party on affiliation to the Labour Party. 

Inkpin quarrels with the 8.L.P. for having 
thus endeavoured to ascertain the opinions of 
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its membership in detail; he says :— 
“To put the proposal to the 8.L.P. membership 

in two distinct and separate parts was simply to 

ask for. the recommendation regarding the Labour 

Party to be rejected.” 

.To state that is to imply that the 8.L.P. mem- 
bership does not know its own mind and can be 

mancuvred into accepting, or rejecting unity 
proposals by the division of a sentence. The 
“ L.P. membership was fully aware that the 
B.S.P. had agreed to the unity p Ss on 
condition that affiliation to the Labour Party 
should not be excluded. The 8.L.P. members 
were aware that the referendum proposal was 
a compromise which had emerged from the dis- 
cussion... All this had already been set forth 
in the Socialist, the 8.L.P. organ. Since the 
S.L.P. has always made a great point of refus- 
ing to affiliate to the Labour 7 the ques- 
tion was a burning one in the §.L.P. and there 
was no possibility of its being slurred over. 

The W.S.F. ‘allot asked the views of its 
members on each of the five questions 
separately, and also inquired whether the mem- 
bers would agree for the sake of unity to the 
suggested referendum on the Labour Party and 
Parliamentary action. The result was an over- 
whelming majority for the three main points, 
and against Parliamentary action and affiliation 
to the Labour Party. On the question whether 
the referendum should be agreed to in order to 
secure unity of the four parties, the voting was 
equal. 
“tnkpi goes on to explain that whilst the 

unity negotiations were proveeding between the 
four organisations, the B.S.P. privately made 
special endeavours to enter into relations with 

. the §.L.P., but these failed. 
Inkpin next refers to a further conference on 

unitv, called by itin January. As a matter of 
fact there were two January conferences; one 
on January 8th, one on January 24th. The 
S.L.P. did not attend the conference of Jan- 
uary 8th, and at the time the result of their 
ballot was not known; the conference was in- 
formed that the 8.L.P. had not replied to the 
invitation. 

B.S.P. Proposal. 
As Inkpin says, he proposed on behalf of the 

B.8.P.:— 
that the three bodies accepting the unity proposals 
should proceed on the lines of the original recom- 
mendation, leaving it to the logic “of events to 
bring in the 8.L.P. We suggested the immediate 
establishment of a Standing Joint Committee of the 
three bodies, to go into the details of amalgama- 
tion—finance, papers, offices, and staffs—prepare a 
draft platform and constitution for the new party, 
and summon a great national congress to be held 
at Easter, of all organisations and branches of or- 
ganisations, local groups, and societies, that were 
ready to join in, at which the Communist Party 
should be definitely launched. This Standing Joint 
Committee should also be empowered, on behalf of 
the three bodies, to issue manifestoes and pronounce- 
ments on all matters of national and international 
importance, act as the British secretariat of the Third 
International, and conduct a great campaign in 
the country leading up to the Easter Congress. « 

‘Wuat iT MEanrT. 
As I pointed out at the time, this proposal 

would have placed the standing joint committee 
above the Executive of the existing parties in 
the matter of national and international policy, 
giving. it the right to issue manifestoes in their 
name before the parties had arrived at a common 
agreement on policy, and before they had de- 
cided whether to fuse or not! ; 

South Wales Moves Adjournment. 
The Call observes :— 
How was that proposal received?” 
‘Very coolly, I regret to say; very coolly in- 

deed, particularly by the W.S.F., who, six months 
ago, were chafing at the slowness of the bigger 
organisations. Although there is far less in common 
between the W.S8.F. and the 8.L.P. than there is 
between the B.S.P. and the 8.L.P., the W.S.F. re- 
presentatives s@id they could not go on without 
the §.L.P., and the delegates from the 8. Wales 
5.S. said the same. Eventually it was agreed to 
adjourn the conference, pro tem, pending an impor- 
tant event expected to occur shortly, which is an- 
ticipat have an important bearing on the ques- 
tion of unity, and it was left to me to hymmon the 
conference together again later on.”’ : 

_ We dissent from the view that there is more 
in common between the B.S.P. and 8.L.P. 
than between the W.S.F. and §8.L.P., but 
that is a matter of opinion. Let us stick 
to the facts. 

Inkpin has not been quite accurate here. As 
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a matter of fact it was the delegates of the 
South Wales Socialist Society who moved the 
adjournment of both the first and second con- 
ferences, on the ground - that they were in- 
structed by their Executive not to proceed with 
the negotiations unless the 8.L.P. were present. 

This resolution at the first conference was. 
seconded by me. I stated that in my opinion 
unity without the §.L.P. would not be the unity 
of all the Communist parties which we had set 
out to effect, and that a further effort to obtain 
the presence of the 8.L.P. should be made. 
Moreover, I expressed as my view and that of 
the W.5S.F., that the B.S.P. forms the right 
wing of the Communist parties, and that unless 
the three other parties came in together, there 
would be a danger that the ‘right wing policy 
would predominate. | 

The resolution to adjourn was carried. At 
the conference of January 24th, when I was 
not present, a letter was read from the 8.L.P. . 
stating that as a majority of its members had 
voted against unity, it could take no part in 
the negotiations.” 

The South Wales Socialist Society then 
moved that the conference should adjourn until 
after the forthcoming meeting of the Third 
International and should then meet to receive 
the aon of the delegates to that conference. 
Though in neither case had the W.S.F. antici- 
— that the South Wales Socialist 
Society’s proposals would take the form they 
did, the W.S.F. again found the 8.W.S.5S. 
proposal wise, and our delegates seconded 
it. ‘he proposal was carried. 

Third International Declines Against 
Affiliation to Labour Party. 

A very interesting unity conference will now 
take place, because the Third International 
meeting, which has just been held, has stated 
that the affiliation of no Communist party will 
be accepted which has not completely severed 
its connection with the social patriotic organi- 
sations, amongst which, it declares, is the 
British Labour Party. Therefore it would 
seem that if that international meeting can be 
held to speak for the Third International, the 
Communists of Britain must either be out of 
the Labour Party or out of the Third Inter- 
rational. This is a matter of great impor- 
tance to those who are considering the forma- 
tion of a new Communist party. 

The Labour Party Affiliation, the 
Principles Involved. 

But let us now proceed to a fuller examina- 
tion of this question. Inkpin does not seriously 
argue it. . He seems to regard it as a merit not 
to hold strong views on this, or perhaps on any 
question that might hinder unity with the 
B.S.P., though the B.S.P. policy is of course 
in a fluid condition and 4s in process of emer- 
gence, under the pressure of circumstances, 
from the old ideals of the Second International. 

Inkpin says :— | 
“ Personally, I do, because all past experience 

has shown the stuitification that follows isolation 
from the main body of the working-class movement. 
But, as I- say, I would, take my chance. To me the 
need for the Communist Party i3 the supreme ques- 
tion—all others are secondary to this.” | 

“But would affiliation apply for all time?” 
“Of course not. No tactics can be determined 

now to apply for all time. We are in a revolution- 
ary period, and circumstances might speedily arise 
to compel the Communist Party to leave tha,/.abour 
Party. Or it might be expelled. In either case it 
would be, I think, in circumstances that would wit- 
ness at the same time the secession of large numbers 
from the Labour Party, which the Communist Party 
would abserb.”’ 

It will be observed that comrade Inkpin 
refers to the Labour Party as ‘‘the main body 
of the working-class movement.’’ Another 
comrade of the B.S.P., at the Third Inter- 
national, just held, put the B.S.P. position 
more strongly. He said: ‘‘We regard the 
Labour Party as the organised working class."’ 
We do not take this view of the Labour 

Party. The Labour Party is very large 
numerically, though its’ membership is to a 
yreat extent quiescent and apathetic, consist- 
ing of men and women who have joined the 
trade unions because their workmates are trade 
unionists, and to share the friendly benefits. 

But we recognise that the great size of the 
Labour Party is also due to the fact that it is 
the creation of a school of thought beyond which 
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the majority of the British working class has 
not yet emerged, though great ch are at 
work in the mind a the people. which wi 
presently alter this state of affairs. : 

Social patriotic working class parties of bour- 
geois outlook, like the British Labour Party, 
exist, or have existed, in every country: the 
Noske-Scheidemann Social Democratic Party 
in Germany, the French Socialist Part 
the Socialist Party of America jare tiioel 
examples. 

How the Parties Will be Divided. 
As the Russian Socialists were split into rival 

factions, so each of these parties will be rent 
asunder, On the one hand will be the parties 
of Revolution; on the other the parties of 
Reform. 
The points in the rival programmes will be : — 
Reformist Programme. Revolutionary Programme. 
1. Reform and the bol- 1. The overthrow of capi- 

stering up of the capitalist talism by the Workers’ 
system. ; Revolution. 

2. Bourgeois democracy. 2. The dictatorship of the 
ing class. 

3. Parliament. 3. The Soviets. 
4. The nationalisation ot 4. The socialisation and 

certain industries. workers’ control of all pro- 
duction, distribution and 
exchange. 

5. Industrial action by 5. The itical strike 
the industrial organisations; and revolutionary industrial 
merely to palliate industrial action organised by the 
conditions under capitalism. Communists. 
The political organisations 
to confine their attention 
purely to attempts to cap- 
tee, oc oman and the 
local governing bodies. _ 

6. Preservation of the old 6. Efforts to co-ordinate 
trade unionism or absten- the workers industrially, to 
tion from interference with — link them on class lines so 
it. them 

7. (a) Social patriotism 
and imperialism, navalism 
and militeriam. 

(b) Bourgeois pacifism. 

8. Reform and academic 

under Bureaucratic control 
with an attempt to remuner- 
ate a according to 
their abilities and training. 

To make clear the difference between them- 
selves and the reformists, the Revolutionary 
parties will call themselves Communists, whilst 
the reformist organisations will adhere to the 
Labour or Socialist title. | 

The rallying point for the reformists will be 
the Second International; the revolutionaries 
will gather about the Third. 

The social patriotic parties of reform, like the 
British Labour Party, are everywhere aiding the 
capitalists to maintain the capitalist system ; 
to prevent it from breaking dowp under the 
shock which the Great War has caused it, and 
the growing WMifluence of the Russian Revolu- 
tion. The Bourgeois social patriotic parties, 
whether they call themselves Labour or 
Socialist, are everywhere working against the 
Communist revolution, and they are more — 
dangerous to it than the aggressive capitalis 
because the reforms they seek to introduce may 
keep the capitalist regime ; for ah 

to come. hen the paw patri slic OF si 

come into power, they fight to stave off the 
workers’ revolution with as strong a determina. 
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tion as that displayed by the capitalists, and =~ : 
more effectively, because they understand the 
methods and tactics and something of the ideal- 
ism of the working class. 

The British Labour Party, like the social 
atriotic organisations of other countries, will, 

in the natural development of society, inevitably 
come into power. It is for the Communists to 
build up the forees that will overthrow the 
social patriots, and in this country we must not 
delay or falter in that work. 
We must not dissipate our energy in adding 

to the strength of the Labour Party; its rise to 
power is inevitable. We must concentrate on — 
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making a Communist movement that will 
vanquish it. : 
The Labour Party will soon be forming a 

Government; the revolutionary opposition must 
make ready to attack it. 

The B.S.P. sees the division of parties into 
communist and social patriotic factions which 
is taking place throughout Europe, but it still 
wishes to cling to the Labour Party. Why? 

Does it hope to capture the Labour Party 
and secure in it a majority to support the Third 
International? Such a majority has been 
secured in the: Italian Socialist Facts, which 
seems, on a superficial view, to be the one 
Socialist party in Europe which need not split. 
But the Italian Party will also split. The Third 
Internationalists captured a great majority at 
the Bologna Conference, but the majority of 
the Parliamentary Party is opposed to the 
majority of the Socialist Party itself, and will 
undoubtedly secede, taking with it a certain 
faction. | 

The Labour Party Fortified Against 
Progress. 

But the British Labour Party is a much more 
difficult body to capture than the Ite'ian Party. 
It is said that the Labour Party is. not, strict y 
speaking, a political party at all, because it 
is mainly composed of affiliated trade unions: 
but that fact makes it much more difficult to 
effect changes in the British Labour Party than 
in the French, German, Italian, or any other 
Socialist Party. In such parties both the elec- 
tion of the Executive and officials, and the reso- 
lutions governing the policy of the party,°are 
voted upon af the party conferences by dele- 
gates from the branches acting under branch 
instructions. Party Executives and officials 
are seldom changed; apathetic members, un- 
aware of the changing situation, vote to keep 
people and things a3 theY are and reactionary 
officials, retained for old services, nullify any 
forward move adopted by conferences. Never- 
theless new ideas may gradually surge upward, 
and come to the top at some time or other. 
But in the British Labour Party there are 
special brakes to prevent even the Fa changes 
possible in the Continental Socialist parties. 
Officials appointed for life or for long terms of 
years, immovable fixtures, bar the way to pro- 
ow. Th many unions a proportion of the 
elogates to annual conferences is appointed 

by the national executive. The branches 
neither appoint delegates to Labour Party con- 
gresses, nor vote,on resolutions. Divisional 
conferences and national Executives, national 
and local officials, prevent the opinion of the 
rank and file from making itself felt. In all 
Europe there is no social patriotic organisation 
so carefully guarded for social patriotism as the 
British Labour Party. 

The British Labour Party is moreover less 
Socialist than any of the other adherents to the 
Second International. It was the last to join 
the Second International because only lately 
had it advanced even thus far. Its dominant 
figures were loth to take any step even so small 
a step as joining the Second International, 
which might appear to divide them from the 
capitalist Liberal and Tory parties. The 
man whose policy represents the centre and 
majority policy of the Labour Party is Arthur 
Henderson, the friend of Kerensky. 

On Breaking Away from the Labour 
| Party. 
Inkpin says that circumstances may compel 

the B.S.P. to leave the Labour Party. The 
Labour Party may turn them out, or might 
refuse to admit the new Communist Party. 
Inkpin says that if the B.S.P. or the new Com. 
munist Party were to leave the Labour Party 
at an appropriate moment it might bring other 
sections away with it. : 

There have been many appropriate ntoments 
for the B.S.P. to break away; for instance, 
when the Coalition Government, in which the 
Labour Party was represented, began the inter- 
vention against Soviet Russia, Kerensky, who 
had come to England to appeal for intervention, 
was at this juncture welcomed as an honoured 
guest upon the platform of the Labour Party 
Congress, whilst Litvinoff was refused ..a 
reply. That, indeed, was an appropriate 

moment for leaving the Labour Party, but 
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every conference” has furnished appropriate 
moments. The B.§.P. might have left when 
the Labour Party fatled to join the anti-inter- 
vention strike of July 20th and 21st. Instead 
of failing even to move the motion that the 
Labour Party should affiliate to the Third 
International, which the B.S.P. tabled at the 
last Labour Party conference, it might have 
made a great point of that resolution, and have 
Lroken away because’ it was not carried. The 
B.8.P. might havo left the Labour Party when 
it organised an Albert Hall meetirg to boost 
President Wilson, whose Government has organ- 
ised, and was even then carrying on a merciless 
persecution of American Socialists and indus- 
trial unionists. The B.S.P., or some other 
Party within the Labour Party, couid do ex- 
cellent propaganda, if, at the next conference, 
it would put up a big fight on a Communist 
issue, and then break away to join the opposi- 
tion outs:de. 

The Communist Party Must Not 
Compromise. 

But thav is not the mission of the new Com- 
munist Party, which must enunciate the 
Commuuist programme that is yet to stand 
when the Soviets are’ erected and the proleta- 
riat dictatorship is in force. The Communist 
Party must keep its doctrine pure, and its in- 
dependence of Reformism inviolate ; its mission 
is to lead the way, without stopping or turning, 
by the direct road tothe Communist Revolu- 
tion. 

Labour Candidates. 

Those who believe that a;Communist Party 
can remain in the Labour Party and take part 
in Parliamentary contests, should realise the 
position of the unfortunate Communists who 
elect to become candidates under such auspices. 
They must first present themselves for selec- 
tion by the local Labour Parties; after which 
they may be vetoed by the Party Executive. 
Since the Labour Party is still thoroughly re- 
formist, but few loca! Labour Parties are pre- 
pared to adopt candidates with any Communist 
leanings. If any Communists succeed in get- 
ting adopted as candidates they must run as 
‘‘Labour’’ candidates only; no other title is 
wllowed; they will be held responsible for the 
Labour Party's reformist programme ; they will 
be expected to have speaking for them reformist 
speakers; their election addresses will be sub- 
ject to the approval of the local Labour Party. 
Should any Communists suffer all this and 
secure election to Parliament,having duly taken 
the oath of allegiance to the Crown, they will 
become members of the Parliamentary Labour 
Party and subject to its discipline, which is 
strict. 

The Parliamentary Labour Party decides 
on most questions; what line the Party shall 
take, who shall voice its views, and how its 
members shall vote. 

The Speaker of the House of Commons is 
notified by the various Party representatives 
which of the Party members are to speak in the 
debates. The Speaker arranges with the Party 
representatives the order in which the speakers 
shall be called upon. Until all the persons 
thus arranged for have been called on the 
Speaker will allow no other Member to catch 
his eye. Only if the debate has virtually 
broken down will the unchosen Communist get 
an opportunity to speak! And if he does, the 
other 
by leaving the Chamber, for the debate can 
only continue whilst 40 Members remain. 

Inkpin says that he advocates affiliation to the 
Labour Party, because he experienced the 
stultification that résulted when the B.S.P. 
stood outside the Labour Party. But is Inkpin 
quite sure that this was the real cause of the 
stultification? Was it not, perhaps, that the 
B.8.P. policy and programme were not far 
‘enough removed from those of the Labour 
Party, to create any strong current of feeling 
in the opposite direction? We ask this, re- 
flecting that many of the men who then led the 
B.S.P., and most notably, H. M. Hyndman, 
are to-day Social Patriots of a most extreme 
order, their Reformism being too weak, and 
their bourgeois Imperialism too strong, even 
for the Labour Party ! 

But again, comrade Inkpin, does it not occur 
to you that the times are changing? Do you 
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not see that the Revolutionary Communism 
that to-day ig stirring the blood of the workers’ 
advance-guard in every country, and has won 
through to power in Russia, seemed, in the days 
when the B.S.P. stood outsi@e the Labour 
Party, too impossibly remote to gain adherents, 
except amongst the dauntless daring few, the 
very dauntless, very daring few ? | 

The War and the Russian Revolution have 
helped to bring Communism nearer. The in- 
creasing consciousness of the Workers, which 
was developing even before thase world-shaking 
events, is preparing the way for the Com- 
munist Party which will one day assume control. 
But even to-day, the convinced Communists, 
those who will work actively to build the Com- 
munist Party, and to bring the Communist 
Revolution, are, in Britain, very few in 
number. | 

A Sound Party More Important Than 
a Big One. 

Do not worry about a big Communist Party 
yet; it is far better to build a sound one. Do 
not argue, comrade Inkpin, that the B.S.P. 

* membership is larger than that of some other © 
parties. Do not let us pretend io be big, com- 
rade Inkpin; we are all very small in size; 
and if some are smaller still, it really does 
not matter. The great point is, just now, 
that we should be advancing the propa- 
ganda of-Communism. When the workers 
are ready to accept Communism, we shall 
see a big Communist Party. Until that 
time comes, the Communist Parties thas are 
really Communist Parties, will certainyl be 
small. 

In the meantime, we must persevere with 
Communist propaganda, and never hesitate lest 
we should make it too extreme. Let it be 
clear-cut and absolutely Communist; the more 
extreme our doctrine is, the more surely it will 
prepare the workers for Communism. 

Comrade Inkpin is right in thinking that we 
should do propaganda in the Labour Party: 
ves, and in the Trade Unions Congress, and in 
the other affiliated bodies. Of course we do, 
and of course we must, but we can do it without 
affiliating to the Labour Party. In every in- 
dustrial organisation, there are some Com- 
munists. We must see to it that their number 
grows, and that they all link up with the Com- 
munist Party, and push its programme and 
puolicv, they must fight for the acceptance of 
the programme and tactics of Communism in 
the Labour Party, in the trade union congress, 
in the trade union branches, in the workshops 
—everywhere. To influence the workers who 
are to-day in the Labour Party, it is not ne- 
cessary for the Communist Party to ally 
itself with the Labour Party; that they 
are susceptible to outside influence has 
been proved time and again — by Lloyd 
George, as well as by the workers’ advance- 
guard—-but the future is with us. 

How We can Influence Those Who are 
in the Labour Party. 

Comrade Inkpin speaks of the Labour Party 
as ‘“‘the main body of the working class move- 
ment.’ It no longer represents the revolu- 
tionary workers. More and more they are con- 
gregating outside its ranks! Gallacher’s letter 
shows us the position in Scotland, and the same 
tendency is at workin England and Wales. 

In Italy, which is several stages ahead of us — 
in revolutionary progress (as our Correspon- 
dent, in his article, ‘‘Soviets in Italy’ 
shows), the Socialist majority has already 
recognised that the revolutionary move- 
ment must be based on the workshop, 
and they are preparing the Soviet organi- 
sation on that basis; there are differences of 
detail within the Italian Party, but it 1s 
generally recognised that the working class 
must be reached by a direct appeal within the 
workshops. An enormous work lies before us 
there. Until we have done the propagands 
necessary amongst the rank and file workers, 
we shall neither influence, nor expel the officials 
at the head of the Labour Party and the trade 
unions. 

I shall return to the subject of the new Com- 
munist Party next week. 

BE. Syitvia PANKHURST. 
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February 10th. The first sitting of the new ses- 

sion opened with the usual speech from the throne. 

Lloyd George Roused. 

Excited by Mr. Adamson’s criticism of the pro- 

posed Government Bill for Ireland, Mr. Lloyd George 

exclaimed: ‘“ Was there a single Sinn Feiner who 

told him that they would accept his proposal? Not 

one! \What is the use of talking about self-deter- 

mination, either here or outside, if you do not 

mean it? By self-determination do you mean that 

the moment the majority of the Irish people de- 

mand a Republic, you, are to grant it? 

not, and it is dishonest to suggest it.” Brave, 

Lloyd George; here you have clearly shown that 

you really understand the meaning of “ self-determin 

ation”; but why should it be right for the republics 

of Poland, Czecho-Slovakia, and all the rest to exist, 

if an Irish Republic is taboo? Therefore, the Prime 

Minister had better discontinue to be what he termed 

“ dishonest,” and admit that the republics here men- 

tioned were created so as to Puin the Central Em- 

pires, ‘Without thought or care for that word “ self- 

determination.” Lloyd George’s taunt to the Labour 

Members was a true home thrust; they do not mean 

to give self-determination to Ireland. Adamson 

proved that by his talk of giving ~ the most gen-. 
erous measure of self-government we possibly can. 

According to the Prime Minister, the high cost of 
living is not caused by profiteering. Another wise 
saying of his was that workmen cannot be got be- 

cause ‘trade union regulations cannot be suspended.” 
By that he means that ex-soldiers will not be al- 
lowed to blackleg by the unions; has he tried forcing 
the employers to pay the trade union rates to these 
men, at the same time advocating that, where possi- 
ble, these men -hould join their respective unions. 
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PARLIAMENT AS WE SEE IT. 
No! Lloyd George and Co, do not love powerful 
trade unions, so they go about the country, prating 
about 350,000 soldiers being prevented from work- 
ing by the trade unions! The Prime Minister's 
remarks on Russia are dealt with elsewhere. 

Nationalisation. 
February llth. Mr Brace (Lab.) moved an amend- 

ment to the Address regretting the fact that the King 
made no mention in his speéch of the nationalisation 
of mines, although the Majority Report: of the Roval 
Commission on the Coal Industry had recommended 
such lezislature. 

A Strike For Soviets. 
Mr. Lloyd George argued, that, should the miners 

decide to strike on the nationalisation issue, the 
Government would regard that as “establishing a 
Soviet in the land, and, if it succeeds, there is an 
end of constitutional government.”’ This was some- 
thing before which the nation “which fought the 
greatest war in history” weuld not bow down! In 
short, one could visualise the Citizen Army forming 
to defend its country from’ the miners. What a 
farce; but,- also, what a reality. In this fight we 
see the beginning of the Government’s attack on Com- 
munism at home. 

Starving Vienna. 
February 12th. The prevailing conditions of starv- 

ation and appalling want in Vienna are not due to 
the Peaca Treaty, Mr. Lloyd George maintains; 
because the Treaty is not yet in force! 

Bolsheviks in England. 
One hundred Bolshevik prisoners, Mr. Churchill 

declared, ‘Were brought to England as hostages. 

The British Empire Union has been very rash in 
publishing State secrets. § Mr. Holmes (L.) dis- 
closed the fact that that union is Biss eve for 
£250,000 for its “campaign against ) and 
industrial unrest."" As an inducement to ¢g 
donors, the British Empire Union points out 
it has obtained a concession from the Income Tea 
authorities, whereby no tax need be paid on such 
contributions. Mr.. Chamberlain explained this state- 
ment by declaring that 1,800 associations came under 
a similar scheme; but he cannot explain away the 
truth svhich this disclosure should bring home to the 
workers of this country. That truth is that traders 
of all classes, to escape income tax, and the odium 
of profiteering, will contribute to the British Empite 
Union, which, in return, will carry on its vile atro- 
city mongering against our Russian comrades, at the 
same time attacking every effort made at home to 
obtain a betterment in social conditions. In short, 
increased production can thus mean that the worker 

_ is helping his employer to gain more money to use 
in the fight against the workers at home and abroad., 

Thomas on Production. 

February 13th. In a speech on the financial state 
of the country, Mr. Thomas .(Lab.) said: “I en- 
tirely agree tha production ‘is the essence of this 
question. . . . "' It is true. that he qualified 
that remark later by saying that the workers could 
not be expected to produce more, when they might 
be out of work any day, But the fact remains that 
Mr. Thomas fails to grasp the argument put for- 
ward against increased production by he 
still thinks in his reformist-capitalist way, hoping 
for improvement in a world made bankrupt by the 
very system he is trying to help patch up. Let aus 
hope the rank and file will be wiser than their leader. 
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SOUTH WALES NOTES. 3y &?. 
Bolshevik Footballers. 

“Changed conditions need new tactics," seems 

to be a maxim observed by the South Wales coal- 

owners. 

At one time they acquired an interest in all the 

“nubs.” Certain kinds of work were rewarded with 
checks, which could only be changed for beer at 

be interested. 

Work, in a good many pits, could also only 
obtained via the public-house. Happy was the man 
(on pay-days) who would spend all his spare time, 

and most of his monev, in the “ pub,’ for surely, 
in those days, when the managers had more power 
than they have to-day, his pay docket would be a 
fat one. : 

Then the mdnagement seemed to realise that this 
method of looa.ng after the social interests of their 
slaves had its Grawbacks. In consequence, we had 

“revivals.”” Bethels and. Salems grew, 
under the blessings and patronage of the coal-owners, 
like mushrooms, at every street corner. 

The managers and officials of the collieries be- 
came, of course, the deacons at these chapels. The 
pulpit thas became the chief ally of the Capitalists, 
and ‘woe unto any man who dared to challenge the 
power of the manager! The ministers and local 
preachers could be relied upon to make the position 
of any such man intolerable. 
Men who had worked a fortnight, and at the 

end of that time had not sufficieat wages to pay 
their “butty,” or helper, could go to the chapel 
on Sunday to hear the man who had been, at least, 
partially responsible for this, leading the congre- 
gation in prayer to an unholy deity. 

The old order changeth, however, and the intelli- 
gence of the worker beginning to assert itself, the 
Church loses its hold upon the people. Economic 
and industrial history classes are ndéw started in 
every mining hamlet in the coalfield. Seeing in these 
classes a grave menace to their power, the coal-owners 
now bestow their blessings on sport. 

In frantic fear, they open their purse-strings, and 
appoint salaried officials as sports erganisers. The 
Ocean Coal Company has appointed an organiser 
with a salary of £1,000 per annum, who is authorised 
to find football pitches and sports grounds, regardless 
of expense. 

But, alas, for the poor Capitalist! His effort is 
too late to serve any useful purpose. In a good 
many. areas, football clubs have been started, to 
which only professing Bolsheviks are admitted, and 
everywhere this has been done, the books have had 

the particular “ pub” ia which the manager "ee 

to be closed within a few days, owing to the over- . 
whelming number of applicants for membership! 
When the need arises, one can confidently predict 

that the football pitches of Wales will yield an over- 
Wwhelming number of Red Guards, and the Capitalists 
will be disappointed and defeated in their endeavours 
to create a bulwark of opposition to the aspirations 
of the working-class by bribing the sporting element. 

Although all the efforts and schemes of the Capi- 
talists gre predestined to failure, one lesson can 
well be learned from’ them, andj it is this: “‘ Twentieth 
century conditions need twentieth century tactics.” 

In all, and abdve all, be original. 

How We Treat Bourgeois Professors. 

Professor A. E. Zimmern, M.A., professor of in- 
ternational politics at Aberystwyth, delivered a 
lecture, “ The World after the War,” at the University 
College, Cardiff, on Monday, the 9th inst., with the 
Lord Mayor ifi the chair. The professor said: “ The 
War ‘was really an indictment of the civilisation of 
the nineteenth century. Wa had still to win a victory 
for ourselves.” ., 

One wonders what he really means, and recom- 
mends our worthy ane to the plain and simple 
language of, say, Mr. Philips Price. 

The capitalist lecturer who ventures into Wales 
has to be prepared for a lively time. Heckling and 
bombarding with questions, and then concluding their 
meeting for them by singing the “Red Flag” is 
our way of showing these men that their philosophy 
is not appreciated. 

Last Week the Upper Rhondda “boys” tried a 
new method of tackling such speakers, which, al- 
though not so spectacular, is possibly, just as effec- 
tive. 

The new method is to boycott their meetings. A 
Professor Norman was billed to address a series of 
meetings in the Upper Rhondda. From reports of 
observers present at his meetings, we can safely com- 
pute that the total number of persons present at 
six meetings does not exceed 200. The Park and 
Dare Workmen's Hall was booked for one of these 
mectings. 

A quarter-of-an-hour after the advertised time for 
starting, the stewards were to be seen outside the 
hall, coaxing the passers-by to com: inside. Finally, 
41 persons were collected.’ The seating accommo- 
dation of the hall is nearly 2.000. 

Forcing the 1 Conference. Rhondda 
No. 1 Dis t Withholds Payments. 

The executive of the 8.W.M.F. seems to hava 
thoroughly got the “wind up.” No other explana- 
tion can account for their refusal to call a s 
conference. But the rank and file are not going to 
be thus -baulked, and the officials of the. 
No. 1. District have already been authorised to 
withhold payments to the Central Fund until a con- 
ference has been called. | 

Labour Paper for South Wales. _ 
The conference, to discuss ways and means of 

floating a labour vd for the Rhondda, held on 
February 13th, at the Empire, Porth, ended in a 
fiasco. The central executive of the South Wales 
Miners, hearing of what was taking place in the 
Rhondda, and scenting danger therefrom, decided 
to’ give their paternal blessing to a resolution that 
had been long shelved (but taken down and dusted 
at every annual conference), which \ the neces- 
sity of setting up a press at Cardiff. This news, 
made public for the first time at the conference, 
caused the whole question to be referred back. 

Unless, however, one is greatly mistaken, to meet 
the need of the Rhondda, a rank and file newspaper 
will shortly be floated. 

Horner and Pritchard. 
At the monthly meeting of the Rhondda miners, 

the cases of comrades Horner and Pritchard were 
brought forward. 

It was unanimously decided to convene a special 
District mecting, and to recommend the lodges to 
vote in favour of direct action, unleas the two cases 
were satisfactorily settled. The special District meet- 
ing was held on the 1I4th inst., and it was unani- 
mously decided to down tools on the 23rd jnst., unless 
the action against comrade Horner is withdrawn, 
and comrade Pritchard is re-instated. 

LONDON “HANDS OFF 
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Save the Children. 
The Labour Party #xecutive is urging that British 

municipalities shall take care of children from the 
famine-stricken areas of Europe. We know of some 
famine-stricken areas of Great Britain-——but let that 
pass. Tho Labour Party would best help the child- 
ren of Europe by using direct action to recall the . 
Allied capitalist watch-dogs which are policing those 
famine-stricken areas to prevent them adoptiny Com- 
munism and making common caure with Soviet Rus- 
sia, in which lies their only hope of salvation. 
When the German~- Revolution broke out Sovict 
Russia offered immediate food and help of all kinds; 
Allied pressure wads used to prevent the acceptance 
of the offer. When the German and Austrian Revo- 
lutions once more break out, the Allicis will again em- 
deavour to suppress them, unless the workers of 
the Allied countries take action. The Labour Party 
Press Bureau's circular says that the infant mor- 
tality in Budapest has reached the appalling figure. 
of 90 a month. What did the Labour Party do 
to save the Hungarian Soviets from overthrow by the 
Allies? : 

Execution by Paris or The Hague? 

The Labour Party Executive has excelled itself 
in futility by declaring, according to its Press 
Bureau, that “although it holds the principle of 
responsibility for war crimes should be vindicated,” 
the accused should be tried before the Hague Tri- 
bunal or some other “ noutral international court.” 
Can the Labour Party Executive really fail to recog- 
nise that any so-called “ neutral court ” will be dom- 
inated by the Allies? But since the Labour Party 
wishe; to bring home the responsibility for war 
crime; we ask its opinion of the punishment due 
for its own great war crimes: its assent to the 
beginning of intervention against Soviet Russia, and 
its support of the conscription of working-men to 
fight in a capitalist war? 

Food Control 

The Labour Party is demanding the transform- 
ation of the Food Ministry into a permanent de- 
partment. When the Limerick gereral strike took 
place as a protest against the establishment of mili- 
tary permits to enter the town and cross the river, 
the Food Controller tried to starve out the strikers 
by ordering that no flour should be released from 
the mills for use in Limerick. Such tactics would, 
of course, be used against the workers in this country 
also in any serious action by them against the employ- 
ing~ class. But the Labour Party dearly loves the 
institutions of the capitalist state and has not the 

workers? control of the food 

7 

Adamson's Reply to the “Gracious Speech.” 
Adamson, Labour Party chairman, replying to the 

King’s speech, disgraced himself by an unnecessary 
servility; more than «once referring to “the grac- 
ious speech from the Throne,” though the ordinary 
bourgeois politician is generally content to drop the 
racious, and declaring that “every Member of the 
louse will join with his Majesty in congratulating 

ourselves that at last we have had the final ratifica- 
tion of the Peace Treaty with Germany.” 
He made common cause with the capitalist regime, 

urging the Government to do everything possible 
“to throw the workers into the work of reconstruc- 
tion, which is so desirable,” and expressing a desire 
for “ social peace.”’ | : 

Adamson's criticism of the Government was ex- 
He referred to it as having been 

“up till now, a Government of good intentions.” It 
was quite the sort of speech that a moderate Liberal 
might have made. | 

When Lloyd George spoke of making peace with 
the Soviet Government as an impossible proposal, 
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it was no Labour leaderg but Commander Kenworthy 
who gaid “hear! hear{f’ Where were the I.L.P. 
Members, who are suppigsed to form the left wing 
of the Labour Party? » %*- 

The Labour Party's Powe Bureau strangely asserts 
that the Prime Minister has appropriated the Labour 
gies policy towards Soviet Russia; it says:-— 

“Indeed, the Prime Minister does not hesitate 
to appropriate the very argument put forward last 
session by Mr. Clynes in his advocacy of a sane 
Russian policy. Mr. Clynes stated that the best way 
to restore stable goveinment in Russia was, not to 
fight the Russian people, but to feed them. In his 
latest declaration on Russian po'icy the Prime Min- | 
ister said: ‘We must fight anarchy with abundance. 
- . « We have failed to restore Russia to sanity 
‘by force; I believe We can save her by trade.’ ” 

As we have said, the Social Patriotic Labour Party 
is as anxious to overthrow the Soviets as is the 
Lioyd George coalition! © 

Oh, Those Votes! 
In the days when Women were going to prison 

for the vote, the: Labour Party declared it an un- 
important question. 
votes to be caught, the Labour Party has devoted one 
of the four places it has secured for private Mem- 
bers’ Bills to a measure for extending the franchise 
to women on the same terms as to men; another place 
is given to ‘mothers’ pensions,” while a bill for 
compensation for subsidence due to mining opera- 
tions, a measure designed to protect owners of 
house property, and one for ameliorating the con- 
dition of the blind, make up the total. The Labour 
Party is evidently - desirous of proving that it is 
not waging a class struggle! 

W. Brace, in speaking on the mines nationalisa- 
tion, was evidently animated by the same intention. 
He declared that this was “not a mere question of 
raising wages, or any gort Of personal advantage ”’ 
for the miners. Brace is not a miner, you must 
remember. He supported nationalisation, he said, 
firstly, for economy ift*management; secondly, for 
safety in working; thifdly, for maximum output. 
He urged that strikes and lock-outs would be re- 
duced to a minimum, security given against ih- 
dustrial disturbances. (There would be “fair pur- 
chase of thé. interests involved,” an output allowance 
to miners: the “needsiof the exporter of coal wer 
not neglected” by th@ scheme. The colliers and 
shareholders would be a@$ well off as ever; their scrip 
would be exchanged for Government bonds; “a 
piece of per woukl come up and a piece of 
paper would go back.” : 

The Daily Herald @ypares it was “a really ad- 
mirable speech.” Lloyd George said the same; but 
he aptly pointed out that the Sankey Scheme does 
not eliminate private profit, and that the compensa- 
tion on the basis of interest paid by the State for 
money now—5 or 564 per cent., which Brace thought 
so fair-—was “a pretty hizh rate.” What does my 
hon. Friend gain by what he calle “eliminating private 
profit’ if he does not eliminate the private investor 
also? He simply changes the character of the paper; 
in -fact, that is what he said.” That was Lloyd 
George’s comment: we think that for once the actual 
miners would say the same thing. 

W. Lunn made the most militant, working-class 
speech heard in the House since Keir Hardie’s time, 
threatening a great national strike to compel the 
Government, and declaring: “ You may be prepar- 
ing machine-guns and the like, as we gather you 
are doing, for the miners and other workers; that 
won't affect the matter at all. The fight will go on.” 
We wish that Lunn had been advocating some- 

thing better than the miserable Sankey scheme. 
Lloyd George rebuked him; the press has rebuked 
him; the Datly Herald has rebuked him, saying that 
he made “a very bitter speech,” and gave Lloyd 
George “a convenient peg.” 
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LONDON MEETINGS: OUTDOOR. 
Saturday, February 21st, Stockwell Street, Greenwich, 

3p.m. Minnie Birch, Melvina Walker. | 
7 p.m., Miss Grove, Melvina Walker, P. A. Edmunds. 

Sunday, Febru 22nd, Osborn Street, a 
11.45 a.m. Walter Ponder. Chair: Melvina Walker. 

Friday, sre ag 27th, Cobden Statue (near Mornington 
a 30 p.m. Henry Sara. Chair: Melvina 

er. 
Saturday, February 28th. Meetings in Hammersmith. 

INDOOR. 
23rd, 20, Railway Street, 7.30 p.m. Monday, ee 

Poplar W.S.F. Business Meeting. 8.30 p.m., Reading 
Circle. 

Thursday, February 26th, 20, Railway Street, 8 p.m. Mark 
Saar Third Lecture on Economics: “ fe a and 
Labour Power.” 

F — February 27th, 400, Old Ford Road, 7 to 10 p.m. 
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Sunday, F 29th, 400, Old Ford Road, 7 p.m. de tee ' 
. D. E. Maguire: “ War and 

OTHER ORGANISATIONS. 
East Lonpon Workers’ Committee. 

Sunday, February 22nd, Victoria Park, 12 (noon). Walter 
Ponder and others. 
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7.30 p.m. Walter Ponder and others. 

Thursday, February 26th, 400, Old Ford Road, 7.30 p.m. 
Business Meeting. 

Watruamstow Leacue or Ricurs. 

Tuesday, February 24th, William Morris Hall, Somers 
Road, 3 p.m. Mrs. Simpson. 

East Ham Leacue or Ricurs. 

Tuesday, February 24th, Old Public Offices, Wakefield 
Chalmers: “The New Humphrey 

ution.” 
Road, 8 p.m. Rev. 
Testament and 

a 

' “Pass the * DREADNOUGHT” 
on to your Friends. 

Now that some women have — 

February 21, 1920. 
Pe OER Cte) a ON IEE re FREE NE SON 2 OTe ONE AO we, 

WHAT THE_EX-SERVICE MEN SAY. 
The dome Conference of the International Union 

of Ex-Servicemen has passed the following resolutions: 

Hands Off Russia. 3 
(1.) That we, the delegates of the International 

Union of Ex-Servicemen, Widows, and Dependants, 
assembled here in congress, protest against the Allied 
intervention in Russia, as it is not in keeping with 
what we ex-service men were told we were fighting 
for, namely, self-determination. Now is the time 
to allow the people of Russia to manage their own 
affairs, and we demand the immediate withdrawal] 
of all Allied troops from Russia; and, furthermore, 
that the organised worker shall stop producing mun- 
itions in order to make war with Russia, or any 
other nation, impossible. 

Amnesty for Prisoners. 
(2.) That we, the delegates here assembled in 

annual congress, demand the release of all naval, 
military, and political prisoners. We know, from 
experience, that many of them are rotting in convict 
settlements for frivglous offences. Recognising, as 
we do, that all the Allied Governments, with the ex- 
ception of the British, have given their prisoners 
free pardons; also, the political prisoners have com- 
mitted no offence. We demand that the prisoners 
named above be released at once. With the help of 
the organised workers, they can be liberated. 

Hands Off Ireland. 
(3.) That We, the delegates of the International 

Union, here assembled in congress, demand that the 
British troops be at once withdrawn from Ireland, 
and that the Irish peeple be allowed to govern their 
own country according to their own ideas. We 
hereby tender to the Irish Nation our fullest sym- 
pathy and eo-operation; and, further, we pledge 
ourselves to assist them in their fight™for freedom, 
by all the means at our disposal. 

The Socialisation of Industry. 
(4.) That we, the delegates here assembled, de- 

mand that - working-class put into operation a 
scheme, whereby ction shall be carried on for 
use, and not for profit. We realise that it is in 
the interests ‘of tlie capitalist class to have a certain 
amount of surplus Jabour, in order to break strikes 
and keep down. wages. We protest that the promises 
of employment made to ex-servicemen have not been 
fulfilled. The King recommends that five per cent. 
of the ex-serviceé men be assured employment. We 
do not desire that ‘the ex-service men should be pitted 
against the workéx,, All men and women should have 
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“ Professor Hardy spares no pains in pointing 
out why pafental prudence would be productive 
of so much good in ameliorating the conditions 
under which the poor live. His arguments are con- 
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ia on Neo-Malthusianism and should be found 
in every household and read g he married people 
and those about to marry.” THE TRUTHSEEKER. 

The book is only supplied to rsons over 21 

years of No State age when ordering, from 
J. W. GOTT, Sec. Liberator ue, 

61, DORSET STREET, BRADFORD. 
Apvt. 

SUPPORTERS willing to distribute back numbers 
of “ W.D.” should send in names and addresses 
to “ Workers Dreadnought,” 152, Fleet Street, 
London, E.C.4. 

a 

Oe oe ee ta Prgted bythe Aceon Passe (TU) ot 10, Wie Oe (T the Workers 

E.C.4, 
Court, E.C.4, and 
Socialist Federation at 152, Fleet Street, 


