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w Part\ is reactionarv.
‘mont the party of revolu—
- tionsry socialism, z.é,- arxian Socialism. This dis-
tinction, at tht%%mmt, Throws quite a little
- light on the mat

in exutence “ i j& the purpose of this writing 10
sift the basis of &f belief and to test its accuracy.
s+ To react is to “M back,”’ ie, tQTespond to the
_stimulus of an dept condition. ln the semse in
*\\'Meh it i8 used by the different lﬁof fraternities it
muns that the 8.7
forwardmg of wofl

or farsighted onond

a ward, ‘‘too slow.”” This

meaning earries the “farther implication—by $B-E has no
<frast—that the real workers’ parties, (et al) areiin
the vangnard of astivity. With what result? 'lin

&progrm of working class cohesion and its:

-by the mrogrenlie S. P. whieh, wed@ ﬂn

he* of the past confuses and divideg Hhe
. ers )u‘}iﬁt struggle for mprem@.."‘m
( : P:-upprogressive 883t is smd

he social 'up.;' ipirations B The 3

Like Jer-, dq%

fies a aeolaratmu of its prmclp es,
A summary of the tested confusions of historic ma

‘%eerillim (and if it printed nothing else, it would

all:-sufficient, could we understand) and ealls
upon the workers to unite under the banner of the
S. P.—ie, to adopt the prineiples of historic ma
terialism—in order to eapture political power, which
is the gateway to economic freedom. But the work
ers do not unite and do not adopt those prineciples
nay, don’t bother even to read them. Why?! Be
cause they do not know what those principles imply
and entail, and therefore they cannot unite for the
promotion of an ideal they do not comprehend. This
word ‘‘comprehend’’ bears no eonstruction of cen
sure or blame. We know well enongh why the work
mg. class do not comprehend—the lack of opportun
ity. of enquiry; the lack of data to compare; the
capping stone of them all—the hypnotic suggestions
and teachings of the ethic of dominion

Consequently, and realizing this, the poliey of
the S. P., the methods, that is, by which it hopes to
‘accomplish its ideal; is the policy of enlightening the
working class to the understanding of its social stat
us; to break the hypnotic spell of the class-ethie; to
awaken and stimulate working class consciousness,
and through that, and because of that, to weld the
dispossessed workers in the solid organization of a
common cause, cohesive in fact, because cohesive
in purpose.
in the dreamland of idealist philosophy.

If the S. P. stopped here it would stop
It would
be a non-revolutionary organization of romantic
individualism. It would be no longer advoeate of
revolutionary socialism, but an exponent of revision-
ist inanities. In consequence, it would sink from
the practical exposition of historic materialism into

the labyrinfhine circles of ‘‘practical polities.”’

But it does not step here. Reeognizing the im-
port of historic materialism, j.e., the determizung

_influence of material conditions, of the movements

of society, it brings its activities into harmony
with the unfolding conditions of material reality. It

5 not aggressive enough in the,
class inferests; not zealous'

Reaction

IN TWO PARTS - PART L

analyses history, current and past. It seeks and ex
plains the causes and eondiuons of change. It

. emphasises the fundlmentd?ﬂ)hmh of social forms
. that engender the weoncep

f th& necessaty of
g itself in the

ehange; of necessity, w

or ticro is no other socialism> social mind and under the’ p.nsnous' directiod of its

ideation, urges society forward to new fields of en-
deavor. That has been its gleady and conmsistent
purpose; and if its activities have been limited to
that it is due fo the limitationg-of eircumstances, not
the feebleness of will. While ¥he continued existence
of these limitations constitufes itg justification and
recessity; A; :

Comﬁy the S. P. has pursued its aim. It
exelted by portents, nor lured with
class emotiu., nor deﬂected by the variants of the
daily strngdq fpr existence.’ It Kas neither denied
the nec For that struggle. nor lenrfnlly' ept
out of it.  But amidst that- “struggle the S. P, :
pointed eut the reason boti for the st;'ﬂggb
the neeessity, and used it ‘k" further: oppo
to promote the cause of thgnam xssue-socgﬂ con-
trol of the means of life.
energies fighting effes \-s:da:mm;
S(hools of reform-and # #. Tt has not been dis-

aged, like direet lchom'b\' the slow and lag-

the mew Russia. And in contra distinction to all
such parties, it has preserved both its principles and
morale intact, ready, not only for renewed effort,
but,—with a keener imsight into the nature of the
problem—econfident that in the struggles and cries
of the eritical future it is the only rallving centre
for awakening class conselousness. The only rallying
centre, we say deliberately. hecause it knows that
only in the foree of time conditioned social percep
tion of the fountain cause of social miseries, ‘will the
great change, from propertv right to social owner
ship, be effected

With the social changes wrought by the war; and
the shattering of the last remnants of féudalism in
Europe ; and the forced confraternities of hard press
ed dominion; a large proportion of society were in
high feather for the ereat events of the elorious
times at hand But as that same society was then
ignorance of

and 1s vet 1 jire 1ts social relations

and the meaning of its so mstitutons; those ex
pectatons flowed (as only they could) in the narrow
channels of interested individualism. Of all socie
ty, misunderstanding labor was perhaps the most
expectant. Naturally. It had nothing to lose and
didn’t know it. Consequently, as Byron savs, ‘‘the
brighter the hope, the deeper the disappointment,

and just as consequently, misundenstanding the na
ture and meaning of social inter-relations and en
tirely, misinterpreting the activities (or rather their
significance) of parties and leaders, it sought refuge
from the political abasement of its political forms,
mn the virility of its own direct action, under it’s own
direct leaders. Disillusionment discounted politics
?d party. In them it saw but depravity and inep-
itude. Taking—as society always does—the task
nearest to hand, it attacked the manifested effect,
uncaring, or unseeing the underlying political prin-
ciple. And—again as is usual with society—it
was hurried past the means and point of analysis.
But  oblivious, therefore, that the mani-

festod gffect which it saw was not the political
principle of its social interest but only the huneh-
back momstrosity of its misapplication. As society
can never retrace its own way, it 8 swept far into
scenes and events before the glowing sun of exper-
ience has fostered cansation into the ripe fruit of
understanding.  Yet, it was not only a natural fesl-
ing, but . a true instinet whiech swung the actiomists
away from the shameless corruption and treachery
of party politics. Not only true but & hopeful and
encouraging omen. Not that “direet action’’ (as
understogd) is true, or is likely to suceeed, but be-
cause it breathes the invineibility of man, uncon-
querable.

Henee it came that the virility of ‘‘aetion’’ blunt-
ed its edge on the misunderstandiag of material eon-
dition, It is true, that mueh of ﬂnt direet action
understoqd its social status, was conscious of ts
hlawry,&d the economics of slavery. Bat that is

rsy

“. not en(mgh for mmonty movements. For, not as

c.learl) comprehending the. <ross play of social idea-
tion, not understanding the 4remendous power of
eonservation angd the imertia of jrustom, unmimdful

thg,,nf the interwoven forces of mm and tradition, *

not differantiating between sw’ondan economic as-
pirations énd primary material purpose, this virdity

rocess es,m;um I8 has mot been _ of direct_getion was_dissipated in the angrg.heeke

x \(‘nnmedod like the Communists, by the visionary of

wash of individualist tradition and idealism.  In

every country. Even amidst the most staggering

poverty and unspeakable suffering. Hence it is that
purely laborist or economic efforts failed to arouse
society or consolidate the worker for the great task

of social conservation. Failed in one case, because

they are struching agains! an ever rising tide cf ef
fects the other, because they are grappling with
forces whose effects they teel. but whose tangibility

Is not cleariy visualized. Mueh in the same way as
the W.W. used to regard the state. Not clearly an-
alysing i« nature and function they interpreted it as
a shadow, negligible in the realm of production—un
til the shadow put forth its armored hand and erush-
ed them. Now they know. In this failure the actiond4
ists indiseriminately include in sweeping condem-
nation the one party which has cought to guage and
fathom those hidden forces, and by disclosing them
to arm the working class with its only weapon of sue
cess—political understanding. We leave out of ac
count the enthusiasm and imagery engendered by
the Russian Revolution. An imagery which affect-
ed us al The very fact that the event confused us
is proof enough that the invisible forees of the mater
1al econdition were not rightly guaged and fathomed.
Yet there again is evidence of the scundness of Marx-
1an socialism.  For by the aid of that philosophy,
the S. P., like a life boat in the tossing seas, rode
tight, where the bulky freighters of ‘‘labor demo-
It is the only

organization with a philosophy, and the only-one that

cracy,”’ foundered. Not only that.

can offer an adequate explanation of the why and
wherefore of that tangled skein of confusion, the
post-war reiations and aspirations of the working
class. But courage, comrades and actionists! The
driving force of the material condition will yet
focus us to one purpose, more cohesive because of
the siftinz of misunderstanding; more staunch be-
cause of the lessons of failure.

yCertainly tnerefore, the S. P. is advoecate of a

" (Continued from page 7)
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