They merely serve to confuse an issue which should be kspt
clear, and to delay a process which has every need of be-
ing accelerated.

EEE R S EE T
Fortugately for the revolution and for the fate of human-
ity, world history is not determined by sheep, nor in
t imes such as the present can the sheep continue long in
the ir sheepishness, In the great majority of cases--and
particularly among the workers--this sheepishness is only
a superficial adaptation to the capitalist environment and
will be quickly thrown off under the pressure of capital-
ist collapse. These working-class "sheep" will then under-
g0 a metamorphosis no less remarkable than those recorded
in fable, and will come forth as heroes; not the shan her-
oes of capitalist wars of destruction, but the true harcas
of the communist revolution of creation and redemption,in
which humanity sloughs the brute and at last comes into
ite birth-right.

And in the final result, it is only the workers who really
count; not the timid, respectable philistines who try to
excuse their own cowardice on the ground of the workers'
alleged backwardness, for which the philistines and their
idol ized leaders are largely responsible. These petty-
bourgeois pcltroone who neveradvance beyond the stags of
voting, and many of whor regard even that as an act of
rares courage, are best characterized by mEngels in "Revol-
ution and Counter-Revolut ion", where, speaking of the
snmall trading class, he says that it "never felt more com—
fortable than the day after a decisive defeat, when every-
thing being lost, it had at least the consolation to know
that somehow or other the matter was settled"”.
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7 The period of gressi pitalist devel t The publishers of Council Correspondence see in
:i s historically closed. The decline period of capi- the acting self-initiative of the workers and in the
tal, a permanent condition of crisis, compels to growth of their self- i the ial ad
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%1 ever greater convulsions of economy, to new im-  vance of the labor movement. We therefore com-
*  perialistic and military conflicts, to ever increas- bat the leadership policy of the old labor move-
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ing unemployment and fo general and absolute  ment, and call upon the workers to take their fate
m:pwgnshr.nen'_ of the workers. Th.u_s‘ is given the

in their own hands, to set aside the capitalist
H the c'fol'st <:oun"):iefshe For the workin t:k:slsn mode of production and th ! to ad |
i ,h:,:a;‘:' onlly the revoivfionory way ou?. which and dir_ed prqdvcﬁon and iiis’ribl{ﬁon in ucgo!d- 3
: leads to the communist society. No one can de- ance with _soclal rules having universal validity. p
i prive the workers of this task, which must be As a fighting slogan and statement of goal we i3
2 Q carried out by the class itself. propose: !’
"L All power to the workers' councilsl The means of production in the hands of the Workers! ,l

Notes on the War Question

The problem of war, which has long been the object of
g0 much discussion, has become a concrete question of
the day thru the proceedings in Ethiopia.The enormous
significance of this war lies in the fact that it il-
luminates as with a flash of lightning the general im-
perialistic rivalries and points to the inevitability
of a new world slaughter.No thinking person seriously
believes today that the war for the redistribution of
the shares of profit can long be deferred any more,and
the various nations are consciously making ready for
this conflict. What the bourgeoisie and the various
capitalist groups of interests have to say or conceal
as to the war situation, we learn from their press;
what they are doing in order that the war shall find
them prepared is indicated by their arming manoeuvres
and their "diplomacy",

The only thing that interests us here is the position
to be taken on the war question by the revolut ionary
workers. First, in case the african war remains local-
1zed or is brought to an end thru imperialist ic under-—
standings before the world war breaks outjand secondly,
what their position shall be in case the african ad-
venture should presently develop into a new world war.
The criterion for the pos it ion taken by us are the




real, international class interests of the proletariat.
We have no desire either to defend the feudalistic re-
gime in Abyssinia nor to justify fascist Italy nor to
identify ourselves with the imperialistic interests of
Fngland; nor to confine ourselves, for lack of anything
else to say, o0 the problems of the class struggle in
the United States; nor thru the "maintenance of world
peace" to preserve state-capitalist Russia from convul-
sion; nor to take up with the alliance policy of France
against Germany (or the other way 'round). Our stand-
point poses only the one quest ion: what must, can and
will the working class do?

The war--whether the one in Africa or the coming world
war--has no other immediate signif icance for the wor-
kers than that a part of them will be killed off in the
most revolting manner and that as a class, insofar as
they are not slaughtered, they will be immeasurably im-
poverished. War, bringing death and misery to the wor-
kers, cannot from the working-class standpoint be bade
welcome. But the preponderant working masses have today
no class standpoint of their own; they are under the
gway of the bourgeois ideology and follow the movements
of their masters, willingly or unwill ingly ready to
suffer and die for them.,

Our standpoint is not that of the working masses, but
of a small part of their more or less class-conscious
elements. We don't, however, damn the working class be-
cause of the circumstancz.that it is again making ready
on an international scale to go under in millions for
Capital, We realize that the ideasof a time are always
those of the ruling class, and we know the objective as
well as the subjective grounds which for the moment re-
press the revolutionary nature of the proletariat and
which cause it to continue waging war for Capital, just
as it also works for Capital.

The causes of the revolutionary unripeness of the prole-
tariat shall not concern us at this place; we make

these statements merely in order to draw the conclusion
that the international working class will not in the
Jear future thru revolutionary overturns put an end to
cap talism and its wars. In this case there remains to
the nroletariat nothing other than to go along with
Capitalist policy; it has to decide for this or that
capitalist group of interests and to fight for it.

Whet the proletariat would have to do in its own inter-
est>%that is, prevent the war--is possible only thru
@he ravolutionary setting aside of capitalism.Still,the
improbability of a revolution prior to the coming war
makes the war certain already; and if the proletariat
takes part in the war, it will do so not with a special
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jdeology, but that of its bourgeoisie. In such circum-
stances, the great mass of the workers will n¢ doubt,
just like the bourgeoisie, line up against revolution-
ists, and for these latter there will be for a time no
other working possibility than such as existes under the
present-day german fascism: the training and most care-
ful selection of the revolutionists themselves,cautious
increase of their numbers, and the endeavor to bring
them alive thru the "dead time" (from the revolutionary
standpoint), until the war has exhausted itself and has
created the subjective ripeness for revolution. For if
capitalist production has a revolutionizing character,
so also has its destructive phase. If, in the course of
ite development, Capital shapes the greatest productive
force, the proletariat, which is compelled to shatter
the capitalist relat ions in order to consummate itself,
--g0 in war it shapes, under the present condit ions, a
situation which, seen from any point of view, can only
igsue in the proletarian revolution.

While the last war had led almost to the door of the
world revolution, this door will no doubt be opened by
the new world war. For just as Capital is incapable of
controlling production, which turns against it, so it

is equally incapable of keeping destruction in forms

and paths which offer the possibility of any desired
diversion into "normal" situations. The magnitude and
virulence of the coming war preclude its mastering Dby
way of Capital. As in crisis, so also in war, Capitalism
swims helpless in a sea of troubles; which is merely an-
other confirmation of the fact that it is historically
surpassed.

From the revolut ionary point of view, war accelerates
the advent of a truly revolutionary situation, and all
forces will have to be properly directed to this factor.
Iq unrevolut ionary times, one need not, because of some
8illy idealistic fancies or other, lavish himself to no
purpose, but will adjust his tactic and his will to the
final struggle, which will be found in the wake of the
war,

gapipal pursues no social zoals; thero s today no
8ocial will", but only particular strivings and groups
of interests. Capital develops thru the sharpening of
the conflicts of interests. If the number of these con-
flicts diminishes thru concentration, they become cor-
I'espondingly harsher and more disintegrat ing. The more
the conditions for a systematic social direction of
economy from the technical and organizat ional stand-
beint are evolved, the more this possibility is pre-
Cluded by reason of the persisting economic relations
of present-day society. If economy camnot be planfully
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organized even within the framgworg of a single nation,
nor any peacefully regulated distribution of the shates
of profit introduced, such a thing is still more thor-
oughly precluded on thé international field. Necessary
reorganizations, forced by reason of the sharpening con-
tradiction between increasing productive forces and the
persisting profit order (so as not to abolish the latter)
can be brought about only by way of violence.If capital's
concentrat ion process and the crisis are means to the
textra-human" reorganization of profit economy~-a reor-
ganization determined by commodity fetishism--war 1ike-
wise has no other signif icance. A capitalist war is not,
however, always the same capitalist war. If the capital-
ist problem is one of creat ing additional surplus value,
then a war which increases the prof itability.of wvapital
may mean a way out of the capitalist difficulties. and
furnish the impulse fer an accelerated advance. The war
would here be a means of hastening the accumulatiop and
would be followed not by revolutionary uprising but pos-
gibly by a general upswing. The fact that yar alwaye en-
riches only a few and impoverishes the mae ;% ynder all
c ircumstances is not the particular feature of war but
the general tendency of the capitalist development. War
itself does not create but destroys profit. It may,how-
ever, lead to the opening of new sources of profit which
not only make up for the temporary loss but convert it
inta gain. War in this case is an accelerator for an
otherwise slower movement. If war can accelerate accumu-
lation, st ill on a highei stage of accumulation it is
necessarily compelled to slow this accumulat ion down or,
when it has come to a standstill, make its revival still
more difficult., If the accelerated accumulation leads to
over-accumulat ion and thereby to its arrest, it leads
also to a situation in which the war must becomé a hin-
drance to further accumulation; a situation in which

the war, instead of revealing new sources of profit,can
contimie to be conducted only for the sake of reorganiz-
ing the distribution of the prof it internat ionally won
and intqrnationally determined, It is then a question
not of increasing the profit and hence of overcoming the
Grisis, but of the altered distribution of the profit,in
which connection the expenses of this process of distribu-
tion, the war costs, have to be set down as a pure loss

by which the difficulties of capital are made more dif-
ficult,

The concentration of capital is, from the capitalist
jtandpoint, progressive only in case there is a simul-
aneous growth of capital. Concentration without growth
i? °P1Y accelerated increase of the eapitalist contra-
dictions and difficulties. The character of-the present
Crisis, as we have pointed it out (Council Correspon-
dence, Vol 1, #2,) is not such as to permit of seeing
In the coming world war a means of overcoming crisis.
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The war can only deepen the crisis to a point at which
the proletarian revolution must be released. But even
though the war cannot be regarded as a means of overcom-
ing the crisis, still there is capitalistically no pos-
gibility of preventing the war. If the profits can no
longer be increased to conform to the further needs of
accumulation, there remains to capital no other activity
than the sharpened competitive struggle for the dimin-
ished or stagnating profit mass. The longer the crisis
lasts, the more closely the war approaches. Though war
most probably means the beginning of the capitalist end,
st ill at the same time it is the only way out for cap-
ital, which can live only so long as it destroys. The
paradoxical nature of this situat ion rests on the cap-
italist contradiction between exchange value and use
value, on the fact that capital has to exercise produc-
t ion and destruction at the same time in order to exist
at all. This is illustrated also in the increasing
wealth of society with simultaneously decreasing profits,
in the starving of human beings in the mids* ~f super-
fluous products, etc.

We have said that if the proletariat cannot conduct an
independent pclicy and if it fails to do so,then it can
only come forth as an appendage of the bourgeoisie,
with the interests of which it is compelled to conform.
The african conflict presents an example of this fact
The mass of the italian workers still stands on the side
of Mussolini, as the mass of the german workers still
stands behind Hitler (indifference amounts to support-
ing the bourgeocisie) and the mass of the english workers
identif ies itself with the interests of its bourgeoisie,
Even the policy of the "official labor movement" is a
mere reflection of capitalist necess it ies. The Second
International has ident if ied itself with the imperial-
18t measures and plans of England against Italy. The
policy of "sanotions", the support of the League of
Nations, even the transport strike which has remained
NO more than a phrase, or the petition for the closing
of the Suez Canal--whatever was recommended against the
war promoters on the part of the labor movement were
recommendations in the interest of english imperialism,
And if the Second International came out for english
imperialism, so in turn english imperialism has come
3ut for the labor movement in ite etrug%le against
Fascism", which it has attacked as an Minciter of wars®

We live in a funny world. Both the Second International
:ﬂ_well as english imperialism, naturally want to main-
talin beace, which maintains the privileges of english
imperialism, but the programs selected to this end are
Practically declarat ions of war. The Second Internation-

:irie for the english "peace" and hence for the english.



The french reformists were more cautioug in their de-
mands for sanctions; the interests of thg English are
not identical with those of France. France's support
of the english policy is an involuntary one.The policy
of the Second International with regard to the war
situation is a repetition of its posit ion during the
previous war: it is driving the masses to the shambles
in the interest of the bourgeoisise.

The position of the Third Internat ional, identical with
Russia's attitude on the war, is outwardly a silly cry
for peace. On the african situat ion, it scarcely ventures
to take a position. Radek writes in the "Rundschau"
(#57): "Thruout the world the working people are follow-
_ing this war, and wish for the abyssinian masses not
only that they will not come under any colonial yoke,
but also that in this great historical test they will
rend asunder the chains of feudalism and of slavery at
home". But even this pious wish of the Third Interna-
t ional in the interest of abyssinian independence came
rather late, since Russia, like France, has no desire
to offend Italy if such can in any way be avoided. It
was not unt il her french ally, considering that the
time for the world war has not yet come, made half-way
concessions to England that Russia also found herself
in a pos it ion where it became adv isable to emit a few
weak-kneed protests against Italy's aggressions, with-
out, however, for that reason imposing any restrictions
on the furnishing of Italy with raw materials necessary
for war purposes.

If, in the opinion of the Third International, the wor-
kers should merely "follow" the war and in their hearts
wish the Abyssinians luck, this is proof for the Trot-
skyists that Stalin has once more betrayed Leninism,for
Lenin was of course for the unconditional support of
all national movements and suppressed peoples. So then
the "uncorrupted Leninists" write in "The New Interna-
tional" (Oct. 1935), without realizing how ridiculous
they make themselves: "The pos ition of neutrality of
the international revolut ionary proletariat we dismiss
with a wave of the hand: if it is true that the revolu-
@ionary proletariat is for the defeat of Italy, when it
is not neutral, then it is for the victory of Ethiopia.
If it desires the victory of Ethiopia, then it must
help to Qroduce it, This means that it does not remain
"neutral, but that it actively intervenes for Ethiopia."
According to this conception, the most consistent rev-—
olutionists would be those who should join Haile
Selassie's army and fight for him. Since, however, the
trip to Africa coste money, one must after all confine
himself to a few phrases which hurt nobody. Here are
the concrete demands of the 200-percent Leninists:
"Prevention of troop transports and of arms and mundtions
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gupplies for Italy; support for arm supplies to Ethiopia:
unambiguous, loud, fearless propaganda for the justness
of the war from the ethiopian standpoint," etc.It never
occurs to these people that the whole question of the
"neutrality" of the proletariat, so hotly rejected, is
no question at all. Either the proletariat fights with
its bourgeoisis the war of the bourgeoisie, or else it
makes revolut ion. These are the only two possibilit ies,
and the possibility of a "neutral" attitude on the part
of the proletariat does not exist. And so these people
are merely tilting at their own fancies. Like parrots,
they repeat leninist phrases which were revealed as hum-
bug even during the last war. In the present-day im-
perialistic milieu there are no longer any national wars
of liberat ion. Not much was lacking during the last war
and Ethiopia would have gone in as a matter of self-in-
terest. She was quite ready to take part in the imperial-
istic affray in order to profit by it. The feudal con-
dition. of the country does not preclude becoming in-
volved in imperialistic policy. Only the lack of inner
unity prevented at that time the participation of Ethio-
pia in the imperialist world war, as it today makes a
Btruggle for "national 1iberation" or "independence® a
silly phrase, Ethiopia is by no means a unified forma-
tion which takes up armes for its national independence,
but a country disrupted by struggles of groups and in-
terests; certain parts of which are ready to make com-
mon cause with Italy, while other parts prefer to con-
tinue exploiting their slaves by the grace of England.
Within Ethiopia there are "suppressed nations" which
line up against Haile Selassie just as Selassie does
against Italy. So why not go still farther and carry

the right of self-determination to Ethiopia itself,
sabotage the ethiopian army and arm the suppressed tribes?
Regardless of how zealously one may come out for the in-
dependence af Ethiopia, this "leninist principle" would
always remain identical with support of the imperialist
Interests of Fngland.It is about time that this silliest
Point of Leninism be thrown overboard, and one learns to
Tealize that in the international field there are only
two alternatives left today: either imperialist policy
Or -- working-class policy,

The abyssinian conflict has so far remained localized
because the fronts for the coming world war are mot Yet
drawn clearly enough. We see no use in considering here
the question of when and with what combinations of
Powers the next war will occur and which of these com-
inations will have the best prospects., There is no im—
Perialist country which has like-directed and unequivo-
cal imperialistic interests; if only with the develop-
gent of capital export, new oppos it ions of interests
ave taken form both on the international and the na-
t ional planes, oppositions by which country and world
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are div ided into groups, some of which gain by peace and
others of which profit from war. German fascism is actu-
ally being directed al}so against Capital, that is,
against capitalist circles which are unable to identify
themselves completely with the interesis of the german
imperialists. German as well as italian fascism have an-
ticipated what had to wait until after the onthveak of
the last war to be created; the coorcinating wer economy
which passed for dictatorial subordinaticn of all separ-
ate capitalist interests under the strongest imperialist
interests, and which Lenin celebrated ac state capital-
ism and the presupposition for socialism. Fascism is
thus not merely an expression of the monopolistic con-
centrat ion of economic policy, of the complete subor-
dinat ion of the workers under the profit needs of capi-
tal, but also a war measure for the new imperialistic
conflicts. The objective unripeness of the war situation
was illustrated in the japanese policy with regard to
China, a policy which.met with no real opposit ion among
the other interested powers. The re-arming of Germany,
the tearing up of the Versailles treaty, showed once
more that a new world war requires first a reorientat ion
of the various imperialisms, The isolation of the war in
Africa merely points to the fact that this regrouping of
imperialist interests is not yet completed. The war in
Africa has so far given a new impetus only to diplomacy,
the process of clarificat ion, and only in this sense is
it tied up with the coming world war.

The westraint on the part of England is to be understood
only as preparation for war, just as the "neutrality" of
Germany is identical with her re-arming and the vacilla-
tion of France is to be explained by the military un-
readiness of Germany. A great number of surprises are
still possible before the world war breaks out. It can-
not be forseen as yet what groups of powers will stand
opposed to other groups. The one thing that is clear is
that rivalries of great magnitude, such as the ope be-
tween England and the United States, will help in deter-
mining those of the other countries, and that the small-
eér rivalries can work themselves out only within the
framework of the large ones. If japanese imperialism
funct ions almost exclusively on the basis of the english-
american opposition, so the european alliance policy is
likewise adjusted to that opposit ion. In whatever par-
ticular manner the powers may line up (we shall come
back to this point in a special article), the process

of formation may last a few years longer, but it may
also be decided all of a sudden. The war is possible
tomorrow, but it may equally well be delayed a few years
longer., Looked at from the class standpoint, the prole-
tariat must answer the war with the revolution.No other
answer is possible. Just as it can only save itself thru
the overthrow of capital, so it must endeavor even today
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to assure its own life and must fight against capital
for its material interests. Sharpening of the class stru
gle in peace and in war is ever the correct watchword.So
far as concerns the prssent war in Africa, it presents
no special problem, The proletariat can only come out fo

.itself, by which it comes out for humanity. It cannot

come out for the "independence of Ethiopia". The back-
ward peoples fight, when they fight, for the development
of their nat ional capitalism, because nothing else is
poss ible. It cannot be the task of the proletariat to
fight for new as against old capi talis# nat ions;it has
to overthrow world capitalism. The proletariat has no
word for Ethiopia, since Ethiopia still has no prole-
tariat. But the proletariat has a word for Italy and
for all other capitalist countries: the overthrow of
world capitalism, and therewith the end of imperialdsm,
With the end of world capitalism there is taken away at
the same time the possibility of capitalizing the back-
ward countries. However complicated the colonial ques-
tion may appear within the framework of capitalism, the
position of the proletariat has to be limited to the
simplest formula: the safeguarding of the class inter-
ests of the proletariat, and nothing else.
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TRADE UNTONTS M

How must the working class fight capitalism in or-

der to win? This is the all important qQuestion

facing the workers every day. What efficient means of
action, what tactics can it use to conquer power and
defeat the enemy? No science, no theory. could tell

them exactly what to do. Bui spcntaneously and instinct-
tively,by feeliny out, by scnsing the possibilities, they
found their ways of action. And as capitalism grev and
conquered the earth and increased its power, the power

of the workers also increas2d. New modes of action, wider
and more efficisnt, ame up beside the old ones. Tt is

evident that the changing conditions, the forms of action,

the tactics of the class struggle heve to change also.
Trade unionism is the primary form of labor movement in
fixed capitalism. The isolated worker is powerless
against the capitalistic employer. To overcome this
handicap, the workers organized into unions. The union
binds the workers together into commecn action, with the
strike as their weapon. Then th: balance of power is
relatively equal, or is some times cven heaviest on the
side of the workers, so that the isolated small
employer is weak against the michty union. Hence in
devesloped capitalism trade unions and employer's unions
(Associations, Trusts, Corporations, etec.),atand as
fighting powers against each other,

Trade uinonism first came up in England, where induatrial
capitalism first developed. Afterward it spread to other
countriea, as a natural companion of capitalist induatry.
In the United Statez there were very special conditions.
"n the bsginning, the abundancs of free unocupied land,
open to settlers, made a shortage of workers in the towns
and relatively hizh wages ard good conditions. The
American Federation of Labor became a power in the
country, and generally was able to uphold a relatively
high standard of living for the workers who were orga-
nized -in unions.

Tt is clear that under such conditions the idea of over-
throwing capitaliom could not for a moment arise in the
minde of the workers. Capitaliem offered them a
sufficient and fairly secure living. They did not fecl
themselves a separate class whose interesta were hoatile
to the existing order; they were part of it; they were
conscious of partaking in all the posaibilitiea of an
aacending capitaliam in a new continent. Thsre was room
for millions of people, coming moatly from Europe. For
these increasing millions of farmers, a rapidly increa-
8ing induatry was neceasary, where, with energy and good
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juck, workmen could rise to free artisans, to small busi-
ness men, even to rich capitalists. It is natural that
here a true ucapitalist spirit prevailed in the working
class.

The same was the case in England. Here it was due to
FEngland's monopoly of world commerce and big industry,to
the lack of competitorm on the foreign markets, and to
the possessions of rich colonies, which brought enormous
wealth to England. The capitalist class had no need to
fight for its profits and could allow the workers a
reasonable living. Of course, at the first, fighting was
necessary to urge this truth upon themj; but then they
could allaw unions and grant wages in exchange for in-
dustrial peace. So here the working class was also im~
bued with the capitalist spir it,

Now this is entirely in harmony with the innermost char-
acter of trade unionism, Trade unionism is an action of
the workers, which does not go beyond the limit of cap-
italism. Its aim is not to replace capitalism by another
form of production, but to secure good living condit ions
within capitalism, Its character is not revolutionary,
but conservative.

Certainly, trade union action is class struggle. There

is a class antagonism in capitalism--capitalists and
workers have opposing interests. Not only on the question
of conservation of capitalism, but also within capitalism
itself, with regard to the division of the total product.
The capitalists attempt to increase their profits, the
surplus value, as much as possible, by cutting down wages
and increasing the hours or the intensity of labor,Cn the
other hand, the workers attempt to increase their wages
and to shorten their hours of work. The price of his labor
power is not a fixed quantity, though it must exceed a
certain hunger minimum; and it is not paid by the capi-
talist of his own free will, Thus this antagonism becomes
the object of a contest, the real class struggle. It is
the task, the function of the trade umnions to carry on
this fight.

Trade unionism was the first training school in proletar-
ian virtue, in solidarity as the spirit of organized
fighting. It embodied the first form of proletarian or-
ganized power. In the early English and Amer ican trade
unions this virtue often petrified and degenerated into
& narrow craft-corporation, a true capitalistic state of
mind. It was different, however, where the workers had
to fight for their very existence, where the utmost ef- _
fortq of the ir unions could hardly uphold their standard
of living, where the full force of an energetic,fight ing
and expanding capitalism attacked them. There they had
%0 learn the wisdom that only the revolution could de-
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fﬁnitely save them.

8o there comes a disparity between the working class

and trade unionism. The working class has to look be-
yond capitalism. Trade unionism lives entirely within
capitalism and cannot look beyond it. Trade unionism

can only represent a part, a necessary but narrow part,
in the class struggle. And it developes aspects which
bring it into conflict with the greater aims of the wor-
king class,

With the growth of capitalism and big industry,the unions
too must grow. They become big corporations with thous-—
ands of members, extending over the whole country,having
sections in every town and every factory. Officials must
be appointed: presidents, secretaries, treasurers, to
conduct the affairs, to manage the finances, locally and
centrally. They are the leaders, who negotiate with the
capitalists and who by this practice have acquired a spec-
ial skill. The president of a union is a big shot, as big
as the capitalist employer himself, and he discusses with
him on equal terms, the interests of his members.The offi-
cials are specialists in trade union work, which the mem-
bers, entirely occupied by their factory work cannot judge
or direct themselves.

So large a corporation as a union is not simply an assem-
bly of single workers; it becomes an organized body, like
a living organism, with its own policy, its owm character,
its own mentality, its own traditions, its own functions.
It is a body with its own interests, which are separate
from the interests of the working class. It has a will to
live and to fight for its existence., If it should come to
pass that unions were no longer necessary for the workers,
then they would not simply disappear. Their funds, their
members, and their officials, all these are realities

that will not disappear at once, but continue their ex-
istence as elements of the organization.

The union officials, the labor leaders, are the bearers
of the special union interests. Originally workmen from
the shop, they acquire, by long practice at the head of
the organization, a new social character. In each social
group, once it is big enough to form a special group,the
nature of its work, molds and determines its social char-
acter, its mode of thinking and acting. Their function is
entirely different from that of the workers. They do not
work in factories, they are not exploited by capitalists,
their existence is not thresatened continually by unem-
ployment. They sit in offices, in fairly secure positions,
They have to manage corporation affairs and to speak ad
workers meetings and discuss with employers. Of course,
they have to stand for the workers, and to defend the ir
interests and wishes against the capitalists. This is,

- 12 -

however, not very different from the position of the law-

er who, appointed secretary of an organization, will
stand for its members and dsfend their interests to the
full of his capacity.

However, thers is a difference. Because many of the labor
leaders came from the ranks of the workers, they have ex-
perienced for themselves what wage slavery and exploita-
tion means. They feel as members of the working clgsq and
the proletarian spirit often acts as a strong tradition

in them. But the new reality of their life ocontinually
tends to weaken this tradition. Fconomically they are not
proletarians any more. They sit in conferences with the
capitalists, bargaining over wagcs and hours, pitting in-
terests against intcorests, just as the opposing interests
of the capitalist corporations are weighted one against
the other. They learn to understand the capitalist's pos-
ition just as wall as the worker's position; thay have an
eyo for "the needs of industry"; they try to mediate.Per-
sonal exceptions occur, of course, but as a rule they can-
not have that elementary class foeling of the workers,that
doce not understand and weigh capitalist intercsts over
against their own, but will fight for their propor inter-
gsts. Thus they get into conflict with the workers.

The labor leaders in advanced capitalism are numerous
enough to form a spacial group or class with a specidl
class character and interests. As representatives and
lecaders of the unions they embody the character and the
intersests of the unions. The unions are necessary ele-
ments of capitalism, so the leaders feel as necoessary
items, as most useful citizens in capitalist socicty.
The capitalist functions of unions is to regulatc class
conflicts and to secure industrial peace. So labor
leaders see it as their duty as citizens to work for in-
dustrial peace and mediate in conflicts. The test of the
union lies entirely within capitalism; so labor lsaders
do not look bayond it. The instinct of self-preservation
the will of the unions to live and to fight for exist-
ence, is embodied in the will of the labor leaders to
fight for the existence of the unions. Their own exist-
eénce is indissolubly connected with the existence of the
unions. This is not meant in a petty senss, that they
only think of their personal jobs when fighting for the
unions, It means that primary necessities of 1life and
8ocial functions determine opinions. The ir whole life is
concentrated in the unions, only here have they a task.
So the most necessary organ of society, the only source
of security and power is to them the unions; hence it
must be preserved and defended with 21l possibls means,
qun when the realities of capitalist society undermine
this position, This capitalism does, when with its ex-
pans ion class conflicts become sharper.
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The concentration of capital in powerful comcerns and

the ir connection with big finance repders the posit ion

of the capitalist employers much stronger than the work-
ers. Powerful industrial magnates are reigning as mon-
archs over large masses of workers, they keop they in ab-
solute subjection and do not allow "their" men to go into
unions.Now and then the heavily exploited wage slaves
break out in revolt, in a big strike., They hope to en-
force better terms, shorter hours, more human conditions,
the right to organize. Union organizers come to aid them.
But then the capitalist masters use their social and pol-
itical power. The strikers are driven from their homes;
they are shot by milit ia or hired thugs; their spokesmen
are railroaded into jail; their relief actions are pro-
hibited by court injunctions. The capitalist press ds-
nounces their cause as disorder, murder and revolution;
public opinion is aroused against them. Then, after
months of standing firm and of heroic suffering,exhausted
by misery and disappointment, unable to impress the capi-
talist steel structure, they have to submit and to post-
pone their claims to more opportune times,

In the trades where unions exist as mighty organizations,
thelir posit ion is weakened by this same concentrat ion of
capital. The large funds they had collected for strike
support are insignificant in comparison to the morey power
of their adversaries. A couple of lock-outs may completely
drain them. No matter how hard the capitalist employer
presses upon the worker by cutting wages and intensifying
their hours of labor, the union cannot wage a fight. When
tariffs have to be renewed, the union.feels itself the
weaker party. It has to accept the bad terms the capital-
ists offer; no skill in bargaining avails. But now the
trouble with the rank and file members begins, The men
want to fight; it will not submit before they have fought;
and they have not much to lose by fighting. The leaders,
however, have much to lose — the financial power of the

un ions, perhaps its existence. They try to avoid the
fight, which they consider hopeless. They have to con-
Vince the men that it is better to come to terms. So,in
the final analysis, they must act as spokesmen of the
employers to force the capitalists' terms upon the work-
érs. It is even worse when the workers insist on fighting,
1N opposition to the decision of the unions. Then the

union's power must be used as a weapon to subdue the
workers,

30 the labor leader has become the slave of his capital-
i8tic task of securing the industrial peace — now at the
Cost of the workers, though he mecant to serve them as
best he could. He cannot look beyond capitalism,and with-
11 the horizon of capitalism with a capitalist outlcok,he
is right when he thinks that fighting is of no use. The
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criticism can only mean that trade unionism stands here
at the limit of its power.

Is there another way out then? Could the workers win
anything by fight ing? Probably they will lose the im-
mediate issue of the fight; but they will gain something
else. By not submitting without having fought, they rouse
the spirit of revolt against capitalism. They proclaim a
new issue. But here the whole working class must join in.
To the whole class, to all their fellow workers, they
must show that in capitalism there is no future for them,
and that only by fighting, not as a trade union, but as a
class unity, they can win, This means the beginning of a
revolut ionary struggle. And when their fellow workers un-
detstand this lesson, when simultaneous strikes break out
in other trades, when a wave of rebell ion goes over the
country, then in the arrogant hearts of the capitalists
there may appedr some doubt as to their omnipotence and
some willingness to make concessions.

The trade union leader does not understand this point of
view, because trade unionism cannot reach beyond capital-
ism., He opposes this kind of fight., Fight ing capitalism
in this way, means at the same time rehellion against the
trade unions. The labor leader stands bes ide the capital-
ist in their common fear for the workers rebellion.

When the trade unions fought against the capitalist
class for better working conditions, the capitalist
class hated them, but it had not the power to complete-
ly destroy them. If the trade unions would try to raise
all the forces of the working class in their fight, the
capitalist class would persecute them with all its
means, They may see their actions repressed as rebellion,
their offices destroyed by militia, their leaders thrown
in jail and fined, their funds confiscated. On the other
hand, if they keep the ir members from fighting, the cap-
1talist class may consider them as valuable institutions,
to be preserved and protected; and their leaders as des—
€rving citizens. So the trade unions find themselves be-
twegg the devil and the deep sea; on the one side perse-
Cutidn, which is a tough thing to bear for people who
meant to be peaceful citizens; on the other side, the
Tebellion of the members, which may undermine the unions
€ capitalist class, if it is wise, will recognize that
% bit of sham fighting must be allowed to uphold the in-
luence of the labor leaders over the members.

The conflic§ arising here are not anyone's fault; they
:re &n 1inevitable consequence of capitalistic develop-
tﬁnt. Capltalism eéxists, but it is at the same time on
thg way to perdition., It must be fought as a living
ing, and at the same time, as a transitory thing, The
Workers must wage a steady fight for wages and working
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condit ions, while at the same time communistic ideas,
more or less clear and conscious, awaken in their minds.
They cling to the unions, feeling that these are st ill
necessary, trying now and then to transform them into
better fighting institutions. But the spirit of trade
unionism, which is in its pure form a capitalist spirit,
is not in the workers. The divergence between these two
tendenc ies in capitalism and in the class struggle ap-
pears now as a rift between the trade union spirit,msin-
ly embodied in their leadere, and the growing revolution-
ary feeling of the members. This rift becomes apparent
in the opposite position they take in various important
soc ial and pol it ical questions/

Trade unionism is bound to capitalism; it has its best
chances to obtain good wages when capitalism flourishes.
S0 in times of depression it must hope that prosperity
will be restored, and it must try to further it. To the
workers as a class, the prosperity of capitalism is not
at all important., When it is weakened by crisis or de-
pressions, they have the best chance to attack it, to
strengthen the forces of the revolution and to take the
first steps toward freedom,

Capitalism extends ite dominion over foreign continents,
seizing their natural treasures in order to make big
profits. It conquers colonies, subjugates the primitive
population and exploits them, often with horrible cruel-
t ies, The working class denounces colonial exploitation.
amd opposes it, but trade unionism often supports colon—
ial politics as a way to capitalist prosperity.

With the enormous increase of ¢apital in modern times,
colonies-and foreign countr iss are being used as places
in which to invest large sums of capital. They become
valuable possessiops as markets for big industry and as
producers of raw materials. A race for getting colonies,
a fierce conflict of interests over the dividing of the
world arises between the preat capitalist states. In
these politics of imperialism the middle classes are
whirled along in a common exultation of national great-
ness, Then the trade unions side with the master class,
because they consider the prosper ity of their own na-
tional capitalism to be dependent on its success in the
imperialist struggle. For the working class, imperialism
means increasing power and brutality of their exploiters.

These oconflicts of interests between the national cap-
italisms explodes into wars. World war is the crowning
of ‘the policy of imperialism, For the workers, war is
not only the destroying of all their feelings of inter-
national brotherhood, it also means the most violent
-exploitation of their class for capitalist profit., The
working class, as the most numerous and the most oppres-
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sed class of society, has to bear all the horrors of war.
The workers have to give not only their labor power, but
also their health and their lives.

Trade unionism, howsever, in war must stand upon the side
of the capitalist. Its intercsts are bound up with nation-
al capitalism, the victory of which it must wish with all
its heart. Hence it assists in arousing strong naticnal
feelings and national hatred. It helps the capitalist
class to drive the workers into war and to beat down all
opposition.

Trade unionism abhors communism, Communism takes away the
very basis of its existence. In communism, in the absence
of capitalist employers, there is no room for the trade
union and labor leaders. It is true that in countries
with a strong socialist movement, whare the bulk of the
workers are socialists, the labor leaders must be social-
ists too, by origin as well as by environment. But then
they are right-wing-socialists; and the ir socialism is
restricted to the idea of a commonwealth, where instead
of greedy capitalists, honest labor leaders will manage
industrial production.

Trade unionism hates revolution. Revolut ion upsets all
the ordinary relations between capitalists and workers
In its violent clashings, all those careful tariff reg-
ulat ions are swept away; in the strife of its gigantic
forces the modest skill of the bargaining labor leaders
loses its value. With all its power, trade unionism op-
Poses the ideas of revolution and communism.

?hls.opposition is not without significance., Trade ugion-
i8m 1s a power in itself. It has considerable funds at
1ts qlsposgl, as material element of power. It has its
8piritual influence, upheld and propagated by its peri-
odical papers as mental element of power. It is a power
in the hands of the leaders, who make use of it where-
eéver the special interests of trade unions come into
conflict with the revolut ionary interests of the work—
;?g class, Trade unionism, though built up by the work-
4 8 and consisting of workers, has turned into a power
Ver and above workers. Just as government is a power
over and above the people.

ggznﬁo;ms of trade unionigm are different for different
ey Ties, owing to the different forms of development
everapltallsm. Nor do they always remain the same in

e %_couptry. Whgn they seem to be slowly dy ing away,
trans;ghtlng spirit of the workers sometimes is able to

e _org them, or to build up new types of unionism.
ey in England, in the years 1880-90, the "new union-
oth sprang up.from thq masses of poor dockers and the

er badly paid, unskilled workers, bring ing a new
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