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constituted the clay feet upon which that image of brass, the 
German S. D. P., was so perilously poised, and which fell 
back to violent and bloody reaction the moment a real strain 
was placed upon it.

THE SOCIALIST PARTY OF CANADA, in its
treatment of the agrarian question has so far maintained the 
revolutionary position, counting it more than good tactics to 
attack the minds and ignore the feelings of those whom it 
sought to enlighten. Operating, as t does, in a country largely 
agricultural, and being composed, in the main, of those who, 
having glimpsed both sides of the shield as wage worker and 
farmer, are enamoured of neither form of exploitation, it has 
naturally given a great deal of attention to the status of THE
SLAVE OF THE FARM.

For some years a polemic raged through the columns of 
the Official Organ of THE SOCIALIST PARTY OK 
CANADA, the “WESTERN CLARION,” involving var­
ious views and opinions, most of which, however, gradually 
settled down into two opposing groups.

The position maintained with vigor by the older school 
was that the farmer stood in the same category as the wage 
worker, that farm machinery was but an extension of the car­
penter’s tool bag or the plasterer’s hoe, and that farmers did 
not sell wheat, oats or live stock, as such, but labor-power 
crystallized into these forms.

The younger group, on the contrary, pointed out the im­
possibility of offering for sale so evanescent an article as the 
aforementioned, because it was apparent that the commodity 
labor-power—the thing offered for sale-—was not the release of 
energy, or energy in motion—kinetic, known as labor or work, 
but was the ability to so perform, the passive or latent energy 
potential in the physique of the slave. It was contended, 
therefore, that the commodity, e.g., wheat, was a finished pro- 
dsct sold by the farmer in the same way as a merchant sells his 
goods. And, further, that the view of the farm machine being 
a mere extension of the wage worker’s tools, was in violent 
opposition to that very dialectic upon which the Socialist pos­
ition so impregnably rests. “If," they argued, “the power 
loom, by growing up, changed not only the form of ownership


