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Illdmdu.ll terror am violence as o theory is a petty

b“'.’lm policy. The proletariat depends upon mmass
oction to ish the conquest of power; and after

this conquest, the revolutionary proletariat may resort
to the use of mass terror, if necessary, in order to
establish and protect the conquests of the revolution.

Whether these individual acts function in the devel-
opment of mass action, i% doubtful.  The important
thing is 10 impress upon the proletariat, not the ideol-
ogy of individual action, but the ideology of revolu-
fwnary mass action, of mass eflort and discipline.
Thus is Bolshevik polieyv, the policy of revolutionary
Socialism,

We cannot. considering the circumstances and the
provocation, violently conden n Fmile Cottin—his was
ar heroic, if ill-judged act: but we can amd must con-
demn his policy of individual terror as a tactic of the
militant proletariat.

Balkan Mexico

HE imperialistic phrase, “Mexico is our Ilalkan
T peninsula.” used by Theodore Roosevelt, is he-

coming very popular. it is instinet with the
threat of agyression.  Immediately after-the armistice,
there developed a  violent  imperialistic  campaign
afainst Mexico. a campaign having as its avowed ob-
ject the conquest of Mexico by the United States, for
American Imperialism.  Scores of newspapers fulmin-
ated against Mexico: in the Senate, a resolution was
intrwduced that woull create antagonisin against Jap-
an and Mexico; and \merican finance-capital is pre-
paring itself for the financial conquest of Mexico. In
the epoch of Tmperialism this necessarily means mili-
tary and political conuest.

News reports are coming that “Mexican handits”
are again active on the boder, threatening the lives—
and property—of Americans,  Villa  again  stalks
though the press, sinister aml merciless, as the pretext
jor developing feeling sl action agrainst Mexico. The
Mexican government has acynired "stability™ (largely
hy means of mercilessly suppressing radical labor), its
tmances are in exceellent eondition, law aml order pre-
vails; all this, paturally unpalatalde 1o the imperialist,
recessitates a new line of auack agminst Mexico in
order to bring intervention and conquest, and the new
attack consists of the charge that the Mexican prov-
croment is “expropriating the property™ of American
chizens,

The adventures of American Tmperialism in Mexico
are characteristic and instructive.  They cast a light
upon the actual purpose of intervention and reveal i
as a means of promuting linance<capital amd ITmperial-
isn,

Utider thie regime of Porfirio Diaz, forcign capital
secured a strangie hobd upenn the patural resources of
Mexicn, which are enormous_aml of tremendous po-
tential value, By nwans of bribery, the merciless sup-
pression of the rights of the people amd 2 complete
refusal to recopmize ondinary decency, the Mexican
peuple were made the actual serfs of forvign capital,
Millioms of dollars were invested in oil wells, in docks
aml railwavs, ete, an nvestment which Fepresented
powerinl financial groups aml which weighed down
upon the Mexican people.  The corrupt govermment
of Diaz combined with corrupt foreign capital 1o steal
all that was of value from the Mexican people ; “con-
cessions” were granted o American investors, “con-
cessions” which meant giving over control of the pen-
ple’s resources without any substantial return, actually
stealing these resources,

Mexico's industrial future was mortgaged to inter-
national Imperialism, particularly to the Imperialism
of the United States. There were 1wo aspects of this
* situation which developed revolt against foreign capi-

tal: its merciless oppression of the Mexican workers,
amd the fact that Mexicap Capitalism, the Mexican
bourgcoisic, was cxpropriated, and could not really
deselop pasier while the basis of its posver, the natur-
ol resources and the railscaxs, seere in the control of
Awmerican Imperialism,

The Mexican revolution, while in its fundamentals
a revolt of the peons against the landed arisjocracy,
was in one phase equally a revolt against thevtomin-
ation of foreign capital. The press of international
Imperialism was hostile to the revolution, not only be-
cause it was destroving the immediate prohts of for-
eign investors, but because it threatened the future
supremacy of foreign capital. A terrific campaign,
accordingly, developed in the American press for in-
tervention in Mexico,~to prevent starvation, to rest-
ore order and protect humanity: preciscly the sort of
buncombe which is now being used to favor interven-
tion in revolutionary Russia. Dut what international
Imperialism was actually afraid of was that out of the
revolution might develop a national Capitalism in
Mexico, a homogencous capitalist class which would
threaten the supremacy of forcign capital and diminish
its opportunity for plunder.

THE REVOLUTIONARY AGE

This is precisely what happened. The government
of Uarranza established itseli firmly in power, and
immediately developed a campaign against revolution-
ary labor and against foreign capitil.  Labor was
“disciplined”™ by means of merciless repression amd
massacres during strikes.  But it was much more
aifiicult o diseipline imernational  Luperialism g al-
thowgh the war gave Carranza’s government an excer-
kent opportunity, which it used to the utinost. The
surpose of this government was 1o destroy the strangle
hold that foreign capital, particularly American, had
upon Mexico's natural resources.  This was accomp-
lished by means of a clause in the Constituiion, which
provides that “all contracts and concessions wade by
the former government from and after 1870, which
shall have resulted in the monopoly of land, waters and
natural resources of the nation by a single individual
or corporation, are declired subject 10 revision, and
the executive is authorized to declare those null and
void which serivusly prejudice the public interest.”
Ownership in lands or waters may be acquired only
by Mexicans “hy hirth or naturalization,” and m Mexi-
cim companies subject to the sovervign authority amd
kiws of Mexico: ownership may be acquired by for-
eygners Pprovided they agree before the department of
foreign aliairs o e considerad Mexicans in respect
o such property, and accordingly not to invoke the
pratection of their government in respect to the same,
under penalty, in case oi breach, of foriciture o the
nation of property so acquired.”  The purpose of
these comstitwtional provisims are clear:  they  are
means of establishing the national  sovereigny  of
Mexico, and of Mexican Capital.

The provision stipulating that foreigners way own
certain property “provided they agree before the de-
partiment of foreign affairs to be considered Mexicans
m respect to such property, and accordingly not o
invoke the protection of their government in respect
1o the same,” is of especial imporiance, and character-
istic of the general purposes,  Foreign investors use.
their particular national governmeints 1o secure special
“rights™ in the country in which they vest, ol in-
trigue 16 have their goveriments secure political con-
vl of the comntry,  The mechames "ol lwmperial-
st develop out of investments in “hackwird nations™
the owners of which appeal for “protection,” afler
which an imperialistic natioa has the pretest for inter-
vention and conguest. The  Mexican  government
wants no interference irom foreigmn governments; the
fundamental law of Mexico must be sapreme, vl
must control the investors,  This s an important
measure, which i realizable, would lower the ascend-
aey of forcizn capital aml promote the hegenwny of
e mational Capitadisin of  Mexico,

In order to vealize this sovercignly over Mexico's
industry and politics, the govermment ingpeosed o heavy
ek wpon the development of ol awerican and -
bish iterests have about $3,000000 invested in the ml
wells, amd they wimimonsly agread that the tax was
“conliscatory,” They appealed o Ambassiacdor Fleteher,
who aflter discussive the matter with the American
State Departinent, teansmitted a mote to the Mexican
povernment early in R, declaring the tax law "con-
iscatory,” that it was “aking property without due
prewess of Law,”™ and than it becomes the function of
the government of the United States most eamnestly
sl respectilly 1o call the attention of -the Mexican
gpovernment Lo the necessity which may arise to impel
1o protect the property of its citizens in Mexico
diveserll or’ injuriously affected by the deeree above
cite. T Mexico insists upon the exceution of®the
law, there can be only vne result.”

This is typical imperialistic diplomacy. It is the
expression of a tendency which might provoke war
with Mexice, and is  precisely  the policy  which
American Imperialisin will more and more compel the
government to pursue.  Aecording o the law of na-
tions, the Mexican governmient is perfectly within its
rights in the eourse it lias adopted : but as this course
would monopolize the natural resources for Mexican
Capitalism and break the control of international Im-
perialism, it must be changed. Raw materials are a
necessity of modern Capitalism; Mexico is bursting
with raw materials which international Tmperialisim
vovers; amd 2o there develops a new campaign for
mtervention in Mexico, potential of a new war and
aggression,  The campaign is proceeding actively.

Mexico is the American Balkans. The Imperialsm
of the United States considers financial contro! of
Mexico—and of the American continents—absolutely
indispensable to its plans for world power. The atti-
tude that “Mexico is our Dalkans™ contains the threat
of a new world war.

» * * *

It is authoriatively announced that the League of
Nations will be incorporated in the Peace Treaty and
it is authoriatively announced that the Peace Treaty
will not include the League of Nations draft. Does
it really matter?

Bolshevikjabs

I is no wonder that our opponcnts constantly refc
llu Bolshevism as an “insideous menace.” The Meth-
odist Church is in a fair way 10 be split wide on the
question, 1 we are w believe the newspapers.  Dr.
tlarry Ward, professor of Christian ethics i a Muthi-
odist University, it appears, has refused to sl the
Bolsheviki and his reverend colleagues are out lor his
bloed, nwlaphorically s;:mkqu of course,
L

We may shortly expect to see the formation ol the
Bolshevik Methodists and the anti-Bolshevik Metho
dists aud- perhaps even the charge that Lenm s a
Methodist.

» L » *

From reading the newspapers on the 17th of Marci
une would be imclined to believe that the lrish are
trememdously  popular, but when we tarn from the
{front page headlines and run across “O'Leary an Al
oi Gerimany™ we come to the conclusion that the popu-
larity is not wholly unalloyed.

™ v » *

Low is it that with the reports oi the way the Ma
jurity “Socialists” in Gerany are wrronizing thar
opponients and indulging in mass murders we don
hear anything of a reign ol lerror? LVerbaps w15 be-
cause it all depends against whom the excesses arv
anned whether or not the executivns constitine i, " reigs
ul terror.” We may expect w hear hiude ol the “Yoer
luw Terror” while the Scheidemanns retaim contro,
but when the Spartacans rise to power then the press
will shrick about the *Reign oi Terror™ every timw
une of the German bourgevisie stubs Lis toe.

» L E ] L

The Yellow Terror of the bourgeois-Socialists v,
Gernany has not vet drawn a protest “in the name o
vur conmion humanity” from the “neatral powers
nor is 1t likely 1o do so. The "Red Terror™ has "oy
rilied” the world but it would appear that the workl -
horrur was inspired more by "l‘“ ru:'lur than the v

» ]

We suppose the reason the French goverment e
fuses passports to the commitice clected by the Born
Conicrence for the purpuse of investigation ui ik
shevism is that it is afraid that 0 these gentlemen
went to Russin they would becunie contiminited o8
perhaps that they might be tempted 1o tell the truth,
Regarding the first supposition we would like o a-~
sure the French government that there i absolutely
no danger of such a conunittee becoming contimmnity
with Bolshevism. The Bolsheviki pulled ofl o revolu
tion that these gentlemen knew wis premature sl
unscientitic, amd after all i is a oman weakness 1o e
unable to forgive those who have proven one wron::.

L * L L

i the second matier we might say that the el
vrale Socialists, though they have somctines Tallon
besfore the tonptation of ministerial portfolios, lave
very successfully resisted the temptation 0 ecom
revolutionists,

L ] * *®

Bt perbaps the Freneh Govermment is wiser 1l
we were al hirst inchined o belicve=-mavlhe it thind.-
that il the Mensheviki conld see their Furopwean pro
totvpes they woull immwediately become convertel o
liolshevism,

» * * =

Strange arce the ways of moralitv, The Committee
of Fourteen that luoks ofter New York's moral wel-
farc is quoted to the elfect that it “expected the polive
would detail women to walk the streets ame il i
properly accosted by men, 1o arrest the men wxler th-
law.” It however omits to mention the ways in which
it proposes to moralize the womzn who woulld aceeq
such jobhs.

Reaction and Finance in Russia

ORE amd more the Allied intervemtion sl

itselil as not merely  anti-Bolshevik, but s
counter-revolutionary. All over the place the men «of
the old regime are “ereeping out to see the sun again®™
and look to a return to power ‘in the baggage-wagons
of the Allies.” Even the anti-Bolshevik revolution-
aries are taking alarm.  The Omnsk Government 1
which they pinned their faith has been overthrown
by a military dictatorship. The reactionaries are
coming more and more to the fore. And behind th-
reactionaries stand the financial interests whose ore
object is the exploitation of Russia for the profit «f
Western Capitalism. There are schemes afoot for tiw
formation of *“chartered companies” which are 10
take over the running of whole branches of Russian
industry. Findlly, for the proper understanding of
Allied policy in Russia, we commend a passage fros
the Financial Newes: “In the eity it 1s realized the
events are shaping more and more towards an inter-
national sovereignty over Russia, modcllxl on tlw
sritish surveillance of pt. Such an event would
transform Russian bonds mnto the cream of the inter-
national market." — The Herald (England)



