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mobilization. But the masters are uneasy, nevertheless. In sp‘ite
of the fact that conscription provides the governmen!: with
power to suppress strikes, the capitalist class is trying to
make assurance doubly sure by means of no-strike legislation,
plentifully proposed in Congress. The American government
has learned from ‘the mistakes of England, and 1s not contem-
plating any measures that would provoke labon—that -is,‘-mffas-
ures against those petty privileges of unionism which untonism
considers more vital than its fundamental general interests.

Samuel Gompers considered that he was playing a very
shrewd game. His assumption was that, having offered -tl'_le
unions’ services to the government, the unions would be 1n
an excellent strategic position to extort concessij:ms. But the
covernment was shrewder. Ina Washington dispatch to _-the
New York Evening Post, David Lawrence very aptly summarizes

the situation:

“England went through a trying experience. Strikes and
industrial friction threatened to weaken the productive power
of the nation at a moment when an agonizing call for munitions
came out from the battlefields of France. There had been no
industrial preparedness. England organized her munitions in-—
dustry without giving attention to terms of agreements with
the labor groups. Premier Lloyd George came to the rescue,
and as a consequence of the lack of preparation, England was
compelled to go much further toward a recognition of labor’s
contention in the war than was really necessary. To-day the
labor groups have a representation in the government, and
the labor orgamizations are virtually a part of the government,
with the manufacturer much less potent than before. No such
step is to be undertaken here, because there is no real mecessity
for it, and very likely never will be.”

Unionism ‘and laborism in Great Britain used the oppor-
tunity of war to accomplish the great purpose of -Labori?;m
everywhere—securing recognition as a caste in the governing
system of the nation. That is equally the purpose of American
unionism, and it has failed. The failure is all the more de-
plorable and disastrous, as its preceding actions still remain
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as the policy of organized labor and thereby weaken the pos-
sibility of aggressive action.

However, war brings its own consequences and 1ts own
stimulus to action. The conditions may become ripe for the

offensive, and the unions in self-defense may be compelled
to act.

The war emphasizes the fact that the revolutionary Socialist
must seriously assume the task of re-organizing the unions.
Everywhere unionism failed even more miserably than So-
cialism. Without an aggressive union movement, there can

be no aggressive Socialist Party and no aggressive action
on a large scale.

And one very effective means of driving the existing unions
forward to more aggressive action is to work for the unioniz-
ing of the unorganized and the unskilled. The unskilled are
ripe for mass action, they are the pariahs of the existing order
of things, they are the typical product of modern industry.

Qur action to awaken the unskilled will have decidedly revo-
lutionary consequences.

We cannot expect much from organized labor, as such. It
1s simply working for a place in the governing system of the
nation; it is dominated largely by skilled workers that profit
irom mmperialism, and will act accordingly. Our one immediate
hope 1s in the unskilled, and that portion of organized labor
that is being menaced by the new industrial efficiency. The
whole revolutionary movement must develop a new synthesis

of organization, action and purposes, in accord with the new
conditions of imperialism., F.

The Russian Revolution and the War

Nothing that has happened since the commencement of the
Great War has so deeply affected it as the Russian Revolution.
To many the war has become an entirely different thing from
what 1t was before. It is no secret that to many hundreds of




