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The Straight Issue

HE unsettiement of peace has affected the
-SSP .!C as largely as society in general
Indééd, if one may judge from recent utter
Sneés in-the Olarion, if the S>P. of C. is not alread)
‘defunct it has an oininous rattle in the throat. B
“tween econstitutional conciliatipn; waiting for somc«
thing to turn up; and its ‘*be kind to auld grannie”’
attitade to labor, it has surely adopted a new Jos-
.+ ephi’s eoat philosophy. Com. ‘‘C,”’ Com. Harrington,
even ye editor, all vigoroysly ring, the changes of
+the wider vision (and ineidentally we may toll our
< ‘sgade in gratitude, for Marx, on whose good broad
‘“‘whoulders we can foist our pet predilections.)
~“And what is this wider vision?! Apparently, that
between labos and socialism there ought, or need,
to be, no antagonism (H.) ; that our attitude to labor
. politieally should be sympethetic, as it is economic-
_“afly-{C) ; and that, seemingly, the mechanies of the
. gocialist ‘philosophy may be resilient to eonciliative
mehon (Macleod). Well, another little ripple
on the flowing waters can make no difference.
: 'l'herealqnuhonofmeuuehu As the
rfature of tacties 880 be determined by the maturc
“«nfthe sposition, we must 160k at the propesition—
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aﬂy ownedvand'achnmxstered in the interest of the *tmdmon Gf freedom. hat forged

-“whelemociety. The premise is not in question. Why
_are those means not soeially owned? Because the
“current system, capital, signifies the owmership and
eontrol of those means of life, by and for the ex-
.elysive interests of the capitalist elass. The aim of
Soecialism is, therefore, the transference of property
‘right in the means of life, from a single elass, to so-
ciety. How is this transference to be effected ?
There we touch the erucial question. And its ans-
wer is to be found, not merely in the phenomenal an-
tagonisms of effect, but in the basie fundamental of
itz harmonies as well.

Capital had its ineeption as a social protest
against -the obsolete restrictions of Feudalism. It
took form and ideation from and amidst the conflict
of developing commeree with the established aristo-
cracy of land. Tt strove incessantly, in war and tur-

' moil, against the tyranny of ancient class rule; but
it was not that struggle that gave it vietory. It de-
W the intellectus!l reflex of its ambitions, yet

" mot for that was its triomph. Tt achieved itself be-
m in harmony with the developing forees of mer-
‘eantile eonditions, it served, vitalised and regen-
w the physical, ‘memtal and moral needs of a
m the bondage and servility of the

,.&rgwupaf its activitys. Dnder the .
%‘dwm of

o the i

But, while it served th:
general, temporarily, fund
interest of a new elass rulc. In establishing the new
freedom it also established the regnahey of its own
dominion. It maintained its new law with the aspira
tions of soeiety. It clothed its mew institutions with
the idealism of class abstractions. In its develop
ment, it built up the new property forms of *‘right.”’
‘‘justiee,”’ ‘‘freedom,’” ‘“humanity,’’ *“eivilisation,”’
ioto jts own tradition of ‘“eternal truth.”” But be-
cause eternal truth violates the reality of eternal
movement, because ¥rty right is fundamentally
anti-spcial, the new prdgress inevitably. developed
new forms of cenfliet e mebility of the market
contradieted the mobility of labor; for the free mar-
ket is ‘the sy‘lnbolofcx;hnam, while free laber is
the- satisfaetion of the means of life. The former
uastrnghtmneo&eqﬁhsteh-ﬂk Thé latter,
transformed by socisl. Misunderstanding, imto its
Capitalist eoralhry——t% Jravesty of comtract.

Thus Cap:hli‘maq ppamtly beginmning as
a single class with a onam,neemtﬂynn
folded its ever growing hitterness of class divisions.
It graded and subdivided. nqmmm.nd
faction. It subdivided apil antagonized It genfus-
lndvelled dﬂed ot Npt

grovig: Tactine-and
division into the elosed orbit of up!talm nmlnhon,
and motived with the idealist phantasies of ecapital-
ist ideation. And as the venue of political activities
widened and changed under the widening stress of
trade issues, the fundamental economic of the ruling
class_.was foreed more insistently, more completely
into the forefront of living life. And thjs constant
march of life and its reality, on theory and its vision-

interests of society in
imentally, it served the
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ism, breught into ever inereasing prominence the
burried shifts and double edged expedients of class
reform. For this exploitation of the living by the
dead , of need by law, demands and implies the con-
tinual redecoration of reality.

If static society is to eontinue in existence, if
capitalist civilisation is to endure, the rude clash of
interest nrust be softened. The struggle of seetion
with section for the necessities of their- ambitions
must be alleviated ; the struggle of labor for bread
mitigated : the quest of man for satisfaction. modi-
fied. In the modification of these fhings, the foree
and form of the modifying influenee must draw its
‘sustenance from the energy of pulsing eondition.
Interest must choose and coneiliaté in the subservi-
ence of interest; power gloss the seeret of power in

. the eontentment of exploitation ; need eorrellate with

need in the violence of progress. And to do this they
must use the forces at hand—the interaetions of
interest itself. Positive interest joins with its kind
for a common objective. Negafive interest—minor
in power—is thrust aside or absorbed. Dominance
sacrifices its rival — and sometimes Its rivalry—for
the perpetuation of privileges While exploited
mbjechon responds, almost mechanieally, to the com-

* pelling immediaey of need. Each and all, moved by
~ primal interest, react to its impulse. They sow as

\'ﬁycee'ﬂ:eyshiggkutheynust they devise

as‘they ean; they bind or they loosen as circum-
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franéhise, passed factory acts, repealed the corn
laws—the Chartists, the Shaftesburys and Peels, or
the opposing rivalries of property interests¥ Who
made free trade, Cobden or the growth of industry?
Who abrogated slavery in Britain, Wilberforce or
progressive economy in production?, Who abelished
it in Ameried, Lincoln or ecapitalist eompetition?
What turned the liberal Gladstome of the 40s into
the Imperialist of the 80s?
tussian revolution, Lenin or Czarist feudalispy ?
Who won the war, the U.S. (1) or the MOf
the eemtral powers? Who dictated the PMM
Wilson or imperialism ¢ Is it not the same witlh‘.r
organmizations? What motives the 8. P. €& lﬁr&
vagaries? Or the A. F. L1 Or international afiilia-
tion? Or the One B. U.! Or W“
ping *—Initiative, or the blind p

Sympathetic reflexes or the reﬂexa’

tened proletariat?

True, men play their part in all thole lﬁnes. Bnt
not the determining part. According as they saw
the sitmation they struggled and influenced . And
the elarity of their seeing Wwas d by the
feeandity of their conditioning.
duet of their times: the tools of
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they fonnd tbemselveu tmthetmglod
tides of events they reacted to the philosophy of |
events as status, and elass, and interest touched the
chords of sympathy or aversion. And aceording to the
extent and degree that the emfotions of society, were
awakened, ie, as society visaslised the condition,
they, as spokesmen of particular ideals, could reach
out to the erowd and draw it, in virtue of its own
comprehension, or, were repelled by the deadness of
ils unimaginative inertia.

Certainly, men, parties and issues, change —even

Who' determined the

as the spring flowers, the abiding state, the eternal

hills. Yet not by determinate volitions ,but only as
their conceptual incidence is preven by time, or an-
nulled by progress. The thing that they were, the
thought that they dreamed is trite, or it is false. Not
only relative to time, but relative to reality. That
is. it satisfies not merely the exigencies of the hour,
but also correllates with the essentials of being.
Consequently, if false, it leaves but a memory, sepul-
ehred in the dust of pitying eyes. If true, it stands
related through all the ages. Henee it comes that
the few ‘““invariably right,”’ that can give a reason
stand, conseious and decisive inthe dual relation of
time and reality; while the “mﬂmn who' ean never
Be wrong’’ maintain their eoheion by molar might
anly in the foaming phases of timé. Who was right,
RBoger Bacon er medieval scholasticism? Columbaus,
or the mass that jeered at his witlessness? Coper-
gicus, or the quantity that saw not his kingdem?
ano or the dogma that destmyed him? Darwin, -
er the world that derided? Marx, or the inertia of
“freedom"? Lenin, or the bulk that determimed
bis activity? Liebknecht, or the number that ‘over-
matched him? Andhst,butmethelﬂstiolll.
socialism, or the exigenee of mm‘l
Conversely, what determines the !igllt

sty of eventst "htm‘tle .

“with the blood of life, its msian
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