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74 Donald). I now ean feel for pPoor old Hegel, troub-

Mariné?” adrift in the vast inanc betwixt dehuman-
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otier, a poet, laureate of epoch; another, a modern
* puritan Sword—of-the-lord-(}ideon, obsessed with a
t theory of social sin.and.atonement through misery,

. degradation and blood-saerifice; another, an actor,

~to whom life is a set piece—the curtain rises to re-
‘volutionary music. On with the play, vide Lestor in
“1pst issue. Enter ‘“‘sudden babies,”’ all-at-onee alive
‘and “‘joyous chickens’’ in a happy conjunetion with

- “thyoes of ecopomic crises,”’ ‘‘vivid earthquakes, "’
. “‘blind swalanches,”” ‘“a- complete breakdown, sud:

B .

den and terrible,”’ orators apostrophizing the Re-
. volution thusly: ‘“‘Oh Revolution, thou awaitest not
the hour,”” ete.; etc., ‘‘thou comest suddenly,”’ etc.,
" ete, What happens? Hark, the tumult! the prolet.
i ariat is on the move. ‘‘The struggle grows fiercer,”’
‘“there are ‘“‘sudden seizures’’ and, as a grand cli-

' er:, ““the whole of society is spring in the air.’’

386, the actor, ‘‘all great changes come with spectac-

Ular, rapidity,” says he. So they do in the world
Mmtomthonrnrionahﬁm in-
g néies. and ineffectivenesses, and in a world

-wmm and lath and plaster, , .

, how the action of this work-a-day life
Jwow_ dresry is the study of this’ yast, com-

% f of established ways and means of life
be ehianged. Let’s. cut the gordian knot,

'play again and hear Lestor, read “R’’,

b F. €,.and sit at the feet of J. A. Mc
“There's speed, style; action and form for

) alall we eseape a drab reality for an hour
MW Escape, that’s it!

I'But Row.elae: was 1 to fare will

“elass 5.8 small, $irty, Igporant boy: an.

led on his death-bed. The story goes that as the
great philosopher lay dying, his disciples who had
gathered round him, seeing the furrows deepen on

~ his careworn eountenance enquired the eause of his

grief and tried to ecomfort him by reminding him of
the large number of admiring disciples and follow-
ers he wonld leave behind. Breathing with diffi-
culty, but his ruling passion for a statement in an-
tithetieal terms still on him, he replied: “None of
my diseiples has understood me only Miehelet has
understood me, and.’’ he added with a sigh, “even
he has . misunderstood me.”’ But I, T amyn even
worse ‘ease, I am without even the doubtful small
omfort of a Michelet. . More like that ‘“ Anecient

ed wastes of alien seas and skies, “‘I am all, all
lone.”” T do not believe anyone reads my stuff;

gonly my erities read my stuff, and, woe is me, even

ey misread my staff. Tam a minority of one, with
i fear, a rapidly developing minority—inferiority
pomplex, in spite of what Lestor says of my ego,
hich Lord preserve till I bEing my crities over to
kratignal point of view. ' : ¥ §
T Y PHU SO BRTeNY me, why does Coii-
rade MéDonald leeture me on the need for educa-
tion as though I had denied the need, when, on the
contrary, I have time and again asserted that the
chief function of a revolutionary socialist party is
2 socialist doetrinaire and educational one, holding,
however, that that funetion does not give a warrant
for a destructive opposition to labor’s mass organi-
zations on the political field?! On the subject of the
need for edueation and for an organization speciali-
zing on that work, Comrade MeDonald can not
speak too eloquently for me, more by token that my
owd chief intérest lies that way: If he has not inis-
read me, why does ‘“‘R’’ imply T hold that revolu-
tionary ehange must go ““slow,’”’ when my advoeacy
of intelligent organization of advanee should be evi-
dence of my desire for haste and my belief that
there are superior and inferior ways of fighting the
battle of progress. What T have done is to decry
the shiftless, shuffling dependenee on acecident in
catastrophie conditions for our cause, a dependenece
fostered by a superstitious belief in the good-will of
other powers than human ones: If he has not mis-
read me why dees F. C. imply I have logiecally cast
down the elass-struggle because I recognize that the
‘““nation”’ is a faet and that practieally all men have
(by . instinet, eculturé and by foree of historieally
given cireumstances) a natural and imeradieable in-
terest in their respective national communities? All
my reasoning is on ways and means of waging the
class struggle jo the end that the working mass
may win a leading position in the life of those
communities and so transform them from a capitalist
to a sqeialist organization of life. If he has not
mis-rudméyhydoul;enpr charge me with base
motivex and ulterior designs for discussing the prob-
lems ol ways and means of change when it is our
of ugaged? On the matter of my ““ego”
" Lestor finds so_offensive, it ecer-

-

freakishness in the matter of my artieles than in
those of my erities, just by virtne ot my closer de-
pendenee on Marxian theory and the body of mod-
ern science. Two issues ago I quoted Marx and
Engels from the Communist Manifesto where they
laid down the law in unequivoeal terms against Jjust
such an anti-labor party position as the S. P. of C.
assumes and my erities support. -

Have a earc of Labor’s institutions”’! ex-
claims “R”’ disdainfully, quoting myself, ““‘Non-
sensc’’ says e, “We need care as Hittle about
Labour’s institutions as about,”” etc.,-ete. Here on
this matter and on the place and funetion of a
socialist party, “R”’ and Marx are as wide as the
poles asunder. Yet with all the assuranee in the
world ““R’” assumes, very evidently without eon-
sulting Marx, but by some process, personal to him-
self. it is a mere stand-patter’s defense of things as
they aré, he assumes that anti-labor party position
is that of Marx. Again, 1 attempt to give an as-
pect on the social problem from the side of soeial
phychology. Allowing something for my ineffieient
handling of the subject there was a residae of valpe,
however, the sifted result of a generstion bf‘énf
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monplace of the seientific journals. To bring down
science and broad-cast it, that is our fanetion. But
here is personal freakishness again  declaring
against our tradition, ‘“Away with borrowed psy-
chology,”” says “R.”’ And at that without knowing
whether there was any value in it or not, as his rea-
soning amply showed. Away with it! He might as
well have added, “A weleome to know-nothing-
ism !’ Borrowed knowledge! Knowledge is soecial
We all have a proprietory interest fn the body of
it. Tt is this modern science, its post-Darwinian
préconceptions and its findings in the anthropologi-
cal seiences which T would like to see fused with the
Marxism of our Party, displacing the mystieal
Hegelian and other preconeeptions of pre-Darwinian
science. At the same time. my crities need not plume
themselves that they are defending the original
Marxism of Marx. T am nearer it than my erities,
and to modern seience, just because I am more
social and less egotistieal than they. Which ego-
tistical piece of brag on my part constrains me to
say I doubt if there is a hairline between us.

Why have I incurred their political enmity? Is
it beecause we disagree on points of doetrine? To
some degree. But back of that, as a main cause, is
incompatability of habits of mind. On doetrinal
matters my critics are not themselves as one, but
they are a unit in habit of mind, hence their united
front. against poor me. Beneath the references to
contemporary affairs that clatter through their ar-
ticles, look at their methods and reasoning! They
interpret Marx’s. or - Hegels’ descriptive words,
phueimdpangnpbawitht.hemdelitenliunof
bible_ students. A prognostication by Marx or
Engels vividly outlining the working eut of a pro-
ceuotthing-intbefuturp—a'nrﬁng.ont‘im
can only be considered inevitable when such postn-
latex as those of Hegel are used, ie., of the goal, to
which -the process trends, governing the working

; trend-—mich a_prognostiestion of the
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