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1. No Revolution As Yet

Thus far there has been no revolution in Britain. On the contrary,
British Labor has been trying to prove that it is possible to make a transi
tion from capitalism to socialism by the processes of evolution, and in
accordance with the accepted principles of present-day society. The lead
ers of the British Labor Party want a new social order, but they aim to
achieve it, not by seizure of power, but by due process of law.

People are entitled to change their ways of life, and, the right of revo
lution has been repeatedly enunciated, as in the Declaration of Indepen
dence, where Jefferson wrote that whenever government becomes destruc
tive of life, libertyand the pursuit of happiness, "it is the right of the peo-

• ple to alter or abolish it"; or when Lincoln, in his first inaugural, pro
claimed that "this country with its institutions belongs to the people who
inhabit it. Whenever they shall grow weary 0±1 the existing government,
they can exercise their constitutional right of amendment, or their revolu
tionary right to dismember or overthrow it." In practice, however, gov
erning classes and vested interests have been slow to recognize the-"right
of revolution," and in consequence, where changes have been made in the
fundamental institutions of a country, they have ordinarily been effected
through a resort to rebellion, rather than an appeal to law.

Perhaps an exception should be made in favor of Great Britain, where
important changes have been made, again and again, without any consid
erable appeal to the machinery of civil war. At any rate, there are mil
lions of Britains who are firmly convinced of this possibility, and should
they prove to be right in their theory, and should they work out the tech
nique of fundamental change effected by due process of law, they will
relieve mankind of a fearful burden of suffering, and will put the whole
human race in their debt. .

That is why the world has been watching the British Labor Party with
such breathless interest during these past few weeks, and that is why it is
so very important to get a clear picture of the problems that are now faced
by British labor.

2. Mr. MacDonald's Views

"So far as this country is concerned, we have reached the stage when
the Socialist program is a matter of political fighting," writes MacDonald
in his "Parliament and Revolution," (1920, p. 139.) "A Parliamentary elec-
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tion will give us all the power that Lenin had to get by a revolution, and
such a majority can proceed to effect the transition from capitalism to
Socialism with the co-operation of the people and not merely by edict. . . .
I can imagine that a Socialist government in Parliament may be met by
obstruction, and in the country by agitation. But if that government has
the country behind it, it will stand no humbug in Parliament; if it has not
the country behind it, it can neither work Parliament nor create revolution.
. . . Of course, if it came to be that we had a bankrupt country, a demoral
ized and disorganized people, and anarchy, either active or latent, from one
end of a ruined :nation to the other, a Committee of Public Safety might
well step into Whitehall and make up its mind to impose aNew Order
upon an Old Chaos."

Are these ideas sound? Can they be converted into practical, work
able statesmanship with the world muddle as it stands in the year 1924,
and in the years that are immediately to follow?

While there is no way to an swer those questions finally, or as a matter
of fact, they can be approached as a matter of theory and by analogy with
parallel developments in other countries.

3. .The Second International
The ritish Labor Party is a pa rt, and the strongest remaining part,

of that group of socialist organizations known as the Second International.
Within the past ten years the Second International has faced two great
tests of the workableness of its theories, and has failed on both. Today it •
faces their third and last chance in the form of the British Labor Minist ry .
If this third opportunity is also recorded as a failure, the Second Inter
national will make its final exit from t he field of world affairs.

The first test that the Second International faced was the war. Its
spokesman had proceeded on the assumption that the workers of Europe
were workers first and nationalists afterward, and that Comrade would not
fight against Comrade. In 1912, and again at the outbreak of the war in
1914, many of the Socialist leaders of Europe-notably J ean Jaures-car
ried on a tremendous campaign to prevent the outbreak of hostilities. F or
a time there seemed to be some hope that they would succeed, but with the
opening of the war, the hope died, and for four terrible years, with a few
minor exceptions, the socialists in all countries supported the war. The
leaders of the Second International had guessed wrong. Their theory of
internationalism had not taken into account the vitality and the coercive
power of the capitalist state.

The second test came after the war-over the question of tactics in
countries that were on the verge of revolution, and over the question of the
attitude that should be adopted toward the Soviet Government.

In so far as Russia was concerned, the representatives of the Second
International misunderstood, misrepresented and denounced the Russian
Revolution. It was the one great affirmation that had come out of the
World War, yet these leaders of the European Social Democrats treated
the ~evolution in Russia to opposition- and indignity.

4. The Real Failure
But their real post-war failure was concerned, not with Russia, but

with Germany. The Second International has accepted the idea that the
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new world could be brought into being by having the representatives of
the workers form coalitions with bourgeois parties, sit in the cabinets of
capitalist governments, and assist the representatives of the present sys
tem to preserve law and order. Following out this theory -to its logical
conclusion, Schiedemann and Noske actually fought for the capitalists
against the German workers who were seeking to set up a labor govern
ment, while Ebert surrendered to a military dictatorship of big business,
and the suppression of the working class organizations. Again the Second
International held to a theory that proved to be unworkable. Collaboration
did not bring in the new social order. On-the contrary, it merely prolonged
the life of the old order.

The attempt of British Labor to inaugurate a new social system by
due process of law is the last chance of the social democrats. If British
Labor fails there is no hope for the workers of the world save in the
methods of Communism,-that is, the seizure of political power, the dicta
torship of the workers, and the expropriation of the capitalists.

5. A Program f or British Labor
If MacDonald is to succeed in laying the foundations for a new social

order he must soon make an issue, and go before the country in a general
election that will strike at the root of the present social order. He must
do this, either in domestic politics, or in foreign affairs, or in both.

In domestic politics, for example, he might push the bill providing for
the erection of 200,000 new houses for workers through the employment
of those now out of work; or he might push the bill providing that the
workers who are un employed should settle on the great estates and farm
them; or he might push the capital levy; but it is doubtful whether he
could obtain a basis issue in any of these fields. Certainly the most hope
ful of these is the capital levy. If he were to turn the mines over to the
miners, or if his government were to push the organization of labor with
the same vigor that other governments have pushed the organization of
capital, he would probably be able to go before the country on a real test
question.

In foreign affairs, Mr. MacDonald has taken the first step-the recog
nition of the Soviet Republic. His next step, however, is to protect the
German workers in their right to revolution against the French and Ger
man capitalists, and his third step is to call a world conference (including
the Soviet Government) the object of which is to liquidate imperialism
and to take the necessary steps to prevent another world war.

Both in domestic and in foreign affairs the Labor Government must
move away from the political into the realm of the economic; must move
away from localism and political nationalism, in the direction of world
economic federation. These are not easy things to do. At the same time
they are indispensible to the success of the British Labor program.

Can MacDonald meet these issues'! Can he, under the present order
in Great Britain take the steps that are necessary to establish a new form
of society'! This is the crux of the difficulty facing the Labor Government
and is also the final test of the Second International and its theories.
Before all of the other fundamental tests it has failed. Will it succeed
here'!
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6. Meeting a Strike
What has happened thus far?
No sooner had the MacDonald ministry assumed office than it ran

head on into the class etruggle in the form of a railroad strike. The results
were interesting and extremely significant-the labor government treated
the strikers as obstructionists, and although the strike had been called by
a 6 to 1 strike vote, as a protest against a cut in wages, the representatives
of the Labor Government denounced the strike leader, spoke of "commu
nity interests," and sought to harmonize the viewpoint of the workers and
the management.

Community interests, in the case of a strike, are the interests of the
established order-that is, of property. Labor interests, in a strike, are
the interests, not of property, but of the producers. Faced with this
dilemma, a government must choose to side with the property owners or
with the producers. The MacDonald government in this first test, chose
the side of the owners.

7. Getting Power and Keeping It
Why did the Labor Ministry act thus? Because they are proceeding

on ·the assumption that the new social order can be .brought about through
political means. A strike is an industrial act, and as things stand today,
necessarily a "direct act," and thus opposed to law and order and to the
interests of the State. •

The first rule of the statesman is, "Get power!" The second rule is,
"Hold on to it!" The third rule is, "Reach out for more power." These
rules apply to labor politics as well as to capitalist politics.

The first effort of the British Labor Party was to get power. Now it
is striving to keep power. But to do this it must work closely enough with

. the established order to command conservative and liberal support. What
does this mean in a war, a strike, or some other crisis? It means lining up
with the owners against the workers.

There are only two fundamental economic groups in Britain at critical
moments. Men must thenline up with one group or with the other.

Is this inevitably so? Probably. Meanwhile the world watches and
waits while the British Labor Party seeks to demonstrate that a producer's
society can replace a profiteer's society by due process of law.
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