A

~ cannot be procured.

THE CAN ADIAN PORWAIS)

Brmsh Labor S Bld for Power‘

(By John Alexander.)

What I wish to say here is supple-
mentary to the informing article, the
Evolution of the British Labor Move-
ment, that appeared in the Forward
of December 10th. The movement in
Britain, it seems to me, is the one,
next to our own, that is of most ac-
count to us, as its' success would un-
doubtedly react most favorably on the
moyvement in Canada. Its progress,

too, takes on an added interst since °

the adoption into the new constitution
of the British Labor Party of a de-
finite Socialist objective. This is
stated as follows: “To procure for the
producers,_ by the hand or by brains,
the full fruits of their industry, and
the most equitable distribution therof
that may be possible upon the basis
of the common ownership of the
means of production and the best ob-
tainable system of popular adminstra-
tion. and controlo f each industry or
service.” There are several reasons
that inspire one with high hopes for
the future of the British Labor Party.
That veteran, Dr. G. B. Clark (by the
way, a co-member with Marx of the
first International), is optimistic

-~enough to admit the possibility of a

majority at the next election. The
Toronto Mail & Empire makes a simi-
lar admission in a recnt editorial when
it says: “The powers of plutocracy in
Britain may be swept away in one
election.”

Perhaps the most conrete indication
of the tremendous growth of Socialist
opinion in Britain is the increase in
the membership of the IL.P., the

_propaganda body in the British Labor

movement. In many, cases, notwith-
standing the conscription into the
army o(. many of their members, locals

_have enlarged their membership by
100 and even 150 per cent.
have been revived and many new ones

0Old locals

formed. In several places halls large
enough to accommoddte -the crowds
Last year the
Labour Leader, the organ of ‘the I.L.P.,
increased its sales by 25,000. Other
Socialist papers, particularly those op-
posed to the war, also report large
increases in circulation. Evidences
that the workers in Britain are awak-
ening to a proper sense of their own
importance are found again in develop-
ments in the trade union movement.

- It is now becoming common for unions

to demand a voice in the grrangement
of the industries in which they are
organized, a demand the right of
which has already been conceded in
beveral capitalist quarters.

The rank and file, too, show less
and less a disposition to accept the
decigions of their leaders unquestion-

_ ably, proof of this being found in the

growing influence of the shop com-
ittees and the frequency of  un-
uthorized strikes. A serious en-

_deavor ‘is also being made to amalga-
mate competing unions, and a strong
tendency towards industrial unionism

apparent. These features of the

M union movement are all to the

u with a more enlightened
) ) & higher standard of ser-
be demanded of their Parlia-
tp,t.ivea who form the
ybor Party in Parliament.

out that while this move has been
long advocated by many of their mein-
bership, there were two
which, operating in the same manner
as the famous Taff Vale decision on
the trade unions, finally forced their
hands. Fifst, ther was the taxing of
the “divvy,” the Governmeént declar-
ing that it was so different from the
profits nfade by a capitalist corpora-
tion and therefore subject to income
tax. Then there was the cold-shoul-
dering in the case of appointees to the
boards dealing with the control of
foodstuffs and their prices. Despite
the fact that the co-operative societies,
.collectively, are the largest trading
concern in Britain, represntation was
refused them on the said boards, men
connected with capitalistic interests
gettin gthe preference. It has been
reportéd that the co-operatives may
establish a daily newspaper, am almost
imperative requirement: should the
labor forces form the next Govern-
‘ment, and a valuable adjurct in any
case.

In addition to the organizations al-
luded to as making up the army of
the workers, the war has produced
still another—the War Veterans’ As-
sociation. Unlike théir sister_body in
Canada, the returned men in Britain
are wisely associating themselves with
the trade unions. According to reliable
reports, the men in the trenches are
well nigh unanimous in declaring that
“things must bé different” in Britain
after the war. Past experiences have
taught them how best to serve their
own interests—by joining forces with
their oppressed fellow-workers. Only
in this way can they secure a stake
in the country for which they have
rigked their lives, limbs and health
to defend.

Regarding the magter of joining
hands with the radicals, the left wing
of the Liberal party, I should like to
observe that while the policy might
be questioned, it is undeniably true
that such men as Hogge, Pringle,
Ponsonby and Outhwaite have put up
a much more creditable fight against
the attacks on the péople’s liberties
during the war than have most of the
Labor party.

To these several bodies mentioned
as beingr_lon the side of labor might
be added the general labor or Social-
istic sentiment largely created by the
war. The conduct of the Coalition
Government in its tender regard for
the profiteers and consequent neglect

.

of the consumers ha$ exposed, as no
amoéunt of Socialist propaganda could,
the true nature of the old ﬁantiés. They
have piled up against themselves a
huge mass of most damning evidence.
Then the way that money has been
found to finance the war and the vast
measures taken to carry it on have

. been a lesson to.the dullest mind.
The plea of poverty put up whenever -

any scheme to lighten: the workers’

-burden was urged has been exposed

as a hollow sham. -The arguments of
impracticability brought against pro-
posals for jfate ownership and control

are now seen to be but capitalist sub-~

ter uges.

Two 1mportant electoral changes
are about to be made which also will

materially aid the Labor party. ‘The

first is the extension of the franchise
to six million women and four million
men. '
women in the industries has no doubt
quickened their interst in - political
representation. . -The granting of fe~
male suffrage will also allow many of
its active advocates to again take up
their work in the Socialist ranks and
devote themselves to ‘the education of

. thoiruxlnﬁu rllhtuuntthemlm.
The eutnnemse& males wﬂl be chlcny-
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young men who are supposed to be

overwhelmingly Soelalistic in their
views. The othér change redounding
to the Labor party’s advantage will.be
the redistribution of Parliamentary
seats. At presnt in the industrial
centres, where labor always finds its
strongest support, we find cases of
one M.P. to 30,000 voters, and in rural
districts where the squire holds sway
one M.P. to 3,000 voters. In Theé bill

about {to be passed such anomalies,

will . be largely wiped out. Takipg
Glasgow as a case in point, instead of
seven seats it will have fifteen under
the new arrangement. Here the I.L.P.
alone is taking steps to find candidates
for ten of these. Another beneficial
reform is that the returning officers’
fees, amounting to $500 for each
candidate, will in the future be paid
by the Government.

Surely the prospects for the Labor
parly were never brighter, and there
is . no reason to fear that it does not
fully appreciate its great oppertunity
to become a much greater, if not the
greatest, factor in deciding under what
conditions the workers of Britain shall
live. According to latest reports 402
candidates' will be put up. If the
present total of members in the House
of Commons is retained, 670, it will
require a high percentage of gains to
obtain a majority. Mr. Arthur Hen-
derson has been appointed organizer-
in-chief” of the preparations for the
election. Of course, the old capitalist
party or parties can be depended on
to concoct an election issue—the
never-failing red herring—to divert
the workers’ allegiance to their own
interests and party.. There is, too,
the possibility ofs the next election

being a war one, brought about by
a political crisis—genuine or trumped
up. In such a case the workers would
almost certainly be hopelessly divided,
their patriotism being probably “ex-
ploited on the issue of a military vic-
tory versug peace by negotiation, re-
sulting in a new lease of power to
the capitalists” party.

All that has been. said on the pre-

mise that social evolution in Britain
will proceed along a peaceful course.
But famine (of which signs are al-
rea.dy not wanting) may transform the
nat'l?xr'ally conservative Britisher into a
revolutionary like his Russian brother.
Like him,too, he would have no pro-
fessional army to contend with.in his
strike for liberty. As in Russia, so in
Britain, the Socialists would naturally
take the lead, they being the one ele-
ment in, present-day society with the
knowledge necessary to give the revo-
lution intelligent direetion.

(Continued from Page 5),

For-them the great Sacialist scholars,
thinkers and publicists have written
in vain. And for them the enormous
changes that the war has already made
in capitalist property relations mean
nothing, indicate nothingy except per-
haps a more intensified and longer
continued slavery for the proletariat.
They are not even “wise after the
event.”

We print im to-day’s issue such a
communication, showing as it does
the complete confusion that ‘exists in
the minds of many Socialists concern-
ing this matter. We ask our readers
to note the extraordinary contradic-
tions that.run through it from the very
beginning. First we are told that all
our readers agree with us as to the
significance of nationalism of rail-
roads to the fulfilment 6f § lism,
and this is immediately followed by
the assertion that state capitalism is
“our most powerful foe.” That govern-

ment ownership of railroads 'is “no -

more ‘socialistic’ than the growth of
trusts.” .It wmﬂd no: doubt. surprise
this correspondent to hear that prac-

_ tically all well intormd Socialists do-

reprd the growth ot‘trnstiu distinet-
1y “socialistic.” That they. are certaln
tndiecttona - of mmu m tlw anw!

Nencihon

“workers.

not only Socialists b!‘ W Q’M
ists have long perceived: But we leave
the letter to our readers and shall not’

further comment upon it. e

That this outlook should still cxht

_certainly ‘a reflection on the -man-
ner in which Socialist economics have
been taught. It can hardly bejcon-
tended that the pupils are congenitally
ignorant, but for some reason—prob-
ably a fault of the teaching—the ac-
tual Socialist view of “state social-
ism” has.not been clearly conveyed to
them. Even' Frederick Engels, theJ
most clear, concise and powerful So-
cialist writer on this subject, appears
to have largely labored in vain.

It may very possibly be that there
is yet a preponderance of “utop
ingredients in our Socialist thinking;
an assumption that everything that is
done to further Socialism must be
consciously and deliberately done by
and enlightened working class and a
complete ignoring of the infinitely
greater fact of the evolutionary pro-
cess unconsciously initiated and car-
ried through by the capitalist state
itself, a process of which the ultimate
ends, and even the indications, are
hardly seen by capitalist statesmen.

e 'have been perhaps so obsessed
with the idea that we Socialists were
ever and always must be the sole
factor that we have never been able
to actually comprehend the importance
of the evolutionary process in capital-
ist relations, always judging the act
by the immediate intentions and ob-
jects of those who inaugurate it.
Therefore, because apparently the
state control of railroads gives guar-
anteed profits to the previous owners,
that is the entire application of the
matter. It is a clever capitalist trick
of no benefit to the workers, either
immediately or in the future. It is
this mode of thinking that, no doubt,
gives rise to .the fatuous criterion so
often indulged in by Socialist agita-
tors: “If this thing is for the benefit
of the working class, 1 am for it; if
not, I am against it.”” The ridiculous
assumption being that everything that
happens from now until the ultimate
realization of Socialism must neces-
sarily be “for the benefit”—that is, the
immediate benefit—of the working
class.

That this point of view is false and
foolish needs no argument. Between
now and #ife establishment of Social-
ism it is almost certain that most of
the things that happen will not be for
the immediate benefit of the working
class, and especially those things—
like state control of railroads—that
are inaugurated by capitalist and not
by working class. interests. There is
no primrose path to Socialism; on the
contrary, it is altogether likely to be
even a rockier road than that which
we have already travelled, and there
never was, and never will be, an intel-
ligent Socialist who will contend that
“state socialism” is or was intended
tp be of any immediate benefit to the
But that goes not in the
least prevent it from being an indica-
tion of and a prelude to genuine demo-
crafic collecuvism g ‘

GOV, WILL: APPOINT SOLDIERS’
-- SETTLEMENT BOARD EARLY
IN NEW YEAR.
Ottawa, Dee. 21.—The government
is receiving a considerable number of
inquiried indicating a desire on the

‘part of the returned soldiers to take

advantage of the legislation passed
last session to assist soldiers in seftl-
axrlc\ﬂtunl pradncﬁon
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