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Menﬁﬁol , for the sure in-

‘l‘helph'itof the machine age,
—-ns, -away from the mert

; dmbned consciousness. 1t is fore-
blo!iety to 8 preletarian uniformity. It is eom-
pelling thought as never before. It has thrust habit

_into the background of eblivion as it has already
thruat its laborist anachronisms into the ~ diseard.
*4Be eareful of Iabor’s institutions.”” Nonsense. We
»meed worry as little about labor’s _institutions, as
m the nitrogen nodules at the roots of the log-
_wmes. For just as sure as Capital stands on the

- Vezge of a new erises, 80, in reflex, we, the proletar-
-iat, stand on the verge of a wider and sterner eon-

- fliet. Out of the clashing storms of that conflict ; out

of.its new constellated facts; out of the square
alignment of an Imperialist oligarchy and an utter-

-, 1y dispossessed society; out of ecrumbling tradition,
 and the shattering of time soiled institutions, there

is, .even now, arising a new, dominant, militant, body

of aetivity, nursing neither ancient shibboleth nor
quondam desire, but frce, with the dissociation of
completed disinheritance, to fashion its new organi-

sation from the meaningless tumults of the re-econ- .

ditioning of the social forees; and to fresco them
with the knowledge of power, impassioned with the
v:non‘mg of relgted reality.

Away with the past and its trammelling. Away
with the ‘“class eonsciousness-that eventuates out
of habit and sentiment.”” Away from the nurseries
of borrowed psychology. Away from the ‘‘definitions
of problems in the light of human nature,”” and the
vagaries of ‘‘ways and means in the feasibilities’’
of authority. On to the straight issue, that is born
out of the straight confliet. It is the slogan of the
new freedom ; the citadel against which al]l antagor-
ism beats in vain. A steadfast beacon, amidst the
fliekering rush fires of confusion. Socialism is not
feeble because it is reactionary, nor deserted be-
eanse it is false. It is weak, for it is misunderstood :
isolated because it is unknown. But a division can
mever obviate misunderstanding. That is the prime
provinece of class knowledge. As the tense strain
and struggle of daily life is deepened and darkness
with continual disappointment and infertile en-
deavor; when existence is toiled in more preearious
unecertainty; when the most eherished possessions
of life and need are naked as the towers of an-
tiquity ; the eolossal chicanery of rule #nd right must
rise insistent, in spite of all duplicity. With that in-
sisteney ecomes the frame of mind irresistible with its
intolerable conditions; keen with the unveiled in-
stancy of stripped reality. It is no dragging pro-
cess or Utopia. It is the immediacy of the all eom-
pelling economic swelling full blosomed out of its
crystallised stagnation; the invincibility of dispos-
session that must dominantly exist, and the re-
strietive bonds of Capitalist property right ean be

% set aside—and will be set aside—at once, when the

great white light of the class issue floods our con-
sciousness wnt.h undersumdmg Let us be faithful
‘to:our Marx, m spirit and in truth. The form will
_ _take.eare of itself. Let us peint the lesson, dot the
i's; stress our social slavery; emphasise the class
struggle; and with unwayering consistency main-
fain fhe undesirable fact that our one and only free-
- ‘dom.and relief from degradation and life long toil
aﬁ‘m is ‘the utter abolition of eapitalist so-
 dlety, not by -planks and stages, but in sweeping

ty ; not by paltry reform and habit, bat by the

They are imbued with the

s of barbarism. But they are not fools and
»-Mwﬁebtmofuﬁe. But they are
$odden olay of the theoeracy. They are

wa life and energy.

look like a buttering eangdle. Eveifiher_o and al-
ways let us earry the straight message of socialism.
Speak it with unfaltering tongue. Present it with
unambiguous elarity. Preash it with gimple fervor,
maintain it with unflickering eonsistency. Then will
the trodden masses, in the gathering storms of im-
perialist oppression, rally round the only party that
can explain their miseries and point their remedy;
and turn the meaningless rancor against man and
institution; against human nature and its distor-
tion, into the eohscious weapon of triumphing re-
volution. Never was the peed greater; material
prolific; hope more abundant. On with the
class struggle. It is the little wicket beyond the
slough of despond that opens on to the smiling ways
of life. R.

more

P.S—Midriff still safe. It is neither so eonspicu-
ous as it might be, or as we eould wish it be. Henece
with the liveliest a policy of
““ea’ canny.”” R.

we urge, feclings,

MARXISM IN SOCIAL THEORY.

(Continued from page 4)

ing antagonisms of the social process—it is like Hegel's
dialectic, a-conception of histery and a method of investi-
gation at the same time . Marx handled this method
with unsurpassed mastery; with its aid he formulated the
laws of the evolution of Socialism. In his earliest works,
“The Holy Family’ (1844) and the ‘Poverty of Philosophy’
(1847), writfén when he was formulating his ‘materialistic
conception of history, as also in his ‘Capital’ it is with
the dialeetic of Hegel that he investigates these laws.
Here follows a guotation from “The Holy Funl'ly.'

““Proletariat and Riches (later Marx would have said
Capital) are antitheses. As such they constituté a whole;
both are manifestations of the world of private property.
The question to be considered is the specific position
which both occupy in the antithesis. To describe them
as two sides of a whole is not a sufficient explanation.
Private property. as private property, as riches, is .com-
pelled to preserve its own existence, and along with it
Lthat of its antithesjs, the Proletariat. Private property sat-
isfied in itself is the positive side of the anthesis. The
Proletariat, on the other hand, is obliged, as Proletariat, to
abolish itself, and along with it private property, its con-

ditioned antithesis, which makes it the Proletariat. It is
Lthe negative side of the antithesis, the internal source of

unrest, the disintegrated and disintegrating Proletariat
The Profetariat fulfils the judgment which grivate pro-
perty by the creation of the Proletariat suspends over
itself, just as it fulfils the judgment which wage—labor
suspends over itself in creating alien riches and its own
condemnation. If the Proletariat triumphs, it does not
thereby become the absolute side of soclety, for it
triumphs only by abolishing itself and its opposite. in this
way both the Proletariat and its conditioned opposite,
private property, are done away with. (The Holy Family)
“The dialectic method is again described in a few
sentences on pages 420421 of the third volume of ‘Capital’
(German), where we read: ‘In so far as the ]labor process
operates merely between man and nature, its simple elem-
enis are common to every form of its social development.
Bu# m_um historical form of this precess further de-
velops its material foundations and its social forms. When
it has attained a certain degree of maturity the given his-
torieal form is cast off for a higher one. That the mom-
ent of such & crisis has arrived is shown as soon as there
is deepening and widening of the contradiction and anti-

thesis -betiween the conditions of distributien, and conse- .

quently siso the historical form of the conditions of pro-
duction. corresponding {0 them, on the one hand, and the
forees of production, preductive capacity, and the state of
evolution of its agents, on the other. There then arises a
conflict .Detween the material development of pmduction
and its corresponding social form'. -

“But the Hegelian dlalectic appears most strikingly in
the famous twenty-feurth chapter (sec 7) of the first vol
ume .of Capital’ (German) p. 837 Kerr ed.), where-the
evplution of capitafism from small middleclass ownership

through all phases up to the Socialist revolation is com-

prebensively outiindd in. hold strokes: “The . capitalist
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_vate propefty, is- the ‘first wegation of individual private
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cess its own negation. - It is the negation of the negation.’
Here we have the three stages: the thesis—private pro-
perty; the antithesis—eapitalism; the synthesis—common
awnership.” (M. Beer).

In a previous article I said that the Hegelian
dialectical sgheme of capsation had been dropped
by the later modern scienee; its mode was obsolete.
Readers will appreciate the faet and, I think, though
it had its great values, the grain of a less romantic,

more commonplace, - matter-of-fact scheme of the

process of evolution associated with the mame of

Parwin. Next.issue I propose to deal with the
English classical sehool of economics in respeet as
its postulafes and preconeeptions influenced Marx,
and also, T hope, bring this review of his theory of
history to a close by including in it an outline of his
theory. Somehow, -my objeetive, those quotations
from Marx, which are to show that the anti-Labor

party position of the S. P. of C. is not Marx’s posi-

tion, as claimed, retreats as I advance. However, I

recall, as 1 remember it, one of those haunting say-
ings of ‘‘Geordie’s’’ and am comforted: ‘‘It is not
where we are going that is so important, as what we

pick up on the way.”” In the meantime, as a sop to 7
my impatient eritics, I offer them the recommenda-
tion to read the opening passages of the second see-
tion of the Communist Manifesto, which open with
explicit announcements, as below :—

“In what relation do the Communists stand to the pro-
letarians as a whole?

“The Communists do not form a separate party opposed
to other working class parties.

“They have no interests separate and apart from those
of the proletariat as a whole.

“They 'do not set up any sectarian principles of their

own by which to shape and niould the Proletariat move
ment.

“The Communists are distinguished from the other
working class parties by this only,” ete,. etc,.

And that’s (Marx and Engels).

And that is what I advoeate. In that item of
Marxism, at any rate, I am nearer Marx than my
erities. There are no chances for various interpre-
tations of the terms of those afinouncements. They
are as clear and forthright and as free from dubiety
as the instructions of a sergeant-major on parade.
Readers may see, as I do, that, already in my part
presentation of the Marxian theory, the terms of
these announeements are implied in the theory, they
issue by inference out of it, as of necessity : the hu-
man forces in antithetical opposition to each other
in the dialectic of history in its modern stage, are
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie.

Do Comrade MacDonald and the rest of thosa
who support the anti-Labor party position set them-
sclves over and against the founders of revolution-
ary socialism by repudiating what they set down
in the Communist Manifesto as a fundamental tactic
for revolutionary socialists? If so, let them say so
to that effect, as I do whenever I have occasion to
differ with Marx. It dees not do to differ with him,
and at the same time keep up appearanees of ortho-
doxy by a barrage of stone throwing at my (acknow-
ledged) unorthodoxy; for readers are thus liable to
be mislead into getting an impression that my erit-
ics must be despensers of the Marxian word, pure
and uncontaminated of personal predilections read
into it, or by considerations of a modern kind, and
give them credit or otherwise, aceordingly. People
who live in glass honses should not throw stones,
say I. Come now, comrades, eonfession is good for
the soul and for honest discnssion! C.
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