onomic interests, as illustrated in the ecivil
the United States
Meighen, in one of his
that people had not read or if they had read history
misunderstood it if they
wag a farmer policy. ]

election addresses said

maintained that free trade

think we can safely say

didn’t understand the dominant economic facton
history when he utters such stuff as that,

find the mmfmutactur
I'raders while the other com

look back at the
farmer of Britain he is a protectionist while the Can

If we look at historv we
of Britain were Free

tries were Protectionists If we

adian farmer is a Free Traderl How do we account
for this contrary opinion of these classes in the two
countries?! The Capitalists of Britain discovered

that the corn law increased the living of the work

er-and fought for its abolition which realized a re

§ duetion In wages. Britain, being a country that d«

1 pended on foodstufis from 1d, had to have it
r'e4 tariff or no tariff. The farmer could add the pric
d\ of the tariff to the home grown corn as long as the

] tariff remained The landowning class could collect
more ground rent and therefore he was interested 11

:; P a tariff. The worker only receiving in wages v.hat it

l takes to live, 1t was to the economic interest of the

l intlividual eapitalists of Britain to have free trade
not only for cheap foodstuffs but also for cheap raw
material

The Canadian Farmer heing an exporter of food

\ stuffs and a purchaser of machinery which is pro

‘* dueed abroad, has no need of protection on either
corn or machinery. He wants cheap machinerv and
he is not met with competition from abroad in ag
ricultural produce

= We find the agriculturalists of Italy shouting fo
a tanft because of foreign competition and the mar
ufacturers also wantine a tariff on machines. but not

on food stuffs
Therefore we see how to analvze the different
mntives of different countries in regard to their tarifl
p()ll-'l(‘b‘, once we grasp the Marxian method of lool

ing at history

. .

f I pointed out how the various interests expressed
m/thv peaceful methods of penetration of foreien
lands, when the textile industrv was the gominant

1 class in government, how we entered the iron stage

3 of capitalism with the war as a consequence, and

{ now we have entered into the phase of a eombina

! tion of iron and oil because oil 1s the dominating

f fuel used in the encines of warfare on land, sea and

‘ Alr

! No matter what the so called Great Men will
agree about at Washington, when the economic cot
ditiors change. as thev are constantly changine, the
attempt to reconcile the economic antagonisms of the
various nations will once again break out in foree
unless the workers are intelligent enough to grasp

‘ * the situation and steer the State Ship to harbor ol
Socialism and Communigsm. there to be dismantled
and replaced by an executive of the workers, not to
govern but to administer things, and in conclusion
while we have been treated to the visit of these Great
Men let me quote Professor Seligman on this subject
I endeavored to show 1ts weakness in our first legsson

. Seligman says
2 ) ““The effeets ascribed to ereat men are often
v f’ larngely the result of forces, of which they were only
the chance vehicles. Caesar erected the Roman Em

I pire but the empire would undoubt!y have come ul

; timately without Ceasar

. ““Napoleon for the time transformed the face

Euwrope, but the France of today would in all prol
ability have been in its essentials the same had Nap
oleon never lived. Washington and Lincola assur
edly exercised the most profound influence on thei
time, but it is scarcely open to doubt that in the end
the Revolution would have succeeded though Wash
ington &nd Lincoln had rever existed. . While his
appearance 4t a particular moment appears to us as
a matter of chance, the great man influences society
only when society is in need of him. If society is
not ready, he is called, not a great man, but a vis-
ionary failure the great man ean perman-
ently succeed, only if the social environment is ripe.’’
When Seligman deals with various historians he
£y says:
: ‘“That Rousseau was not a profound historical

S lar is to put it mildly

WESTERN CLARION

Others. like leasing in

Fducation of Humanity,”’ and Herder

[deas on the Philosophy of History’’ were too mucl
nder the dominatior { the theistic onceptl
much impetus to a newer movement of thougt
1lthongh Herder in Germany and Ferguson
tland mav be lled SOMe Tres|
of anthropological estigations
[Tuxleyv as well as many of the Gen
vinted 1 that Ka his I ¢ s of ['nivers
Histo nticipated many of the mod
{ olutior it even Kant w t suft t
ited fromn ologs f tl t
{ scientih View it g1 h ¢
Heg 3 Philosopl f Histor
ral a ptan | reached o A
f the Idealist I 1tio
K i Rel s Int reta f His
the modified forn s found few herents
'he political 1nterpretation f histor
traced back to Aristotl S a4 result of putting
1t before the hors« Political ehanze has b
I eated]ly shown as but a secondarv phenomer
With tl failure of these attempts of a more o eSS
idealistie nature, the va was prepared for the

physical interpretation which 1s assoeiated with

Buekle Buckle failed to explain the distinetion of

wealth that had been advanced a decade before
another writer who was destined to become far more
famous and influential
Karl Marx enjoved some qualifications whiel
re denied to Buckle Buekle was indeed well ab
reast of the foreign as well as the Eneglish hitera
fure on historv and natural science. but his econ

ymic VICWS were those of the

well 1 aecord witl

valent sehool 1 England [hese prineiples so

ympletely lack the evolutionary point of view as
preclude and historical treatment of society

Karl Marx., on the other hand possessed the

philosophical and scientific equipment of a German

University gradnate, but found himself in direet and
nngualified opposition to the teachine of the pro
fessional economists.  While Buekle contented him
self with pointing how the physical forces affect pro
duetion of wealth, Marx addressedt himself to the

how the whole strueture of

classes

themselves depe

areer task of showine

relations of social

is modified by the

10w these relations are ndent

n antecedent economice changes

He then outline of Marx and the othe:

FIves an

thinkers of his tine hke Feuerbaeh who exerted
rofound mfluence

P. 23 Mar> was not at first specially we Vers
I m natural seience, the naturalisin of Feurbach

combined with the con "|471Hn of process 1n the dial
of Hegel led Marx finallv to the theory ‘that
1! social mstitutions are the resault of growth and
that the uses of this erowth are to be sought not in
the 1dea, but in the materal onditions Greece
and Roman his 1s to be explained the hheht of

this fact

It was Marx too. who first disclosed the eecon
omic forces which were chiefly regponsible for the
political chanzes of the middle of the mineteenth
ceutury and finally, wl Marx had originally devot
ed comparitiyely little attention to primitive civiliza

{ion. we know now that in his manuseript notes he

way to the

[hes

Family

applied his doetrine in a suceestive very
Pl h

stages of social evolution notes are used by

Engecls in his ““Origin of the

Marx has made good their main eontention with
g

Morgan's whose importance was not recognised un

til Marx and Encel’s took the matter up

p (meaning

Ancient Society
P T

Races of the midle ages this transition is a matter

“In Greece and Rome and in the Teutoni

of record, but no one -before Morgam and Engels
liad been abhle to explain it intelligently.”’

That is the' expression of Professor Seligman on
the ability of Karl Marx and, remember, he says
he is no Socialist.

I heard one professor say that the Marxian theory
was on the shelf covered with dust but at discussion
time I tackled his philosophy with that of Marx and
pointed out that Marx’s works were being taken

down oft the shelf and the dust removed.

PAGE SEVEN

| & workers: If 1 wiroused some interest
hes ssons on histor encourage the removal
f the dust by taking down Marx’s work from the
helf, my endeavour and to has not been wasted
\nvr\ th 1 )
P

FOUR YEARS' ACTIVITY OF THE MOSCOW
REVOLUTIONARY TRIBUNAL

member of t Isvest staff had an 1nter

v with Smirnow presic the Moscow revolu

irv tribunal whe n ! ‘W“v\\.mu commun!

tion on the four vears’ activity of the Moscow re¢
1114 I tribunal

In the period of 1918 1921 () cases were heard

publie sitting (162 1n 1918, 194 1919, 236 in 1920
nd 164 in the first eight months of 1921 In all
'SRZ persons were accused of whom 580 were aequit

and 2402 sentenced

In 191& 24.2 of the aceused were sentenced for
oun revolution, in 1919 only 14.4°

In 1918 29 8¢ were sen‘enced: for \]vm‘\x|,ﬂuwll

nd profiteering. in 1920 53.7% for the same offence

During four vears 76.3¢ of all accused wers
ntenced for abuse of office. counter-revolution and
ST ulation and oniv 247 for other offences, sueh
is eounterfeitine, bricandaee. frand and embezzle
nent
[t is interesting to examine the social position of
acenused (the pre-revolution social position of
TS There were: clergvinen 16. merchants and
manufacturers 265, home wm kers and artisans 80,
mbers of the free professions 249 state "!!I['\“_\""\
and \ni:i ers 211
Emplovees 1n comme industry brain
workers o580, workers 023, peasants 183, without any

particular profession or emplovment 95

This shows that onlv 29.4 of the cused belong

the nroletariat

A< to

pena:ties, thie sentence wer
Death by shooting 178 1.4
l'o | onfined in concentration camps 216 9.0%
['o foreed labor with deprival of per
nal liberty 1036 43.1%
ed labor with deprival of per
sonal hiberty 177 (4%
I onditional 1mprisonment 176 19.89%
[0 other penalties 319 13.3%
['otal 2402 100.0%
OFf the 178 sentenced to deat 10 were sentenced
ounter-revoluntion, 46 for abuse of office (30 for
ribery and corruption), 74 for robbery, 14 for spec
ition and 34 for divers erimes (murder. counter
feit r. banaivosm, fraud, embezzlement
'he majority of the accused were sentenced to
ympulsorv lahor I'he aceused whose sentences
n ider the heading “other penalties, were
mostiy ntenced to pubh ensure, loss of the right
oren publie posts, loss of political rights, con
iseation of property. expulsion from the territory
fthe R.S. F. SR
'he death sentences of the Moscow Triubnal were
not executed, and many ompulsorv labor sen
were redneed 1n tern
I amnesties sortened the punishment of 887
01 ts, 239 of who went entirelv free. 102 senten
d t ompulsory labor with deprival of personal
ltherty ot compulsory labor without deprival of lib

ert the term of 379 prisoners was reduced to five

vears and 167 prisoners got reductions of one-third.
one-half and two-thirds of their terms respectively
Among the prisoners whose term was reduced to

five vears there were many who had been sentenced

to ten, fifteen and twenty years’ compulsory-labor

-Rosta Wien
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