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copies have been distributed, but the reports have not yet
been made available to the general public. The reason is ob-
vious. It is to the interests of the anthracite mine owners
that the facts should not be known.

The United States Coal Commission, in its recommenda-
tions on the anthracite controversy, proposes nothing that
would benefit the miners or hurt the operators. That it is
looking out for the interests of the whole coal industry (soft
as well as hard) is evidenced in its last recommendation that
the renewal date for the anthracite agreement shall be suf-
ficiently fir from the renewal dates of the bituminous agree-
ments that suspension in both industries at once shall not
be invited.

This division of the miners' forces advocated by the *Un-
ited States Coal Commission is in line with the policy of
Johii L. Lewis. No general strike in the coal industry. While
the anthracite is striking and the West Virginia fields are in
the throes of a bitter struggle, the bulk of the coal industry
is working and producing coal. This policy of John L. Lewis
is 'ostered by the government and plays right into the hands
of the coal barons.

Lewis Machine Helps Jail Progressives.

That the government is keeping its watchful eye on the
anthracite strike is evidenced by the reception that was given
to \he campaign started by the Progressive Miners' Committee
in the anthracite. The Progressive Miners' Committee revived
many of the issues that were once advocated by the United
Mine Workers but which have been relegated to oblivion since
the assumption of the presidency by J. L. Lewis. The six-
hour day and the five-day week, and the nationalization of
the coal mines are among the demands once raised by the
United Mine Workers. These, together with other proposals,
were raised by the progressive miners in an effort to make
the anthracite strike a real struggle in the interests of the
workers. Some of the other demands were, a minimum wage,
a general strike of all the coal miners, unity of the railroad
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workers with the anthracite strikers, no settlement without
an increase in wages, and the calling out the maintenance
men to prevent the prolongation of the strike.

The moment the campaign started for the raising of
these demands, authorities began to suppress it. Inciting the
local authorities were none other than the agents of John L.
Lewis in control of the district union organizations in the
anthracite. The meetings of the progressives were broken
up and their speakers arrested. Patrick Toohey and Alex
Reid were sent to prison as vagrants for six months. The
reactionary officials of the Lewis machine appeared in court
and testified against the progressive miners and urged that
they be jailed. The Federal authorities were on the job
also to see whether or not some of the progressives could be
deported. The capitalist press raved against the reds. When
the progressive miners were sent to prison, Rinaldo Cappel-
lini, president of District One, the largest district of the Un-
ited Mine Workers in the anthracite, sent a letter congratulat-
ing the chief of police of the city of Scranton. The anthra-
cite strike is a clear demonstration of where the policy of
class collaboration leads to. It leads to the unity of the re-
actionary bureaucrats with the employers and their govern-
ment against the militant progressive workers. It works to
the advantage of the union officials and the capitalists. Tn
the anthracite it means millions in the pockets of Morgan
and Rockefeller, it means a guaranteed per capita through
the check-off for the Lewis bureaucratic machine, and for the
miners it means months of idleness with suffering and star-
vation. For the progressive militants, it means persecution
and jail.

The anthracite strike is a powerful argument for the
elimination of the policy of class collaboration and the adop-
tion of a militant fighting policy. The anthracite strike
clearly demonstrates that the advocates of class collaboration
are the agents of capitalism and that their rule must be
eliminated from the American labor movement.

Class Divisions in the United States
By Jay Lovestone

A N analysis of the class divisions in the United States is
•̂  timely and instructive for two special reasons at this
moment.

The World War destroyed the last shreds of the "happy
isolation" that American capitalism once boasted of. The
rapid development of Yankee imperialism within the last
decade has made the conditions of the United States and
those of the rest of the world more closely interdependent
than ever before. Hence, the rapidly crystallizing realign-
ment of classes, of political forces, in the United States as-
sumes today a paramount international significance.

A Cross Section of America.
Since the United States is the world's leading financial

and industrial country, many tend to have a distorted pic-
ture of the proportions of its urban and rural populations
and its class composition. It was not until 1920 that the

American census showed a majority of the population resid-
ing in cities and towns of 2,500 or more inhabitants. In
1920 the census reports disclosed that 51.4 percent of the
total population reside in cities and in towns of 2,500 or more
inhabitants. That is, 54,304,603 of the population was urban
and 48.6 per cent or 51,406,017, was rural. Even today there
are only fourteen out of the forty-eight American states the
majority of whose population is urban.

But with the rapid American industrial progress the
tendency towards the majority of the population in the Unit-
ed States being urban has become marked in recent years.
In the last decade America's urban population has increased
28.8 percent and its rural population only 3.2 percent. The
severe agricultural depression which the United States had
recently experienced for five continuous years strengthened
this tendency considerably. In 1922 alone there was a net
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migration of 1,200,000 from the country to the cities, largely
because of the dire economic straits in which the farmers
found themselves.

The Gainfully Employed Population.

According to the 1920 census, there are in the United
States 41,614,248 persons, ten years of age and over, engaged
in gainful occupations. This marks an increase of slightly
more than 9 percent over the total gainfully employed in
1910. The persons engaged in gainful occupations now con-
stitute 39.4 percent of the total population.

If we examine the industrial distribution of the gain-
fully employed we find that 12,818,524 or 30.8 percent of the
total are engaged in the manufacturing and mechanical
industries; 10,953,158 or 26.3 percent in agriculture, for-
estry, and animal husbandry; 1,090,223 in the extraction of
minerals; 3,063,582 in transportation; 3,126,541 in clerical
occupations and the remainder in trade, professional, domes-
tic and personal service, and public service (not elsewhere
classified).

The Trend of Industrialization.

In the last decade America's population increased 15.6
percent. At the same time the persons engaged in manu-
facturing industries increased 31.6 percent and those engaged
in agriculture decreased 13.5 per cent.

An examination of this tendency over a longer period of
years is illuminating. Since 1870, there has been a steady
decrease in the proportion of those gainfully employed in
agriculture. In 1900, 35.7 percent of the total gainfully
employed were found in agriculture. In 1910 the proportion
fell to 33.2 percent and in 1920 it declined to 26.3 percent.
With the continuous development of capitalism there came,
not only the start of huge industrial establishments drawing
the farming population to the cities, but also the end of
free land.

Production in American industry has been taking on an
ever-greater social character and more and more resorting
to the use of highly-developed labor-saving machinery. In
this respect American agriculture has been lagging far be-
hind. The development of labor-saving machinery in agricul-
ture has been limited by the individual production which
prevails in American agriculture—the individual farm unit.
The world war has only increased the gap between the de-
velopment of efficiency and organization in American agri-
culture and industry. Thus the individual farmer is growing
more and more helpless before the powerful bankers and
manufacturers who are securing a stifling strangle-hold on
the land as well as the means of production and exchange.
The increasing proportion of deserted habitable farm houses,
the rising migration from the country to the cities, the
mounting rural bankruptcy figures of recent days are further
eloquent testimony of the pauperization of the farming
masses and of their consequent exodus to the industrial
centers.

From 1910 to 1920 the number gainfully etaployed in
agriculture decreased 1,705,924. In this period the number
gainfully employed in the manufacturing and mechanical
industries, extraction of minerals, transportation and cler-
ical occupations increased 4,130,497.

The proportion of persons engaged in manufacturing and
mechanical industries rose from 22.5 percent in 1900 to 27.8
percent in 1910 and 30.8 percent in 1920. In transportation
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the proportion of gainfully employed rose from 6.9 percent
in 1910 to 7.4 percent in 1920; in mining and quarrying from
2.5 percent to 2.6 percent and in the clerical occupations
from 1,737,053, or 4.6 percent of the total gainfully employed
in 1910, to 3,126,541 (7.5 percent) in 1920. The development
of large-scale production and of vast systems of exchange
tends to create a need for clerical help and primarily ac-
counts for the increase in the last category of the gainfully
employed population.

The Tendency Towards Proletarianization.

The gigantic strides made by the United States in its
industrial development have brought in their wake thorough-
going changes in the class composition of American society:

Recent years have seen a positive rise in the numerical
strength of the wage-earners. From 1910 to 1920 the total
number of wage-earners—manual and clerical—rose from
22,406,714 to 26,080,689—an increase of 3,673,975. Today
these elements constitute 62.7 percent or the decisive major-
ity of those gainfully employed. These are the wage-earners
engaged in the manufacturing industries, extraction of min-
erals, building trades, transportation, as stationary engineers
and stationary firemen, in trade, clerical occupations, as
hired-out farm hands, etc. In 1910 these elements constituted
only 58.7 percent of the total gainfully employed.

Of these wage-earners the industrial proletariat forms
the largest and the constantly growing section. The United
States census shows that the industrial proletariat—the
wage earners in mining and quarries, manufacturing, build-
ing trades, transportation and stationary engineers and fire-
men—increased from 12,800,325 in 1910 to 15,540,486 in 1920.
Within this decade the proportion of the total gainfully
employed which was found in the ranks of the industrial pro-
letariat mounted from 33.5 percent to 37.3 percent. Today
the industrial proletariat is nearly sixty percent (59.5 per-
cent) of the whole wage-earning group. In the preceding
census year the industrial proletariat was 57.1 percent of
the wage-earning masses.

While the industrial proletariat has been increasing, the
agricultural proletariat—the farm-laborers hiring out—has
been decreasing absolutely and relatively. From 1910 to
1920 the latter decreased from 3,143,773 (8.2 percent of the
total gainfully employed) to 2,600,612 or 6.3 percent.

Similarly, the wage-earners engaged in domestic and
personal services have been decreasing absolutely as well
as relatively. In the period 1910-1920 such wage-earners
declined in number and percentage from 3,185,907 (8.3 per-
cent) to 2,902,955 (6.9 percent) of all those gainfully em-
ployed. These wage-earners, like the agricultural workers
who are hired out are steadily being absorbed into the ranks
of the industrial, the unskilled, the machine proletariat. Such
wage-earners seldom become clerical workers or small busi-
ness men.

And a consideration of the non-wage-earning elements
reveal further instructive evidence of the change in the class
alignments in the United States. The group of employers
and self-employed among whom are to be found the farm-
owners, the manufacturers, bankers, railroad magnates, mer-
chants, etc., has also fallen absolutely and relatively in the
last census period. In the years 1910 to 1920 this group
engaged in gainful occupations decreased from 13,175,711
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(34.7 percent) to 11,974,369 (28 percent of the total gain-
fully employed). Here we have a loss of 1,201,342 in the
decade. The heaviest casualties in this group were suffered
by the farm-owners and the capitalists in the manufactur-
ing and mechanical industries. The number of the latter
fell from 989,396 in 1910 to 652,308 in 1920—a loss of 337,088
in the period.

Concurrently with the development of industry and the
growth of the industrial proletariat, the number of salaried
professional and supervisory persons for a certain length of
time, increases. The technical experts, chemists, mining en-
gineers, transportation directors, farm managers, physicians,
certain types of middle-men, etc., constituting this section
of the gainfully employed, have increased from 2,482,478
(6.5 percent) in 1910 to 3,540,608 (8.5 percent) in 1920. It
must be remembered, that in this group there is also to be
found the "public service" section, largely the government
officials. The trend towards industrialization and proletar-
ianization with a consequent sharpening of the class conflicts
brings with it the rise of a towering governmental bureau-
cracy—a huge state apparatus to be used by the bourgeoisie
against the workers. This "public service" section rose from
476,347 in 1910 to 801,826 in 1920—an increase of 325,479, or
68.3 percent.

The Birth of the American Working Class.

The development of America's gigantic industrial ma-
chine has naturally served as the basis for the rise of a big
and definitely crystallized working class. The marked tend-
encies towards industrialization and the pauperization of
the farming masses are serving to increase steadily and
rapidly the urban population of the United States.

While the gainfully employed population is increasing
at a slower rate than the general population, the industrial
proletariat is increasing at a faster rate than the general
population. This sharp trend towards proletarianization of
the country is of tremendous significance. Side by side
with the growth of the industrial proletariat there has grown
the tremendous army of government bureaucracy, a huge
centralized state apparatus with a powerful army, national
guard, officers' training corps, navy and naval militia. Both
of these tendencies are manifestations of sharpening class
divisions in the composition of American society.

Add to this development the fact that the overwhelming
majority of the bankrupt farming population driven off the
land to the cities and into industry are not foreign-born, but
native. These Americans deserting the land and individual-
istically organized agriculture, have been streaming into the
basic monopolized industries organized on a social basis.
It is true that the restrictive immigration legislation and
the world war have proved potent factors for the develop-
ment of a homogeneous working class in the United States.
But this driving of the native farming masses into the in-
dustrial centers should prove an even stronger and more
effective stimulus towards the development of a native pro-
letariat. It has been conservatively estimated that witHin
the last ten years no less than 6,500,000 have left the farms
for the cities.

Once in the industries, these native workers tend to
assume a different social and political outlook. Their psy-

chology as well as their economic status undergoes a process
of thorough change. Not being skilled as a rule, the pauper-
ized native farmers tend to drift into those industries that
require heavy, semi-skilled and unskilled machine labor.
Here they come into contact with the foreign-born workers
massed in the basic industries. The inestimable political sig-
nificance of this mass migration of native groups into the
basic industries can only be realized when one considers
the extent to which the foreign-born workers dominate the
gainfully employed in the basic industries. ,

The foreign-born workers constitute seven-tenths of the
bituminous coal-mining operatives, do seven-eighths of all
work in the woolen mills, supply nine-tenths of all labor in
the cotton mills, make nineteen-twentieths of all the clothing,
produce more than half the shoes, build four-fifths of all the
furniture, refine about nine-twentieths of all the sugar, and
compose at least sixty percent of all the steel workers. It
is obvious that the introduction of great numbers of the less
politically restricted and the more experienced in American
political affairs, the expropriated agricultural masses, into
this new economic environment, is of revolutionary meaning
to the development of a native, politically conscious, revolu-
tionary working class.

Revolutionizing Forces in American Life.

When one considers the extent to which recent years
have seen the rapid rise of a powerful centralized government
in the United States, then only does he become aware of the
new, the post-war revolutionizing factors making for the de-
velopment of the polftical consciousness of the American prole-
tariat. We need but examine the strike-breaking role of
the government in the national textile, railway and coal
strikes of 1922, to get an idea of the brazenness, the brutal-
ity and the frequency with which the American government
throws in its full military, financial, and judicial powers and
resources in behalf of the bourgeoisie and against the pro-
letariat in the class struggles in the United States.

In a subsequent article the writer proposes to deal with
the marked trend toward the political radicalization of the
American proletariat in the United States as a result of the
new class alignments in American society,—of the America
that the world knew before the imperialist war, before the
Dawes Plan, before the rise of a mighty centralized govern-
ment apparatus, before the crystallization of a big industrial
proletariat, before the worst agricultural crisis in the history
of the United States—of the America that is no more.
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mHE Russian Communist Party decided in 1920 to establish
•*• a Marx Museum where everything pertaining to the life

and work of Marx would be collected and preserved as a
monument to the man whose ideas and efforts came to
fruition in the victorious Proletarian Revolution. At the
suggestion of Comrade D. Riazanov, who was made its head,
and who is one of the best informed Marxian scholars, the
scope of the Museum was broadened to include scientific
research into the origin and development of Marxism and
the Socialist movement. The Museum was re-named "The
Karl Marx and Friedrich Bngels Institute," and by special
decree the Central Executive Committee of the Soviet gov-
ernment declared it a national institution under its own
authority. A palatial building which was formerly the Mos-
cow residence of Prince Dolgoruky was turned over to the
Institute for its activities.

As its first task the Institute began to build a library
of books and other material dealing with Socialism and
related subjects. The various nationalized private libraries
and literary collections were combed for appropriate pub-
lished works, and a good deal of valuable material was ob-
tained for the Institute. To this nucleus were later added
several important collections which Comrade Riazanov had
bought during his travels in Austria, Germany and England.
The Institute's library now boasts of having over 100,000
volumes and, in some fields, it claims precious collections
which can be rivaled only by those in the British Museum
and the Bibliotheque Nationale in Paris.

The Institute's Program.

The Institute has set for itself the following program:
1. To collect and properly classify all published writings

of Marx and Engels. First editions which were brought out
under the direct supervision of the authors and in the orig-
inal languages are particularly sought, as errors may have
crept into later editions or translations, not to speak of
omissions, excisions, or other editorial changes which
were perpetrated upon the writings of the founders of
scientific Socialism by those who were responsible for the
later editions. In addition to first editions of books and
pamphlets the Institute has been searching for copies of
newspapers, magazines and other periodical publications to
which Marx and Engels contributed articles. This fugitive
material is harder to obtain. Where they are known to
exist and cannot be secured for the Institute, photostatic
copies are made of the printed articles in order to preserve
under one roof everything that was published by Marx and
Engels during their lifetime.

2. To collect all unpublished writings, notes, and orig-
inal letters of Marx and Engels. Upon Engels' death in

*At the last Convention of the Workers (Communist) Party
of America the writer made a short report on the activities of the
Marx-Engels Institute in Moscow and the possibilities for Marxian
research in this country. The delegates received the report with
marked interest and voted unanimously to endorse the work of
the Institute and to extend the Party's co-operation in its en-
deavors. The Convention also instructed the reporter to write
an article for the Workers' Monthly in order to acquaint the
Party membership with the aims and activities of the Institute.
The present article is an attempt to comply with that instruc-
tion.—A. T.

1895 the German Social-Democratic Party became the guard-
ian of most of the literary heritage of Marx and Engels.
Eduard Bernstein and August Bebel were made the execu-
tors. As Bernstein was then living in England he kept a
portion of the material in London, sending the rest to the
archives of the German Party in Berlin. Laura Lafargue,
Marx' daughter, took some material with her to ,France.
Thus at the very beginning the personal libraries of Marx
and Engels, their manuscripts, notes, letters, etc., instead
of being carefully preserved in one place, were distributed
over three countries with no record of the entire heritage
having been made in advance. Much of the material was
lost on account of this gross neglect and will probably never
be retrieved. It is hard to understand how men like Bebel,
Wilhelm Liebknecht, Kautsky and Bernstein, personal friends
of Marx and Engels, who were entrusted with their literary
heritage, did not treat it with the care it deserved. Later
events showed that they treated with the same respect the
ideas and policies promulgated by Marx and Engels.

When the German Party later began to publish the ma-
terial left by Marx and Engels, it did not publish everything
that was available. The most significant posthumous pub-
lications are Marx' Theories of Surplus Value, edited in three
volumes by Kautsky; From the Literary Heritage of Marx and
Engels, edited by Franz Mehring in three volumes and con-
taining a great deal of important matter not published before,
and the Marx-Engels Letters in four volumes which were
edited by Bebel and Bernstein. Sorge's volume containing
a great many letters from Marx and Engels to him and oth-
ers was published independently the year following Engels'
death. The Neue Zeit published from time to time letters
and other material from the manuscripts which were in the
German Party archives.

Comrade Riazanov spent many years studying the writ-
ings of Marx and Engels. He was particularly searching
for everything that was left unpublished of Marx' and
Engels' works. He worked in the German party archives
and followed up every clue for other available unpublished
manuscripts. He was particularly successful in extracting
some manuscripts from Bernstein who had grown to consider
them as his personal property. Some valuable manuscripts
were discovered by Riazanov accidentally among other pa-
pers turned over to him for inspection. Had it not been for the
tenacity and perserverance of Riazanov during the past
twenty-five years some very important manuscripts, or por-
tions of them, such as The Holy Family, German Ideology,
etc., would have been considered "lost" or "eaten by mice"
—Bernstein's usual excuses when Riazanov hounded him
for some material which he knew ought to have been
preserved.

The original manuscripts could not be brought to Mos-
cow. The German Social-Democratic party would not part
with the heritage, though it cared little about its safety, nor
was it interested to have it all properly edited and published.
When I saw Riazanov in Berlin in 1923, he was engaged in
photographing a great deal of that material. Riazanov then




