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UMEROUS have been the ]
years, to pin the badge of reform on the

lapel of Marx. Spargo, in his Marxial
Socialism and Religion,”’ went so far as f emas
culate the Communist Manifesto in order 1 produ

2 Marx of his own calibre. Hillquit, in several of his
books, classifies Marx among the advoeats f e
form, while carefully refraining from ar ¥ quotatior

that would support his contention

Now, it is our comrade “*C"’ who atten pte-to per
form the Herculean task His efforts are erowned

with no more suecess than those of his
in the same endeavor Although we ean unreser
vedly concede that ““C*’ has made a more br found

study of seience and philosophy than

or Hillqun_ yet his self 1m po S d labors ha
to attain the objective. The )
ures 18 found in the fact that the works of Marx ar

not susceptible to sueh treatment

reason for all these fai

Let us examine ‘(s

contribution. After qi
ing two whole pages of the preface to Cap.. Vol 1
with four specially emphasized sentences. he sums up

with the following statement ‘11
my quotation shows that Marx was far from hostile

to parliamentary proeedures and reforms and did not

read carefnlly

regard them as necessarily inimical to the progress
of the English working class. even when reforms
were brought in under the auspiees of the bourgeois
parties. Indeed he expresses a desire for them in Ger
many as a necessary phase in the development of the
German working class.’

Now, who in the world ever contended
social reforms were necessarily inimieal to the pro
gress of the working class?! ““C’’ has been a
ber of the SP. of C. for some vears, He
disposal all the party literature. May I ask him to
point out where any official statement has ever beer
rendered to the effeet that the Party considered
reforms inimieal to working class progress?

If he can produce such a document, then he is surt
iy entitled to his premise. If not, then he is simply
beating the air. We eliminate the
faetor and proeeed with an argument. Tt requires at

mem

has at his

ecannot human
least two to eonduct a debate

I will shoulder the responsibility“of stating that
the Party has never been anti-reform, but rather
anti- capitalism Every propagandist, to my knowl
edge, has admitted that certain reforms. under cer
tain eonditions, may prove econducive to working
class progress, If we find
them to our needs as a class.

them useful we adapt

But this coneession by no means implies that our
energies should be directed to striving after remedial
legislation. Here is where ““(C’s”’ postulate falls to
the ground. He assumes that Marx was a reformer
instead of a revolutionist

There is no desire on my part to enter into
quibbling ecompetition over the fine points of distine
tion between reform and revolution. nor to show
Dietzgen-like, that a reformer is a revolutionist and
vice-versa. The generally accepted definition will
suffice. The differences between the position of revo
lutionist and reformer are well exemplified in the
Labor Party and the Socialist Party.

What, then, was the attitude of Marx? Was his
stand synomous with that of MaeDonald, Sehiede-
man, Yandervelde, Branting and other errand boys
of the bourgeoisie? Or did he take up a clear, defi-
rite revolutionary position and leave the extension
of reforms to the ruling elass, whose citadel was be-
ing bombarded !

Any student, who has paid striet attention to the
teachings of Marx, should have little diffienlty in
arriving at a conclusion. A perusal of the animated
pages of the Communist Manifesto, the Criticism of
the Gotha Program, the Civil War in Franee or the
Bighteenth Brumaire, leaves little doubt of the fact
that ““C”’ is up in the air.
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¢lare t s eal imed only by the
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ks \ <. All “a ¢ n is vagu
. Ene I face y Cap
ITT . % k 1894 1s seleetion means
M1 4 I here no labor parties
suel I English Labor Party did not have its
D 11 years afterwards. Engels was obvions

eferring to organizations like the S.D.F.. which
hat ti ivowed olutionary objec
He terme hem both lal parties 1n the samq¢
hat we could ecall the Socialist Party a party

r representing the workine class
\s to Marx on parliamentary proeedure. well
1S another story. Marx well understood the
f parliamentary action to the revolutionary
ent.  Quotations much more emphatie in this
spect than the one given by ““C’’ could be intro
1 10 present his attitude But this is unneces

S iS the point 1s not in dispute

\ few faets, however, will not be amiss ane nt the
Iuireduction and operation of the Factory, and Fac

tory Extension Aets. It must not be thought that
those Aets were the result of working class pres
sure or capitalist generosity I'hey were the out

come of the inter-aetion of a complicated series of

tors

The struggle between landlord- and cap

italist and later, similar conflicts between the vari

us sections of the capitalist class made it possible
or eertain benefits to aeerue to the workers

Neither can it

be contended that those acts d
trimentally effected capitalist <!|\r-1n}m|~ nt Un the
contrary the opposite was the case The re port of
the T‘;n’w.’_\' mspector, 1865, states The inconven
lenees we expected to arise from the introduetion of
the Factory Aets into our braneh of i anufacture, I

happy to say, have not arisen. We do not find
the production at all interferred with: in short. we
produce more in the same time Cap. vol. 1, p. 522
Where the Aets did pinet capitalist he found
means elreur iting ther See Cap. vol 1. p
265

\s for the differences between English and Ger
man conditions regarding reforms of this nature
had Marx been writing thirty yvears later his con
<}u\ll'."~ would have { \‘A\Ti_\ amended The
greatest of all social reformers—Bismarek—found

favorable eonditions, followinge the Franeco-Prussian

War, for placing on the statute books legislation of

A nature

re much more advanced than anything found
m England or The Workmen’s Compen
Act all had

their birth in Germany and not England. But

edsewhere

sation the Old Age Pensions Act. ete

even
thess
demoecratic administration have not solved the work
ers’ problem. They still havé need of a forcible
revolution to abolish eapitalism and its hideous ef-
feets
N\l\\
on the

drastie measures and almost six years of soeial

I am asked to present my ““poimnt of view”’
With pleasure!
But would it not be apropos to have, first of all. the
S. P. of C. ““point of view?”’ Regardless of its anti-
working class character, the advent of a Labor Gov-
e¢rnment was a great event. Practically’every work-
ing elass organization in the English speaking world
has voiced its opinion either in favor or opposed.

It has ‘been jofficially admitted that the many
eontributions of ‘“C’’ present what the Party does
not stand for. What could be more appropriate than
an article showing what it does consider in this
respect?! Such an effort might obviate the necessity

British Labor Government

arx a Reformer ?

point of view Being official it w uld have
r influenec«
course, references 0 non-commital
ve b | 1a 1IN the 1 columns Irom
time, bu whole poliey he Clarion has
‘ pussy S the 1ssue while allowing
wander in the paths of reform without as
s an edito cauti or show the
Us nature his nerou By-the Ways
1 past up I [ | v has been in
the S. P (
time w ned { [ 'o Tunetion pro
the revolutionary mover 1 Party must
‘
ething more thai nomi lass. It must
nome a scientifie con ceptliorn he class strug
nd strive to lead the workers info those ehan
r-els, which history has shown to he h st adapted to

ar lutionary purposs This the S. P of C. has

lately failed to do, The failure is eflected in the

pres 411\]!1]:!1",1']‘1" of the Pariy
PLATFORM

Socialist Party of
Canada

We, the Socialist Party of Canada afirm our alleg

fance to, and support of the principles and programme

of the revolutionary working class
Labor, applied to natural resources produces all
wealth

The present economic stystem is
capitalist ownership of the means of produc
quently, all the products of labor belong to the capital-

ist class The capitalist is, therefore, the
worker a slave

based upon
tion, conse-

master;

So long as the capitafist class remains in possession
of the reins of government all the powers of the State
will be used to protect and defend its property rights in
th emeans of wealth production and its control of the
product of labor

The capitalist system gives to the capitalist an ever
swelling stream of profits, and to the worker, an ever
Increasing measure of misery and degradation

The interest of the working class lies in
itself free from capitalist exploitation by the
of the wage system, under which this exploitation, at
the point of production, is cloaked To accompligh
this necessitates the transformation of capitalist pro-
perty in the means of wealth production into socially
controlled economic forces

The irrepressible conflict of interest
capitalist and the worker necessarily
as a struggle for political
Class Struggle

Therefore we call upon all workers to organize un-
der the banner of the Socialist Party of Canada, with
the object of conquering the political powers for the

setting
abolition

between the
expresses itself
supremacy This is.the

purpose of setting up and enforcing the economic
programme of the working class as follows
1 I'he transformation, as rapidly as possible,
of capitalist property in the means of
wealth production (natural resources, factor
les, mills, railroads, etec.) into collective
means of production
°

The organization and management of indus-
try by the working class

3—The establishment, as speedily
of production for use instead of
for profit.

as possible,
production
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