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Political Representation

All true political representation must be, and can only
be based on definite economic interests.—(Marx)

IRCUMSTANCES (camp conditions prineip
ally) operate against my desire to rv;')ly to
my erities and at the same time push on to

social

more considerations of ways and means~of

change resort to whole-
sale quotations of matter needful to support the pos
itions 1 assume in regard to working elass politieal
It is the immediate
future I have in mind in reasoning on this strategy
Far

mer-Labor parties, politically representative of the

In this pass I propose to

strategy, Socialist and Labor
particularly in Canada and the United States.

chief produring elements of those national communi
ties, have been formed in certain loealities, while in
others such coalitions are either agitated for or else
close affiliations of existing farmer and labor politi
cal parties are advocated. The desire in these pro
posals is for a larger mass of co-ordinated radical
clements in the struggle against the more powerful
business interests who exercise preponderating eon
trols as to the formation of-public opinion and over
both
Chiefly, the basis of unity of the economic groups is
the
against the exploiting business elements; and on the

state policies in home and foreign affairs

claimed on ground of common interests as
possession of a ecommon psychology as produeers,
having concepts of the superior funetional worth
to society of the producer and his rights as such.
Many
foster or form these hyphenated Farmer-Labor par-
ties on the ground that farmers are employers of
wage laborers and that therefore there inevitably
arises a conflict of interest between the two classes
whieh is bound to have its political reflex. On the
whole I see the matter in the same light though I am

socialists disagree with the attempt to

inelined to have some greater regard than some of
them for the integrating power of the interests and
mental trnitsl]vld by the groups in (*umnmn‘Thouzh
the proposal for the amalgamation of Farmer-Labor
groups in one political party may have its virtue, I
can not see that it woald have any chances of per
manancy. This, partly because of the confliet of in-
terest alluded to as wage workers and employers,
and partly—perhaps mainly—because the groups
are of different occupational interest to a great de
gree. The problems of the farming class in the
futurg will have to be dealt with by themselves with
a minimum of interference from those who have no
first hand aequaintance with the facts of agricul-
tural technology and economies. Better each group
have its own party so that conflict of interest Ybe-
tween the groups may be fought out without im
pairing organization, while there is nothing to pre
vent them acting together spontaneously or by ar-
rangement when common interest prompts them so
te do

come

Sueh promptings, we may prediet, will be
frequent with the spread of socialist
ideals and as needs dictate. My belief is that there
is a period of development in political formation

more

along the lines of economie group representation on
_the North American continent, tending to take some
sueh shape as fnllows: a political party of the bour-
geois interest, a party of the agricultural interest,
and a party of the wage-working interest, the two
latter parties making up the progressive left and
beeoming, in course of time more and more impreg-
nated with socialist ideals.

Here then I propose a discussion for two issues
of the Clarion, dealing with the inherited system of
political representation whose seeming breakdown,
due to the deflection of Farmers and wageworkers
from the old-line parties to partit'jq of their own in-
terest, is the ocecasion for my prediction of a de-
velopment of political representation by eeonomic
groups.
structure and working of a group system omnee ob-
taining in Medieval times. T eleet Professor Charles
A. Beard, historian of high reputatiom. I lift Beard
from the pages of his ‘‘Economic Basis of Politics,”’
a series of four leetures given at Amherst College,
U.8,, in 1916, the last lecture revised in the light of

Other issues will contain a review of the

later political experience, the whole published in

ook form in 1923 by Alfred A. Knoft, New York:

The Doctrine of Political Equality.

HE grea

ceptions, havg-regarded

t political philosophers, with few ex-
the
power,

property as

fundamental element in

political
nd have looked upon a constitution as a balanee of
The and

.eveloped before the nineteenth eentury were in fact

economie groups governments founded

complexes of group interests. Nowhere was the re
presentative system, in its origin, designed to reflect

the opinions of mere numerical aggregations of hu

man beings eonsidered in the abstraet apart from
property and employment. On the contrary, it re
fleeted the sentiments and views of different sorts
and eonditions of me: estates or orders rlvrgy.

nobility, burghers, and peasants
In the United States whers

estate or established nobility to be represented in

there was no clerieal

the government, the existence of the two fundamen-
owners of realty and the
taken
positive eonstitutional law or in the check and bal

tal property groups—the
owners of personalty—was into account in
ance system provided by the separation of powers
If the first Ameriean constitutions were more demo-
cratie than those of Europe, the faet is not to be
attributed to radieal changes in human nature, in
duced by a voyage aeross the Atlantie, but, as the
great Webster pointed out, to a very wide distribu
tion of property, due mainly to cheap land

So things stood in the elosing years of the old re
gime. Then suddenly came two great revolutions,
cne in economie faet, and the other in political theo
rv. The first was brought about by the invention of
the steam engine and machinery, ereating an im
mense amount of property which *had hitherto ex
isted only as a minor_element in economic life, name
ly. industrial and mereantile capital
did this new form of property acecumulate that even
in the United States. by the middle of the nineteenth

century, it exeeeded in value the agricultural land

So rapidly

of the country

Being more mobile and more easily concentrated
than land. a vast portion of it quickly fell into the
hands of. relatively speaking, a small portion of
society. As land was the great stabilizer of the old
order, so eapital became the great disturber in the
new order. Like a mighty giant tossing to and fro
in a fever. in its quest for profits, it tore masses of
men from the land. from their sleepy villages and
hamlets. and hurled them here and there all over the
globe. Under its influence the old sharp class differ

ences were disarranged. 'The peasant might be-
ecome a suecessful eotton spinner, a financial mag-
nate. a eontributor to party war-chests, a peer of the
realm. The Manchester individualists, Cobden and
Bright, looking upon the new order which they had
helped to create. pronounced it good and declared
that because anv hustling individual might rise from
poverty to wealth. the era of individual equality had
arrived. Instead of studying the new groups, the
new class divisions, more subtle and complex than
ever before, they proclaimed the glad dayofequality

While James Watt was experimenting in (}las-
gow with the steam engine, and thus preparine to
blow up the old economie order in the realm of fact,
a Freneh philosopher. Jean Jacques Rousseau. was
experimenting with ideas scarcely less dangerous to
the ancient regime than the operations of the Scotch
mechanie. Unlike his distinguished predecessor in
politjeal science. Montesquicu, Rousseau did not
search assiduously among the institutions and habits
of mankind to find a basis for his political philoso-
vhy. Rousseau was not a man of seience or a de-
tached scholar. He was a passionate propagandist.
He formulated the sentiments and views of the third
estate in France then beginning to thunder against
the monarehv. which was buttressed bv the special
privileges of the clergv and the nobility. Tn his

Social Contraet he set forth the moral and philoso-

phic justification for the revolt of the third estate.
In his system of political thought, Rousseau, in
cffect, advanced several negative propositions. He
denied that ‘there was any inheregt and essential
ccnnection between economies and politics. He re-
pudiated the idea that the nature and amounf of
men’s material possessions and the character of their
cecupations could have any substantial influence on
their political sentiments and their political aetions.
He rejected the age long view that the transmission,
alienation, aceumulation, and distribution of wealth
bore a funddmental relation to the form and prae-
tices of the denied the doetrine
that society is a complex of more or less conscious
For the group or class-man he
substituted the abstraet, the cosmopolitan, the uni-

government. He
groups and interests

versal man

In order that we may get the essence of this
rew political philosophy, let us make a somewhat
close examination of the doctrines laid down by
Rousseau. He simply cannot be ignored, for his
Social Contract became the text book of the Freneh
that equalization

movement which has in our day penetrated even the

Revolution and of world-wide
heart of China, preparing the way for the overthrow
of absolutism and the triumph of the third estate

The origin of the state Rousseau finds not in a
divine ecommand that one should rule over others, or
in the fusion of estates, but in a voluntary union of
free men. Of course Rousseau knows that this was
not true, in point of faet, and respeet for the truth
But he carnot allow the
matter of historicity to interfere with the founda-
tions of his system of political ethies

compels him to admit it

"If,
then, we remove from the social contract sl that is

In Book I of his Social Contract, he says:

ot of its essence, it will be reduced to the following
terms: Each of us gives in common his person and
all his force under the supreme direetion of the gen-
eral will; and we receive each member as an indivi-
sible part of the whole

“Immediately, this aet of association produces.
instead of the individual person of each contracting
party, a moral and collective body, composed of as
many members as the assembly has votes, whieh re-
ceives from the same aet its utility,—its common
being, its life and its will. This public personage,
thus formed by the union of all the others, formerly
took the name of city, and now takes that of republic
or body politic. This is called the state by its mem-
bers when it is passive; the sovereign when it is
active; and a power when comparing it to its equals.
With regard to the associates, they take collectively
the name people, and call themselves individually
citizens, as participating in the sovereign authority,
and subjeets, as submitted to the laws of the state
[‘ut these terms are often confounded and are taken
one for the other. Tt is enough to know how to dis-
tinguish them when they are employed with all pra-
cision.

Having found the origin of society in a general
agreement of free and equal men, Rousseau natural-
ly places sovereign power by moral right in ““th»
people’”’—a collectivity of all the imdividual mem-
bers of the state. The law of the state is therefore
not the will of some class (like the landed gentry)
imposed upon all others, or a compromise rule pro-
duced by a balance of conflicting group interests,
but is, according to Rousseau, an expression of ‘“the
general will.”” This alone is its justification. If it
destroys the rights and property of the individual
still he must abide by it. ‘‘In order then that the
social contract may not be an idle formula, it in-
cludes tacitly this engagement, which alone ean give
foree to the others, that whoever shall refuse to obey
the general will, shall be compelled to it by the
whole body. This signifies nothing if not tbat he
will be forced to be free; for it is this condition
which, giving each eitizen tothe eountry, guarantces
him- from all personal dependence—a _condition
which forms the deviee and working of the politieal

(Continued on page 8) :
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