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Kodaks by the Way

- ABOR Parties, like Cleopatra, have ‘‘infinite
.variety.”’ And also, like her, they cause
mueh eonfusion among their admirers. They come

- .“and ge, wavering like moonlight on a lake, with
* gvery disturbanee of the moment, until the woed of

the ehuss issue disappears r in the forest of emergency
legislati

Why this confusion! Why this running after
falee gods? Patently, lack of knowledge of the class
imsme. For, if that issue were understood, the pas-
sing iucidentals of labor exigencies would melt like

_ mist in the morning sun. Yet that is but a state-

ment earrying no explanation. Since, if that issue

_were understood, we should be on the verge of the

new-seciely.: And conversely, not being understood,
the mew society is net a thing of the immediate fu-
ture. I is a more dilatory affair than we thought.
Most of us ecame out the ‘‘last war’’ with the
feeling that the eapitalist system was done for. We
eould not see—perhaps do not yet see—how it could
stand the shock and strain of peace dissensions. Yet
it stands, apparently more concentrated in the means
of life and power than ever. That had to be ae-
counted {pr. And aceounting it earned for the purely
Socialist Parties the heavy-weight title of ‘‘reaction-
.’q  From the alleged failure of the Socialists to
good." wpoﬁt by the upmhst crma,” fo
s 10 TIOtOTy,” CAlE DEW
wierd methods of attack, and still wierder notions
of virility. Not that the Socialist Parties could
make good, not that there was a crisis, or the slight-
est chanee of vietory. The idea itself proves its own
futility. But because that hope and belief was there
and was found wanting; progressive reaction dis-
carded the old propaganda of knowledge and turned
to the more alluring vintage of direct means. And
direet means led—as it could not fail to lead—by the
meandering usages of opportunism, to the blind
alley of compromise. Reform of parties; reform of
program and policy; reform of method and tactic—
all were called to book, and new views of attack
and initiative were culled from the drastic change
and sad experience that confronted the deeaying
hapes of that ‘‘new world after the war. ” . S0 we
stand to-day, divided and embittered, each nursing
his own prejudice and animosity; each * ‘ander his
own viue and fig tree.”’ e
Bi the vine and fig tree of individualism has
completely gone by the board. Our issue, the class
jssue, i a social issue, caring nothing for man or
gmup. It is an international society, heedless of
nation gr empire, or their expa‘umae& And in the
temu!mlumtynmmt—proeeed There is no
room for this or that idealism; for this or that pan-
acea; for this or that pursuit of eclectic good; for
thhcrthttvisimﬂngofeommonm That is but
begging the question. For the common aim is of the
bloed of unity, and unity pulses with the vim and
gtrength of social vieissitude. That unity is to be

" achieved through the burning experience of social
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-_flitafle of condition. Tt is not the progeny of reason,

" thongh renson is 2 factor in its promotion. Tt is not
&Md!mthwqﬁbrumyhenndo—me
dfﬂt Tt is not s yrediey of contrivance,
‘ithltmdinmm. It is born of the
‘agencies of socizl forces and conditions.
*Wﬁy&mmdﬂm
‘sivag MMMW%-&r-

pried loose from eur ancient proconceptions by the
new order of living conditions. Our individualist
traditions are scattered by the trade winds of mon-
opolist activities. Our cherished eonvictions and
their visible institutional forms are laid low by the
expansive forces of the developing maechine, and
driven more-and more insistently into the orbit of
high finance. We are drawn into a eommon plane
of social perception, as we have already been herded
in the common realty of economic necessity.

We_ may say what Soeialism is, but who can
divine the changes and chances on the road of its
aecemplishment? Beecause i3lism (as a eoneept)
iz static and faetual, while the détail of its becoming
is dynamic and eireumstantial.  And it is just this
circumstabtial - negation of our social theorising
which has divided us into weak and struggling fac-
tions, and has turned the one time comely edifice of
the socialist eoneeption into a hissing and a bye-worg-
And because of the disappointments engendered by
a vanishing ideal we turn te other and seemingly
more promising means for its fulfilment, seeking in
the darkening conditions of our time the provfs to
justify our new eonditioning of things.

But-it is forgotten that the eircumstantial nega-
fion of our theorising is not the same thing as the
ﬁrcumwtnl negation of reality. It is not the

" eonception which .roquives " Vrbishing ;
it is only our eoneept of it whch need. .o be b!ulcht
into harmony with the faets. The fact itself is true
enough. It is our idea that is at fault, a matter
zbundantly evident in the shifty programmes and
emergency policies of the labor parties of to-day.
And by the same token, until that harmony is effect-
ed we batter at the doors of method in vain. For,
just as we do not get Soecialism, because we do not
understand it, so we do not get a united front be-
cause we do not understand our soeiagl organisation
and its necessgry relationships. The one is a con-
sequence of the other. And it is just as futile to ex-
pect Socialism without understanding it as it is im-
possible to obtain unity without the prerecognition
of our social status, and its resultant clear cut issue
of class. We are slaves in bond, and our first neces-
gity is to erush the lie that we are free. That done,
the seales shall fall from our eyes. That not done,
we are blind men, wandering among the tombs of
tradition.

To crush that lie brings us to the Socialist posi-
tion and its tacties. Since the question is immediate :
How is it to be done? Clearly not by trying to ham-
mer into the head of a soc.-disant freeman the notion
that he is a slave. Clearly not by expecting the
schools of initiative to accept a philosophy apparent-
ly antagonistie to experience and training. Clearly
not by offering us ecertain plants from the tatter
demalion rafts of expediency,in hope that thereby
we may oeeupy a common platform. And. just as
cdlearly, not by counting the particular heads of
specific polities, in the belicf that eustom shall vin-
dieate our choice. That is not the role of custom,
bnt of materisl fact, out of which proceeds both the

custom and its necessity. The teaching of Socialism
-ﬁhtontotthe whole body of historic material of
the fime, develop the forces and influenees which
negate the conditions of the time, abrogating thir
basis use and necessity, and theréeby amulling their
power, aﬂ&aaommmughmmmmin
of new.needs and new necessities, the forees and in-
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And that the agents of this process—those forees
and influenees—are the material conditions and cap-
acities of produetion, and the human interests of the
several eomponents of the soeial organisation. And
it teaches farther—direetly or by implieation—that
the human element does not impose its will or eon-
trol upon the process, except and until it beeomes
censcious of the impinging eontradictions of the con-
flicting forees of society. That is to say that man
reacts to the stubborn momentae of conditions only
through the modus vivendi of experienee, medifying

“those condlitions through the thwarting interven-

tions of elassie inheritanee.

We may be glad and rejoice that labor has ae-
hieved a revelution, and a government ; has inereas-
ed its represemtation, its vote, and its spectaculsr-
isms. But only as they bear witness to the indomi-
tability of hamanity. They are not indiestive of the
near triumph of Socialism. Rather they are sympto-
matic of the gathering oppressions of the great
steam roller of capitalism, crushing the fife of the
peoples if the bloddy wine press of its acenmulms
tions. Nor need we fix our eyes upon them to ”v
fit by their mistakes. For assuredly the future shell -
not be called upon to do what it is requn'eldﬁe
present. The one lesson they convey is ‘the utter’,” <
failure 3f the cross-roads system, nnd&ewqd’
the forgedsmasrches of mi :
ix & pfotean complex in motion, !
tomorrow will be arrayed and deployed quite other-
wise than those of today. Differéent eonditions must
call for different modes of procedtire, and diffevemt
answers must be given to their appeal. And if we
hope to answer their questioning we must be pre-
pared, not with the simple intimacy of their pheno-
mena, but with the deeper fundament of their con-
ditionming :

Out of that complex will come the forees to
vitiate and overrule the capitalist system. It will
generate its conflicting interests, erushing the weak
in the triumph of the strong. Changing methods
will make class interests more desperately implae-
able ; necessity make them more irreeoncilable. Thus
it shatters the social concepts of ‘‘right,”’ ‘‘ justiee,””
“fairplay,”” ‘“‘morality.”’ As it has blotted out in-
dividual enterprise with its ruthless competition
so the continuation of the process will extinguish
the lesser group. Thus ‘‘freedom,”” ‘‘initiative,”
and the ‘‘reward of endeavor’’ wilt in the hot glare
of its rivalry. In the pursuit of imperialist ambi-
tions it will subvert the probity of every parlia-
ment, as it has already whelmed the vaunted honor
of every state. So ‘“liberty’’ and ‘‘demecraey,”
and ““social serviece’’ are flouted and disrupted. So
society becomes more corrupt and vieious; its morals
being shaken, its moral code vanquished. 8o its
life becomes more precarious and despicable, its
notions of value distorted, the whele fabriz of its
cherished institutions traduced.

But society cannot continue to exist in depravity
and distortion. It is the subvertsation of the very
thing it was organised to achieve: soeial preserva-
tion. The social interests and satisfsetions voided and
set aside, gather to themsélves out of the mighty
magma of progress, the means and powers of their
preservation. While the vitiating of the old system
mgdngon:bcve,thembhnbonof'thenewhh-

ing accomplished underneath. And when. the ‘coun-
terllimng of eunﬂiding vested iutel'el! has ained




