OF ACTION.
By HUGH HOPE.

1 think it is of vital importance that Communists
as such, should seek representation in the local
Councils of Action. Wgen Comrade Whitehead
argues that “ the action contemplated is industrial
action, the people who are going to act are indus-
trial workers,” he is merely presupposing a beauti-
ful syndicalist dream that has no reality in our real
world of capitalist domination. If the industrialists
of a council were to formulate and act uponj a
“ down tools” policy only, that would merely be
a demonstration of protest against the exploi ing
~ass. In the ensuing struggle should the in ustrial-
ists win, they would immediately have to decide upon
an “up tools ”* policy, and take over the social work
of administration that was formerly done by the
expropriating class. It matters not that industrial-
ists may be appointed to carry out the new duties
of distribution, exchange and community welfare
work. The moment they accept the appointmer s,
they are no onger industrialists, but commuuity
workers or politicals. Communists should note
clearly the difference—and there is a vast difference
—between industrial (productive and distributive)
-and -social (useful- and- necessary) -work that-is-not.
rooted in the Trade Unions, workshop or factory,
although it. derives its strength therefrom.
Comrade Whitehead beclouds the issue and mis-
informs us when he states that * the action coa-
templated is industrial action,” and leaves it at
that. It was the making use of an industrial weapon
for a political purpose, riz., to stop an open war
against Russia. It is self evident that the British
workers wouldn’t stand for conscription for another
great war—they were willing to lend their industrial
strength to their political Labour leaders to prevent
an act that would have affected them vitally, but
the momehnt the danger seems they become
apathetic. The war against Russia still goes on, but
the mass mind of the workers is as callous about it
as it is towards Ireland’s martyrdom. While
Whitehead “advocates Commumist abstemptiop from
the local councils (except as industrialists), ke ts
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If, as Communists, we accept the Russian Soviet
groinciple, we should clearly nnderstand that the
Soviets do not “exclude on-in i
‘laéal Soviet is made ug of all
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hip of the Proletariat/which is one of the “condi-
_tions  for membershif}uf the Communist Party is
clearly the Eolitica expression of the industrial
workers. at Comrade Whitehead advocates 18
the very negation of Communism, Sovietism, the
Communal or Community Life.- It is Syndicalisst
pure and simple—a form of ‘industriali that some
roletarian Anarchists who require economic backing
ike to flirt’ with. But even some of the French
i of this t have come to realisc that
Eyndiculism is not emough, that under modern coo-
ditions of life, it would be unworkable, and the
‘Bolsheviks are urging the French Communists to
fight the Syndicalists. - et .
Communists- who igaore the ‘local Councils of

of Communists to enter sod transform from: Trades
Councils ito All Workers Councils. In our Jocal




