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74 Donald). I now ean feel for pPoor old Hegel, troub-

Mariné?” adrift in the vast inanc betwixt dehuman-
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otier, a poet, laureate of epoch; another, a modern
* puritan Sword—of-the-lord-(}ideon, obsessed with a
t theory of social sin.and.atonement through misery,

. degradation and blood-saerifice; another, an actor,

~to whom life is a set piece—the curtain rises to re-
‘volutionary music. On with the play, vide Lestor in
“1pst issue. Enter ‘“‘sudden babies,”’ all-at-onee alive
‘and “‘joyous chickens’’ in a happy conjunetion with

- “thyoes of ecopomic crises,”’ ‘‘vivid earthquakes, "’
. “‘blind swalanches,”” ‘“a- complete breakdown, sud:

B .

den and terrible,”’ orators apostrophizing the Re-
. volution thusly: ‘“‘Oh Revolution, thou awaitest not
the hour,”” ete.; etc., ‘‘thou comest suddenly,”’ etc.,
" ete, What happens? Hark, the tumult! the prolet.
i ariat is on the move. ‘‘The struggle grows fiercer,”’
‘“there are ‘“‘sudden seizures’’ and, as a grand cli-

' er:, ““the whole of society is spring in the air.’’

386, the actor, ‘‘all great changes come with spectac-

Ular, rapidity,” says he. So they do in the world
Mmtomthonrnrionahﬁm in-
g néies. and ineffectivenesses, and in a world

-wmm and lath and plaster, , .

, how the action of this work-a-day life
Jwow_ dresry is the study of this’ yast, com-

% f of established ways and means of life
be ehianged. Let’s. cut the gordian knot,

'play again and hear Lestor, read “R’’,

b F. €,.and sit at the feet of J. A. Mc
“There's speed, style; action and form for

) alall we eseape a drab reality for an hour
MW Escape, that’s it!

I'But Row.elae: was 1 to fare will

“elass 5.8 small, $irty, Igporant boy: an.

led on his death-bed. The story goes that as the
great philosopher lay dying, his disciples who had
gathered round him, seeing the furrows deepen on

~ his careworn eountenance enquired the eause of his

grief and tried to ecomfort him by reminding him of
the large number of admiring disciples and follow-
ers he wonld leave behind. Breathing with diffi-
culty, but his ruling passion for a statement in an-
tithetieal terms still on him, he replied: “None of
my diseiples has understood me only Miehelet has
understood me, and.’’ he added with a sigh, “even
he has . misunderstood me.”’ But I, T amyn even
worse ‘ease, I am without even the doubtful small
omfort of a Michelet. . More like that ‘“ Anecient

ed wastes of alien seas and skies, “‘I am all, all
lone.”” T do not believe anyone reads my stuff;

gonly my erities read my stuff, and, woe is me, even

ey misread my staff. Tam a minority of one, with
i fear, a rapidly developing minority—inferiority
pomplex, in spite of what Lestor says of my ego,
hich Lord preserve till I bEing my crities over to
kratignal point of view. ' : ¥ §
T Y PHU SO BRTeNY me, why does Coii-
rade MéDonald leeture me on the need for educa-
tion as though I had denied the need, when, on the
contrary, I have time and again asserted that the
chief function of a revolutionary socialist party is
2 socialist doetrinaire and educational one, holding,
however, that that funetion does not give a warrant
for a destructive opposition to labor’s mass organi-
zations on the political field?! On the subject of the
need for edueation and for an organization speciali-
zing on that work, Comrade MeDonald can not
speak too eloquently for me, more by token that my
owd chief intérest lies that way: If he has not inis-
read me, why does ‘“‘R’’ imply T hold that revolu-
tionary ehange must go ““slow,’”’ when my advoeacy
of intelligent organization of advanee should be evi-
dence of my desire for haste and my belief that
there are superior and inferior ways of fighting the
battle of progress. What T have done is to decry
the shiftless, shuffling dependenee on acecident in
catastrophie conditions for our cause, a dependenece
fostered by a superstitious belief in the good-will of
other powers than human ones: If he has not mis-
read me why dees F. C. imply I have logiecally cast
down the elass-struggle because I recognize that the
‘““nation”’ is a faet and that practieally all men have
(by . instinet, eculturé and by foree of historieally
given cireumstances) a natural and imeradieable in-
terest in their respective national communities? All
my reasoning is on ways and means of waging the
class struggle jo the end that the working mass
may win a leading position in the life of those
communities and so transform them from a capitalist
to a sqeialist organization of life. If he has not
mis-rudméyhydoul;enpr charge me with base
motivex and ulterior designs for discussing the prob-
lems ol ways and means of change when it is our
of ugaged? On the matter of my ““ego”
" Lestor finds so_offensive, it ecer-

-

freakishness in the matter of my artieles than in
those of my erities, just by virtne ot my closer de-
pendenee on Marxian theory and the body of mod-
ern science. Two issues ago I quoted Marx and
Engels from the Communist Manifesto where they
laid down the law in unequivoeal terms against Jjust
such an anti-labor party position as the S. P. of C.
assumes and my erities support. -

Have a earc of Labor’s institutions”’! ex-
claims “R”’ disdainfully, quoting myself, ““‘Non-
sensc’’ says e, “We need care as Hittle about
Labour’s institutions as about,”” etc.,-ete. Here on
this matter and on the place and funetion of a
socialist party, “R”’ and Marx are as wide as the
poles asunder. Yet with all the assuranee in the
world ““R’” assumes, very evidently without eon-
sulting Marx, but by some process, personal to him-
self. it is a mere stand-patter’s defense of things as
they aré, he assumes that anti-labor party position
is that of Marx. Again, 1 attempt to give an as-
pect on the social problem from the side of soeial
phychology. Allowing something for my ineffieient
handling of the subject there was a residae of valpe,
however, the sifted result of a generstion bf‘énf

S Sty S
, e

monplace of the seientific journals. To bring down
science and broad-cast it, that is our fanetion. But
here is personal freakishness again  declaring
against our tradition, ‘“Away with borrowed psy-
chology,”” says “R.”’ And at that without knowing
whether there was any value in it or not, as his rea-
soning amply showed. Away with it! He might as
well have added, “A weleome to know-nothing-
ism !’ Borrowed knowledge! Knowledge is soecial
We all have a proprietory interest fn the body of
it. Tt is this modern science, its post-Darwinian
préconceptions and its findings in the anthropologi-
cal seiences which T would like to see fused with the
Marxism of our Party, displacing the mystieal
Hegelian and other preconeeptions of pre-Darwinian
science. At the same time. my crities need not plume
themselves that they are defending the original
Marxism of Marx. T am nearer it than my erities,
and to modern seience, just because I am more
social and less egotistieal than they. Which ego-
tistical piece of brag on my part constrains me to
say I doubt if there is a hairline between us.

Why have I incurred their political enmity? Is
it beecause we disagree on points of doetrine? To
some degree. But back of that, as a main cause, is
incompatability of habits of mind. On doetrinal
matters my critics are not themselves as one, but
they are a unit in habit of mind, hence their united
front. against poor me. Beneath the references to
contemporary affairs that clatter through their ar-
ticles, look at their methods and reasoning! They
interpret Marx’s. or - Hegels’ descriptive words,
phueimdpangnpbawitht.hemdelitenliunof
bible_ students. A prognostication by Marx or
Engels vividly outlining the working eut of a pro-
ceuotthing-intbefuturp—a'nrﬁng.ont‘im
can only be considered inevitable when such postn-
latex as those of Hegel are used, ie., of the goal, to
which -the process trends, governing the working

; trend-—mich a_prognostiestion of the
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Page Two.

OUR ‘“HOLY PAMILY"’

{Continued from page 1)
%
R

fact, like a ““God’s plan of the ages’’ to a Russelite,
to whom, the Almighty scorns the hit or miss
method of purblind, finite man. ‘‘Marx said it,
therefore it must be true’’—even before it is & fae-
tual thing. The study of Marxism, as a scienee to
guide us in a study of the book of life, becomes the
mental degradation of a study of a book of revela-
tions. As to what of our own intelligence and of
modern scienee? or, as to what of unknown faets
and faetors,
therefore of unforeseen and unforeseeable eontin

and factors, of unappreciated facts

gencies? As of yore the answer is, Pshaw. thus and
this and that spake the Lord

““There is no ambig-
emphatieally,
referring to h& quotation of a prognostication of

uity in that expesition,”’ says F. C
the future by Marx, ‘‘Socialism must come.”” ““The
transition from Capitalism to Socialism occurs with
‘“Neither for-
tuitous eireumstances nor purposeful men’’ have any
effeet whatever ‘‘to alter the eourse of its irresistible
and timeless process.”” If that is not belief in magic,
what unconscious fakery of word-mongery or other
does it signify? The Darwinian evolutionist would
be impelled to consider the possibilities of change
in any direetion, even retrograde ones. But no, he
is ruled out of eourt in this evolutionary sciemee of

the inexorability of cosmiec law.’’

a self-realizing, inevitable advanece to a goal. The"

cosmie law is right, and the Cosmos awful kind. For
what the hell does F. C. mean except that there is a
cherub sitting up aleft taking care of the affairs of
poor proletarian Jack here below?! Apparently, it
is not of ourselves, but of ‘our stars that we are to
be free. Thus, a eosmology older than most of the
hills.  And what is the effect of that eosmology on
those who yield to it? Just like regular remittances
from home to the remittance man' Why  think,
study, work, scheme, educate, organmize, etc.! We
sheuld. worry! And yet this same F. C., s0 soon as
he makes that declaration of a faith in magie pOwW-
ers, uses it as a starting point to attack me fo
mysticism in saying that ‘“man is the only purpose-
ful faetor in the process’’ But by the powers, the

irony of it, unconscious that he has himself declar-
ed for a mystical interpretation of history and think-

ing himself a8 good materialist still. he sets out to
fasten on me the charge of mystic by quoting Maec-
Dougall because he also uses the word ‘“purpose,’
the, in faet, only similarity between us. MacDougall
is talking, hawever, of a purpose of a super-human
kind, while I referred to human purpose, whatever
its limits, the only purpose that seience in its work
can take account of. It is F. C. himself who is self-
confessed blood-brother in mysticism to Mac Dou-
gall, only the latter perhaps is a conseious Berg-
sonian, while F. C. is just mainly out-of-his-depth
in Hegelian phraseology—in word magic. His aim
was to diseredit me in materialist cireles But T
“have traversed the bounds too much and often to
stray into the domains of mysticism unconsciously,
even in the use of figurative language, as l:c has
done. .
And Lestor, who should know better, horn and
raised in England, the cradle of modern matcrialism
and the serupulous seeptie spirit. His use of anal-
ogics reeks of word magie inducing the crudest
transferance of ideas Hey, Presto! a suddenly ap-
pearing new chicken, new baby, new earthquake:
therefore, Hey, Presto! a snddenly appearing new
society. Onme is tempted to ask, why not a suddenly
appearing new geological strata alse, if it would
not spoil sport?! And brevity of statement also 33
to him the soul of ‘‘suddenness’’—a paragraph of
Marx is briefly desecriptive of a sequence of changes
of an epochal kind, therefore, somehow; we are to

beﬁggt_hqtnodd’nnhjnn-mndthecomer, the -

system may go any minute. He sees “‘the whole of
society being sprung in the air’” literally. To him,
speed is also the essence of that badly quoted phrase
from fhe Communist Manifesto. Truly, words have

In the
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/1o clerients in Matxism, my effics

more of it and siore of it and more : v
unconscious that they are thus mebely Begging the
question I raise, and as though they thought mer.
repetition would work a charm, A8 a'matter of fact.
I am not sure how conséious they are of the mean
ing of the quotations they make and the phrases the,
use. This I am sure of, however, that a charge of in-
fidelity is really.what my crities are hissing at m
through their artieles. 1 feel ey expeet me to
feel as must that impious wreteh in the story of old
at whose dread act eontending armies stayed
bloody strife to gaze in horror upon him. Tt was at
the flower of that maive and happy “‘gelden age” in
the youth of the world, when the sons of the gods
were kings of men and ’twas at peril of the anger
of heaven for anything less than a king to engage
t king in combat. Accidents were Hable to happen
The story reads, that ‘‘a bowman drew his bow at

venture, and the arrow, piercing a joint in his
armour—Xkilled a. king.”’ Yes that is it. T am ir
religious.

[ am held to be irreligious. That is the sub
stantial core of inspiration in the arguments of my
crities. I am held infidel by them because, for
sooth. T attack the ideological hangevers from an
archaic scienee and point of view to which they are
predisposed by habit of mind. and challenge the
Party positions to which they have become habit-
nated. T know, ““R."’ because, F. C, vour habits
were my habits, ence upon a time. -

Great . .. old . . . fossils!

How we Soeialists slam one another, everywhere !
Is it the movement critieising itself? If so, good
and excellent diseipline! But there are the dangers
of egoism, as Lestor says. Tet us help or force one
another to take high ground on the merits of dis
puted issues.

I ask the Editor to reprint some matter from
the ‘‘Plebs’’ of the British Plebs League, a Marxian
eduetational orgamization, which seems to indieate a
similar self-critieismcis going on over there. Bhoxe
print. T think. has value for its construetive defining
f what sqcialism needs, to cope with the practi-
calities in present day politica]l situations.

i C

INTROSPECTIVE

In this rallying of the workers on definite class
issues our function. of course, is not to supply the
actual-political slogans of the struggle or to make
pronouncements as to the aetual forms which the
struggle from time to time must take. Our work is
to supply a knowledge of the relevant facts of the
situation—faets of the past and of.the present—so
as to demonstrate what the true issues are. Coup-
led with this is our work of providing the means of
interpreting these facts. and this requires us to de-
velop among all the active workers in the movement
the eapacity for clear dispassionate thinking—a
=ubtly wrought toolsof the mind whieh the working
class needs for the problems which eonfront it more
than any other class has needed it in times of stress
bofnre. >

We are. therefore, faced with g double task, to
which it is imperative that all Plebeians should
hend their hacks in the coming winter. First is the
need to relate our teaching more elosely to the ae-
tnal struggle. so that we may quickly sense the
changing needs of the struggle which our teaching
must serve. Serond. we must raise the qualitv and,
standard of our edmeation above i present level

We shall cnly persuade trade unions to entrust their -

edueation to us. if we can prove. not onlv that our
aims and intentions are better than anvbodv_else,
but that onr execution is also superior in gquality.

* The first need means that we mast Drobably have_-
leas of theory and abstraet phrases and miove atten-

tion to present day facts than has been enstomary
in the past. At any rate, our education must have

a greater elacticity. so as eonfinnally te adapt teach-- | -

ing to meet the ever-changing

‘

problems to which that lt!'!lgglo‘ v
. At the same time our second
caution ourselves against a pressi i

tinet task of the propagandist agitator, whoge aim
is to stimulate the emotions of his audienes by “the

useofwords,udoes,themuidan'ﬁﬂm!al#ﬁ

rhythm and the artist with colour and design.  The

agifator plays the important role of rousipg men to

take speecifie aetion. Our task is to provide the
mental tools by whiech a wise choice of action may
be made. For the agitator words perform the part-
that the red flag to the bull plays for the toreador.
For us words must be what lLines are for the
draughtsman or the map-maker—shorthand Syin-
bols for complex faets. A principal part of our ed-
ucation, in fact, consists in disentangling words from
their emotional colour and associations and in teaeh-
ing their use in striet relation to actual fact. For.
words are the vehicles of thought, and only in the

cgree that we can separate them from our emotions

nd use them as strict representatives of things will
our thinking be realistic, seientific and praetieal, in
contrast with the emotion-tinged dreaming of the
mystiec and the utopian. It is probably in improve-
nent in this direetion that mueh of the seeond part
of our task lies. _The duty of the teacher is not to
overlay the mind with a new set of prejudiees or to
induce transitory moods of anger and resentment
against a monster labelled ‘‘capitalism.”” On the
contrary, it is to clear the mind and to give to stud-
cnts that apprehension of facts and power of real-
istie analysis of them which has made the teacher
himself a fighter in the elass struggle. And let us
remember that vague abstract terms are mueh more
iikely to be suffused with emotional colour, and so
to be"a cloak instead of an instrument of thought,
than are concrete words which ean be easily related
.to something in our experience whieh they represent.
In this fact lies the heart ol The problem of simplifi-
cation ! The Plebs (London)
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- WESTERN CLARION

P

" Red or

Yellow?

‘I reforia attitude should be adopted by work-
ing eclass organisations in .their politieal
-, struggles appears to be a live one at present. Even
--parties that have hewn to the revolutionary line
sinee their ineeption arc now flopping over to the
more popular advocacy of remedial legislation. .To
substantiate their new position every known form of
:" . reaBoning is being called into action.
< From an cditorial in a recent issue of the West-
ern‘Claricn (No. 925) I am extraeting the following
gem: ““Agrecment with the déctrine of the class
struggle does not necessarily imply exclusive de-
votion to policies of immediate revolution.”” This
. conelusion is reached after a quotation from Brails-
ford: New Leader, September 19th. 1924, is produe-
ed. The editorial contention seems to be that there
is a elose relationship existing between the I I P
and the Socialist movement and that the theory of
the class struggle is common to both

The publication of the full article from which the
Brailsford quotation was taken would portray a
condition net quite so satisfactory for illustrating
the revolutionary relationship as the ‘editorial in
question implies. (*) Then, the veteran editor—
Brailsford—reminds us that once in his youth while
addressing an I. L. P. audience he over-reached him.

3 self to the extent of stressing the elass struggle. He
E was promptly taken to task by one of the old lead-
_, ers who kindly explained that ‘““we never speak of
the class struggle in the I I. P.”’ A glance at the
report of the last I. L. P. Conferenceé suffices to show
that less emphasis is placed on the class struggle
now than ever before.

But this matter of ‘‘agrecment’’ with the doe-
trine is worthy of some attention. The easiest way
of disposing of an issue is to agree with it and then
bury it. Even the defunct Second Ipternational
agreed that there was a class struggle. But this
agreement did not prevent them, when the oppor-
tunity arrived, displaying that they had not the
s slightest idea of what the class struggle meant. . It
was a matter of expediency to endorse it and more
expediency to forget it. So with the L. L. P,

We do not have to cross the pond in order to de-
monstrate the futility of making room for a refer-
ence to the struggle of classes in a party platform
, and, then, conveniently ignoring it so that a far
e distant revolution should be the objective rather
than an immediate one.

‘Here in the U. S. A. the Socialist Party has
amply supplied the necessary material. For more
than twenty years their lengthy reform platform has
always managed to embrace some kind of g refer-
ence to the class struggle. There was a tradition in

(*)_ Editor’'s Note: Fair criticism is“as valuable as it
is rare. y

- /l'ht'eu:tuhllydldny: ;
“A statement like' this (Brailsford: New Leader, Sep-
* tember 19, 1924) Is never to be found in labor. party or
* L L. P, electivneering literature: “The class struggle is a
~ raw fact, which no gentle idealism can disguise. It is the
motive force Tithout which history is unintelligible: it is
the Platn §rme for most of the processes which make up
the life of every day. So long as a small minor-
fty 1n_every_nation owns the land, the machines and the
banks, 56 long as this minority ean levy a toll before the
rest of us may work, 80 long as its uncontrolled power over
nachinery, raw materials and credit governs us in every
our duily lives, 50 long. must we choose between
and struggle.” By which it. may be seen, fncident-

we. did- say that
and he ip not de-

o g I

HE question of whether a revolutionary or

BY J. A. McDONALD.

movement that whatever was omitted the class
fruggle must be ‘mentioned. During some election
tmpaigns it would appear about the beginning of
platform, while on other occasions it found its
vay to the end, but it was always fortunate enough

be included

The numerous immediate demands in the sam«

program reeeived the atténtion of every party
peaker. They wanted the abolition of child labor
government ownership of the railways, or a re-
duction in the cost of living but no one had_time to
explain ‘the significanee of the class struggle. In
their greed for petty reforms, that practically every
other party was espousing, they could not exclusive

ly devote themselves to policies - of immediate re

volution.  When all the reforms were introduced
I applied the revolution would be here and of
rse the elass struggle would take care of itself
'he logical outecome of this situation was that
the class struggle became so worn out and feeble
that it couldn’t stand up. It hecame obsolete. In
recent presidential eampaign the Soeialist Party
zave up the ghost and joined the LaFollette parade
They willingly accepted the platform of the new
party. Here there is no mention of the class
struggle at all. The dld immediate demands are all
present.  They appear just as healthy and vigorous
as when they made their heme in the Socialist pro-
gram S

La Follette and his gang arc not clamoring for”
an 1mmediate revolution. They do not even antiei-
pale a remote one. Capitalism must be saved and a
reform program alone c¢an save it
spectacle of Debs, Berger, and

So we have the
Hillquit Tining up
with the old party leaders to save the nation and
the constitution. As Rudolph Spreckels, one of the
Third Party millionaires. so well stated: ‘“We’ve
got 1o vote the ‘Socialist tickel to save capitalism.’’

The Socialist Party of Canada is now adopting
a poliey that, ultimately, can only land it where the
S. P. of A.is today. The sympathetic attitude taken
towards all other groups in the labor movement, to-
gether with its flirtatious disposition anent reforms
are the primary essentials for a revolutionary fun-
eral. The claim that the leaders of the S. P. of C
are better equipped with class knowledge than those
of the S. P. of A. and consequently, will be able to
stem the tide of dissolution is not substantiated by
the faets.

There has been a number of capable economists
and historians in the S. P. of A Untermann, Boudin,
Lewis, and ‘others have produced mueh in the. vari-
ous departments of social scicree. Regardless of the
fact that exception must be taken to some of their
conclusions we must admit that they have contri-
buted greatly to a popularisation of Marxism. This
did not suffice to preserve them from anti-socialist
actipn.

While in theory we were supplied with profound
treatises on value, surplus value, ground rent, and
wages the application of such knowledge was
thwarted by their misconception, and consequent be-
littlement, of the class struggle. At the national S.
P. of A. convention in 1916 Untermann. in support-
ing the ban on Oriental immigration, stated that
“when Marx said ‘workers of the world unite’ he
did not mean for them to come to the United States
to unite.”’

In Canada the Canadian Labor Party appears
to possess all the earmarks of the S. P. of A. and is
andoubtedly heading in the same general direction.
A reference to the class struggle is likely contained
in its platform to provide something in the way of
a revolutionary atmosphere but this ean be diseard-
ed with impanity when oecasion demands. '

The opinion has been expressed that the 8. P. of
C. eannot longer fanction in its present eondition.
Andiences are sihan,»in&(est is waning, and finan-
ces are practieally non-existent. So something must
A ! -

o P2g8 Thres.

be dome in the will to live and this something re-
solves itself into an alignment with a larger and
more influential group. It appears to me that mueh
of the lethargy prevailing in the 8. P, of C. is due

to the obsolete methods of carrying on propaganda
work still in vogue.

Take the Clarion for example
whie

The front page
h should always be devoted to some live cur-
event, analysed in the light of Marxism, is
rally reserved for lengthy quotations from
Veblen, Beer, Hegel, or some other ponderous au-
thority and eonsequently makes
peal to the average reader

o«

an uninviting ap-

lhen, again, the articles are too long. ' Even if
nd, they absorb too mueh space in proportion to
ize of the paper. They would be well suited
* semi-feudal eonditions obtaining in the land
three mile prayers and half-mile graces’’ but in
rge of Capitalism, in a rapidly developing land,
worker, looks for shorter. simpler, more direet
analysis of his soeial problems

of

thi

This can easily be
supplied without saerificing anything useful.
\gzain the apparent effort to produce style at
xpense of clarity is harmful to a propagandist
In recent times the Clarion has been an in-
ator of cubist phraseology. When one wanders
ough an article of six or seven columns he still
ams in doubt of the writer’s meaning. This 18 .
1s 1t should be

t
}
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not Seientific explanations from
the old masters should be made assimilableefor the
common worker who is not a profound dialeetitian
and who must have his edueation presented in a way

e b AP £ I

he can understand it
"THE PARADISE OF THE POOR”
T may be said that these two fundamental
instinets of life—bread and love—by their
funetioning maintain a social equilibrium in
the life

of animals and espeecially in Man,

It is love which causes, in the great majority of
the prineipal physiological and psychieal ex-
penditure of the forees accumulated in larger or
smaller quantities by the consumption of daily
bread, and which the daily labor has not absorbed
or which parasitic inaction has left intaet.

men,

Even more—love is the only pleasure which truly
has an universal and equalitarian character. The
people have named it “‘the paradise of the poor,”’
and religions have always bidden them to enjoy it
without be fruitful and multiply’”—be-
cause the erotic exhaustion which results from it, es-
pecially in males, diminishes or hides beneath the
pall of forgetfulness the

servile lal

limits—**

tortures of hunger and
or, and permanently enervates the energy

of the individual; and to this extent it performs a

funetion useful to the ruling class.

But indissolubly linked to this effect of the sex-

ual instinet there is another,
p()pula“un

the increase of the
happens that the desire to
given social order is thwarted and de-
foated by the pressure of this population which in

characteristic form of the

Hence it

cternize a

our epoch assumes the

proletariat—and the social evolution continues its

inexorable and inevitable

forward mareh.’’

E. Ferri: ““Socialism and Mod. Science.”’

Are not Ferri’s conclusions now obselete, due to g
the disemmination of birth control methods amongst :
the people who dwell in ¢

‘the paradise of the poor’’?

Is not the normal pain-cost (large families) of
obeying the Biblical injunetion, over-balanced” by
the pleasure-gain as the result of the intervention
of Margarct Sangster and the birth-control . leag- :
ues? ;

Modern seiénee in the realm of love and war
where the proletariat meet on ‘an  universal and
equalitarian basis—presents itself as a wonderful
and fearsome weapon of emancipation—by ex-
tinetion ! FC
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THE FELLAHIN.

inherited little of the renown and dignity of

the Egyptian kings of the ancient dynasties,
his peeple are having it brought home to them again
that the land of their sojourning, with themselves
crowding the fertile valley of the Nile, is again eov-
eted by the invader. In the ancient days the people
in occupation developed.irrigation projects of their
own, in the cultivation of eorn; now the invader
would, in moderm: fashion, develop irrigation in the
cultivation of eotton.. Since the fourth eentury B.
C., Egypt has eeased to be an independent sovereign
state, and she enjoyed that state previous to that
period only in lapses. And the protecting influence
of the desert, subject to penetration as it was then
is more so now. An added chapter of ‘‘The Book
of the Dead,’’ their great literary epic, must include
the modern civilizing influences of the long staple
‘eotton plantation and the mill of capital which from
that weaves the fine thread of artificial silk, bogus
silk which, in these days of poor marketing, is doing
its best to drive good silk grades out.

The modern ‘‘Egypt for the Egyptians’’ cam-
paign. began in the early 80’s and ended them too,
and from that time until 1922 Britain imposed a
‘““temporary’’ occupation upon Egypt. In 1922 the
British military oceupation ceased—otherwise than
that she insisted on maintaining the safety of Brit-
ish - Empire communieations, defence of Egypt
against: foreign aggression, governorship (protec-
tion) of foreiga interests in Egypt and guarantees
for British interests in the Sudan. In securing these
objectives, British troops have been maintained
along the Suez Canal and the Nile Valley.

While Egypt has gained this sort of mnational
status she appears to have actually lost Sudan, hith-
erto jointly administered by Britain and Egypt. In
1870 it was ammexed and declared to be Egyptian
territory. In 1885 the Arabs captured Khartum
and killed -General Gordon. They held the territory
until the troops under Kitchener drove them out in
1898. Then followed the Anglo-Egyptian Sover-
cignty. In the present dispute in which political
assassinations have been the feature for two or
three years, the desideratum of the Egyptian nation-
alists is sole sovereignty of the Sudan. But Lord
Cromer called the Sudan a ‘‘priceless possession.’’
The Cape to Cairo railway runs through it; it con-
tains some of the most fertile land in Africa; already
immense irrigation works are projected whieh will
establish control of the waters of the Nile. Last
June Lord Parmoor (for the Labor Government)
stated in the House of Lords that under no eireum-
stanees would the British Government abandon the
Sudan. This was eonfirmed by Premier MaePonald,
and now appears to be proven by Premier Bald-
win’s government. Attempted assassinations, By the
way, have not all been one sided in Egypt. .. Last
July Zaghlul, Premier of Egypt, was shot at and it
appears to be agreed the effort, ummeeeuhl, was
made from political motives:

Here lies a problem, for those who are interested
in such, of the fates of small nationalities. The Arab
Mahdi ruled the Sudan for upwards of fifteen years

I F the king of Egypt, Ahmed Fuad Pasha, has

fellahin is in bad shape new, and:if in considerable
number he is destined to shoulder the - status of
wage worker for British capitalist interests, it s
peared that his former status was deploral»l
Egyptian nationalist bourgeoisdom would willingly
‘substitute for British in the exploitation process
Can the fellahin escape?! Rightly or wrongly, th
British Labo¥ Party, or an influential section of it
appears to think they are not to be ‘‘given up
That fellahin, like those lower down in Uganda, i
Kenya Coleny, in Congo, in Iraq and other areas
has a missien in life, apparently, and that is to en
able his eivilizers to substitute manufactured lon
staple cotton as silk for the silk now on the market.
and the proeess, it would appear, has had some sue-
cess alréady.

Now that an important British official has been
killed we are likely to see British Imperialism settle
itself definitely in the Sudan. That is, if France and
America don’t onee more become indignant over the
fate of small peoples who are unable to develop, by
themselves, oil, potential silk, coal lands—or what

ever it is—or to howl imperially, and who must
therefore suffer the graee of God and the tortures of
civilization

HERE AND NOW.

Here and Now we haven’t much to say, for the
reason that we have but little to talk about. In-
spiration, Here and Now, eomes usually from in-
spiring cash totals and these, this time, are so negli-
gible as to be hardly worth talking about. Our
scheme is to let them run until next issue, present
them all at onece, and then make-believe that the
cash is worth counting.

FASHIONS.

Fashions are exhibitions of the imitative instinet.
Women are much more inclined to imitate each other
than men are, beeause they have, on the whole, more
of the charaeteristies of the child psychology.

There are fashions in ideas just as
fashions in dress. 1f nearly everybody in a com
munity believes in a certain way, it 1s almost as hard
for any one of us to think differently from what the
rest do as it is for a bird not to fly up when the rest
do. PPN PN

Independence, self-reliance, and ongumhty are
cpposed to the imitative instinct and tend to weaken
and displace it. These qualities indicate strength
and maturity, just as the tendency to imitate others
indieates weakness and inferiority. ‘‘The eccen-
tricity of genius’’ is a common expression of the fact
that persens of extraordinary originality are dis-
posed to act in ways that are unlike those of ordin-
ary people. I remember once hearing Prof. Lester
}. Ward, of Brown University, say that he was very
nearly: mobbed one warm day in September when he
walked down Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington,
D. C., with a straw hat on. It was the custom to put
straw hats aside on the first of September; and the
small boys and small-bore adults who garnished
Pennsylvania Avenue that late-summer afternoon
did: not purpose to allow even a philosopher ta be
comfortable, if by so doing he violated the sacred
usage of the tribe regarding straw hats.

It is often surprising to persons of progressive
tendencies that men ares-o fixed and helpless that
they geo along year after year and age after age in the
same old paths of prejudice, without ever being able
to see other and better ways of. loeking at things.
Reforms always move up-hill Converting people to
new ideas is like wearing away stone.

Mental evolution has not proceeded far as yet.

Human reason (what there is of it) has grewn out
of animal instinet. Originality is 8o rare.that it is
almost discreditable. The. foundations of human
thinking are still hr'tly instinetive.
3 Progre-ilnotmtnnl. We are geared to go
round and round. Th_efmtormer should not expeet
too much. We are only as far slong.ss we are. And
it is the nature of man to ‘be mechanical.

No wvhic we have- neh high m(;nd fot the

there arc

before Kitchener establishied British controk 1f the

past] Na§ \tondc we ﬂa&miheﬁn
No wonder we.hwmm at the stake’
sidering- the kind-of-Hefirgewe have been made oht

of. it is surprising that we are not worse than we sre.

Imitation will not always be stronger than rea-
son, but it is today.

OORRESPONDENCE

NEW WESTMINSTER LABOR PARTY

Editor, Clarion:

The Labor Party group of New Westminster enclose
herewith an article, the first of its periodical contribu-
tions.* It is not an essay on Politics or economics but a
program of practical work—a very important work—and
ve are hopeful that through the medium of your valued
ublication the attention of other bodies be drawn upom
ur program and comments be the result -

We further wish to have fifty copies of the issue in
which this article appears fer local distribution by us.

Yours fraternally,
The New Westminster Labor Party.
D. B. McCormack, Sec’y.

New Westminster

@ - - B

609 Belmont St

'he Labor Party group of New Westminster has come
o being as Labor's central organ for political action and
dissemination of propaganda and eduecatiom. It is
primarily built to give service to both organized and un-
rganized labor and one of its first moves toward this ob-
cctive was a critical analysis of the actual as well as the
possible voting strength of Labor in this constituency.
The following interesting data was collected based on
figures as “disclosed at the last Provincial Election and
supplemented with a survey of the possible voting strength.

Votes
I'ne Labor candidate polled Sk A i e -
'he candidates of the Conservative, Liberals and
Progressives polled il S S e A, -
Total votes cast s 3990
Registered as voters 5700
On Voters’ List not voting _ AT 5 Wy
Population New V&Pstmlmter City about . e 18000
Foreigners, sick and absent . 2000
Assuming those under age.. — 8000
On Voters” List _____ = 5700
13700
Eligible to vote not registered g ELrIEY e 5300
18000

Allowing even a very generous deduction from this
figure for dissentients it must still be admitted that this
is a very great latent force.

We are fully justified in claiming that the larger per-
centage of these 5300 eligibles plus those that did not vote
but had the franchise, ie, 1700, making a total of 7000
rightly belong to Labor.

The old parties have well organized political and
electloneering machines and can mobilize the electors
to a far greater percentage tham Labor. In fact in this
particular field Labor has never been active. Here, there
fore, is the greatest scope of activity for the Labor Party
of New Westminster; the registration of these 5000 elig-
ibles and the education of the 7000 individuals. We com-
cede that an efficiency of 1009 in this direction is out of
the question for reasons obvious to all students of the
Labor movement. - The amount of Labor votes that can
be won from this group of 7000 individuals depends on the
sincerity, sense of duty, willingness and enthusiasm of the
active members of the Labor Party aided by co-operation
of the Labor Unions and other bodies and individuals in
sympathy with the cause of Labor, and the added facili-
ties which must be secured, giving the widest opportunity
for these unregistered eligibles to register and vote. Bdw-
cation has then to do its important wozrk:

The Labor Party group of New Westminster is of the
opindon that similar conditions with respect to latent and
as yet undevelaped voting power must exist in Vancouver
and other cities and municipalities and hopes that surveys

be instituted and alalogous work undertaken. It is hard -

spade work but the result of such work in this virgin fleld

is obvious. We invite an expression of opinion.
The Labor Party of New Weéstminster.

MANIFESTO




Page Five

OM. ““C’’invites us to hit the sawdust trail
and be good—which is the natural habit of
the reformed. But the ‘‘grace’’ has not

come upon us. While the main issue—the tactics
of socialist progress—is still with us, obdurate as
ever. To which ‘““C’’ has plausibly tacked on the
identity of his reformism with Marxism. And asks
us to show ‘‘our colors.”” Well, on the principle
that fools may go where angels baulk, we are not
disposed to shirk the issue. Nor waste time on the
ragged ends.

We agree with those quotations from the Mani
festo—offered to us as a sep, Hence, paradoxic
ally, we agree with ‘“C.”’ Accordingly, we are un
der no necessity of ‘‘repudiating Marx’’ and have
no glass houses to fortify. But—and we emphasise
the point—those quetations are not identieal with
Com. ‘“C’s”’ criginal thesis—that socialism is to
be accomplished by a full bloeded working class,
strengthened by constant improvements in living
conditions, by means of reforms; by the seduction of
habit; and the feasibilities of authority and human
nature. That is labor polities, not proletarian iden
tity, opportunism, not Marxism ; and is therefore not
in harmeny with his new orientation as quoted.

Since we agree that the interest of the proletariat
is one, whenee came our divisions? If it does not
matter which way we go, but ‘““what we piek up on
the way,”’ why the fuss?! Why not willy nilly, go
with popular aeclamation? Why not join the A
F. L. for instance? It claims to be the representa
tive of labor. Why the diserimination? Are they
right or wrong? Can a stiff-necked mingrity of re-
actionaries stay the progress of labor? ‘‘That’s a
blazing strange implication,”” as (Jerry Cruncher
might say. Why do the labor bodies never pick up
socialism, or the means of soeialism by the way!?
Why are they invariably on the service of capitalist
interest? side-tracked .on illusions? hedging, dally-
ing, obscuring the fundamental issue of capitalist
property right? Put it another way. Would Marx
associate with Gompers and Lewis, or Moore and
Draper, or British radieals, or the B. C. Federation-
ists Under the historic circumstances of the day,
would he struggle for R. MacDonald’s Russian
Treaty, or the Dawes plan, or Treaty revision, or
Reparations, or Liberal Land Reform, or Wheatly
Housing? or similar free buns for free plugs? All of
them are hailed by labor parties as beneficial to
labor. The Manifesto gives its own answer—that
all those things and bodies are but varying expres
sions of ‘‘Bourgeoisie Socialism.”’

With whom, then, are we to co-operate? What
instituatiens- are we to set up, or pull down! How
cheosé and devise, amidst the confliet of aim and un-
identified interest- By what standard are we to
judge wight and wrong? By what criterion differ-
entiate the-true interests of labor? How adopt the
habits and aptitudes that lead to real Socialism from
amidst the inextricable tangle of bourgeois social-
ism? How- distinguish between true reforms and
elass interest! How persuade the authority of pro-
perty to righteousness, and the human nature of
eapital -from its imiquity. ' By one standard alone—-
Capitalist.property in the means of life. And by one
means alone—class conscious understanding of
Capitalist property relations and consequence. The
{ack of that understanding is the one cause of labor
dfﬂlions, here the understandingis the essential of

preletarian identity. Witheut the pereeption of that
jdilﬂty no unity; w‘ithnt unity, no Socialism.

_The haunting m'elevmcy of the ecomforting
Bhuo{pieﬁngnp by the way is consequently ob-

7"vl~.mwaphkmpbytbcwnleeording to

m%wﬂhmwuonrMhthe

The Buming Bush

The conflict
st be settled in the mind before the mind can set
tle the eonfliet in society.

't co-operate with antagonistic aims.

That is why labor never
picks up by the way.’’ Un-classeonsecious, it pur
by the erafty skill of
xigent pelities, in shimmering hues of its own con
That is why labor is divided and broken
Its immediaey

sues a chimera, redecorated

1S101

is the eomservation of seetarian int

erest irrwapwti\'v of its proletarian implieation

""" The eon

['hat is why himself pleads for unity

stant pressure of the daily struggle, with its irreme
diable provoeation of the immediate, present socialist
theory as an abstraet, a romantic inearsion into the
future. That is why ‘*C’" emphasises the process of
change, rather than the eondition of change. That is
real issue between us, says, the process is
thing. We say, it i8 time condition. The pro

ss, In virtue of its own potential, indueces the

eans and material of change: but the ever-varying

‘cumstance of an ever varrying necessity condi
The process creates the impetus; the condi
other words, the pro

the eondition

ns it
on concatenates its form. I
¢ss 18 statie, eosmie; dynamie, vital
Hence the lag or the leap in human affairs, its trag
dy or eomedy—the

laden ~with

reflex of contemporary contin
reagents, ' flagshing

terms of the human

eneies, hormonic
through the recason of being. in
quation.

But the Manifesto.

It was written under the
tions of 1847. In conditions when the eritieal and
founders of Hist, Mater, expected optimis-
tic results. As Engels points out in the preface
(p. 7) some passages require modification and speci
fically

revolutionary eondi

analytie

its reforms. The conditions productive of
those modifications have been enhanced sinee then—
due either to a fall in the intelligence of the modern
compared with 15848, or in the
virility of governmental control, or both. : Either
the “aptitude’” of the workers of ’48 was greater
than their modern brethren, or Marx was mistaken
in his hope of immediate revolution. But sinee the
conditions of development engendered less stress on

proletariat, a rise

-and have continued to
do so—it would appear that Marx was led astray
That is to
turbulences of
ehangeful reform _as a proletarian understanding of
the soecial Else
thing
own magnificent wob-

the applications of reform

by that contemporary wave of reform
say, that he regarded those historie
conditions that oceasioned them.

why did he expeet revolution? The same
magniﬁﬂl.aﬁ'ounts for our
bling. Not seience

Nevertheless, the manifesto is the substantial of
Hist, Mater. But it
affords little sanetion to reformist vagaries. Nat-
urally. Sinee it is the cxpression of scientific
socialism, it can hardly express labor polities. Its
real meaning, its spirit and its truth,~must be read
and applied by its own philosophy—the materialist
condeption. again it emphasises the
fundamental antagonism of (apitalist property; that

And stands beyond eriticism.

Over and over

“the function of socialism is the expression of elass

dtruggle ; that no party. ignoring that fundamental
can be soeialist ; that the struggle for reform is but
‘‘ praefieal polities,’ play of the Capital
issue—the eapture of political power, and that the
organisation of the proletariat for that purpose is
its essential condition. Consequently, its funda-

'—a side

mental expresses time eondition, ie., that Gapital can

be gboliai:ed. when, and only when, its reason of
being beecomes class conscious. Time-condition is
neot the equivalent of habit and reform; of oceasion,
or human nature. It is the manifest of the stage of
capitalist development when elass conseious per-
ceplion of material interest rises superior to all
the subterfuges of exigency. -
Consequently, scientific socialism, recognising
this, must find itself in antagoaism te laber, politi-
cally entangled in the tajls of trade issues. Seien-

lex its banner for the capture of political power—

the only power there is. The only way to capture
that power is to understand it

tly instead to the

If then the workers
support of ‘“‘praetical polities’’
t can only be because they

their identity.

are yet impereeptive of
As political representation expresses
conomie interest, socialism can find its following
nly in-the ranks of understanding. As Soeialism
organised for political supremacy, it must confliet
And,
capitalist development enforces politieal action,
d action connetes the mind, the political color of
hat action must

with organisations of ulterior expendieneies.

social eonseiousness
I'herefor Socialism standing on proletarian identity,

measure our

st eonflict with all from whatever eause, who op-
pose that identity. But this conflict is not against
r, but against the

rm of labor) ; not

labor of reform (or the re-

against the proletariat, but
r2inst their borrowed organisations of bourgeois
And while polities is the mature
ficld of emaneipation, it owes that maturity, singly,

to class understanding

traditionalism

Outside of that understand
ing, the organisation is just like a herd,
powerful,

“milling”’

potent, dangerous—and helpless

Thus the appeal for eco-operation is a false senti-
ment. It ignores the conformations of reality ; and
confuses political antagonism with labor reaction
It puts the field
of struggle in the shifty plane of opportunity. It
transforms on inconstant vicissitudes. It
secthes the kid of ignorancee in the mother milk of

confusion ;

a most extraordinary common idea
energy
and subsides the mind, with its magieal

with
the reactionary visionism of a once pregnant condi-

potencies of developed faculty and material

tion

If, as Comrade Maecdonald avers, the resolve is
taken, the deed done (*)
tant date

then we say that at no dis-
it will have to be undone. We say it not
as matter of prophesy, but as statement of fact. And
we say ‘‘have to,”’ in the new terms of
olizgarchic Imperialism, it is an attempt to set back
the shadow on the

beeause,

It 18 an effort to force an
where force is futile

dial.
issue, It strives to foster a
false alliance amongst incoherent elements, forget-
ting, seemingly, its own materialism, that unity is
and that the

cffectively

of mind, and mind of circumstance,
mind

cireumstance quigkens its

verbal word quickens the
when

only
dispossession. A
powerful and unscrupulous state, intent on its pound
of flesh, on one hand, and a grovelling confusion on,
the other calls
hybrid of “ Just as the
petty bourgeoisie strove in vain against its destrue-
tion;

for another intermediary than a
class conscious reformism !”’

so petty labor, its descendant, strives unavail-

ingly for its sectarian interests. The econtinuous
process of social degradation merges both in pro-
letarian unity, and straight Socialism ean

point the remedy and show the way out

alone
In spite of
hope and appearance, the mixing of aims and issues,
and the spreading of terms, can avail nothing
against the power of the State, nor advance confus-
ion to Socialism. It cannot be stolen:
thought

it must be
The true appeal is the class struggle. The
real issue Capitalist property—undiluted.

Hence we agree with proletarian unity and its
ecommon identity. But we still disagree with ““C’s”’
full blooded braves, skipping the whirlpoel of re-
volation on the stepping stones of improved eondi-
tions. And it isn’t Marxian. The whole trend of
Marx proves progressive social degradation. Its in-
evitability in fact. Explieit and implicit it is scat-
tered throughout ‘‘Capital,’’ e.g., ‘‘machinery and
industry,’’ ‘‘the general laws of aceumulation,” and

(*) Editor’s Note: If we manage to outlive the argu-
ment, dear “R.,” when the battle is o’er we’ll be able to
write letters to one another asking where the human
factor—in readers and party members-—has escaped to.

Meanwhile, no resolve has been taken, and no deed has
been‘done.! That needs—at least a gquorum.

(Continued .on page: 6)
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THE BURNING BUSH.

(Continued from *page 5,
in ‘‘wage labor and capital.”’ (We need not burden
a harassed Caledonian, scant of space, with quota-
tions of the obviews.) We note, to prevent confusion,
that we do not mean mere poverty and physical de-
terioration, but positive social degradation, the pro-
gressive inhibition of the social forces, means, and
potentialities. The manifesto is against
specific attention to reforms—and as already noted
that specification is augmented. In °
and Profit, (p. 77) the watchword is ‘‘abolition of
And *for reason
already given, Socialism must struggle to fulfil its
function, it must find itself, in the byeplay of op-
portunist polities, in direct opposition to all who
cannot in first attention, carry the flag

explieit
Value, Price

the Capitalist system.”’ as, and

In “‘aspeects of social change,”” “‘C”’
partienlar issues on the Party

sums up his
““Anti Labor Party;

)

Anti-reform, apathy for constitutional

change.
Nos. 1 and 2, may fairly be accepted, on the first
count, but not on the second, i.e., not Marxian. We
think they are Marxlan. That is, they find their
necessary place in the philosophy of the materialist
coneeption. In brief, that, in that facile gospel of
social change, economic conditions inevitably create
class conflicts; that those confliets must be fought
out between the classes in the ideological coneepts of
their consciousness, and that in spite of wavering
appearance and medial issue, the fundamental in-
terests of class organisations must clash, sharp and
imperious, on the final-field of political emancipa-
tion. The clear coneept of the new must clash with
the romartie tradition of the old. If the concept is
not clear, i.e., not extricated from the old tradition,
it must seek conciliations with affeets. Because is
cannot walk alone in the darkness of its confusions.
But if the coneept is elear, it must be anti to those
effects. Hence, it must be anti to parties organized
primarily to grapple with those efforts. That is,
" which includes both labor
and reform. but which also harmonises it with pro-
letarian identity, without separate interest or cur-
rency. i

anti ‘‘practical polities,’

Says ‘“C,”” again: The funetion of revolutionary
parties is net to destroy the workers’ organisations,
but to act as a speeial environment of educaton and
criticism, along with the eomplex of forces making
for Socialism.”” “Quite so. But that is not ‘«C’s’’
philosophy of reform. On the contrary. It is the
philgsophy of straight Socialism. The application of
which by the S. P. C. has earned for it the roman
tic titles of the troglodyte. That ‘‘special envir-
onment’’ is, of necessity, the unmisted concept of
the class struggle, else it had no e¢ritical value. To
have eritigal value it must oppose false organisa-
tion and illusory interest, and consequently it car-
ries with it, as a direet sequence, political hostility
to whosoever cannot fly the red flag of Capitalist
abolition.

““C”” wanders on in faith sublime to ‘‘argue for
revolutionaries to influence the future in feasible
ways.”” But he ‘“does not throw down the elass
struggle.”” In that confusion alone he violates his
own contention. ¥or, if he does not throw down the
class struggle—in effect, if not in' theory—he will
find himself, almost immediately, in political antag-
onism to labor representation everywhere, save in
the parties of the straight issue. The straight issue
is not step at a time ameliorations, but abolition of
eapital. The incidents of the daily struggle are
efforts of property rights. The incessant encroach-
ments of that right on labor compel that struggle for
preservation. But the right of property to itself
turns that blind struggle to futility. The sequence
alters the tempo of the process, but not its diree-
tion; alters its eonditioning, but not its conditions.
In the last resort it is abortive, tlus foreing  the
struggle to the issue of power. That is the class
struggle. And it is anti-thesis of reform. And
‘“feasible ways’'’ are the ways of truth. Not the
temporisations of expediency. The ways. that make
the meaning and signifieance of life eonscious to
itself. Not the subterfuges of the political. . The
ways that declare the reality of things as they are.

Not the puny.antidotes that would leaven ® finitive
lie for social purpose. Society eannot thrive on a
lie; it eannot be regenerated on - deceit. It must
know itself, or perish; know the truth, or languish
in superstitions

The class struggle is the ideological aspect of
Socialism. The terms of equated interest. The clear
recognition of that struggle implies the clear re-
cognition of our slavery—the bondage of wage-dom
The recognition of our slavery manifests itself in
unmistakable opposition to preperty right in the
means of life. Not joint management of its exploit-

ation. It involves the complete shattering of tradi-
tional freedom. Not the dim travesties of coneili-
ation. Therefore the eclass struggle, implicit in the

daily occasions of existence, against a rapacious
master class, must be organised for the abolition of
that class. It cannot keep political house with tein-
porisations. While the same perception prevents it
from fantasias in the industrial field. To organise
a party entails perception of the reasons for the or-
And therefore, explieit prineciples. If

the rcasons do not appeal, the

ganisation

principles -cannot

apply. And the reasons can only appeal when time
condition quickens necessity. Thence the prineiple
is not to be achieved by the forced marehes of ‘“in-
telligent

operation,

>

minorities,” nor the diplomacies of co-
skillful. Consequently, ‘‘the
creation of institutions as instrumentalities for fur-

thering

however
our interests’’ are finally dependant, in
formation and permanence, on the elass conscious-
ness of a soeial majority

Moreover, thetonly ‘‘indispensable institution’’
for the promotion of our well-being, is knowledge
of capital relations. The social organisation and
discipline which its necessities have developed are
ripe to our will for the furtherance of our interest—
the Whenever the

tion of its benefice kindles the passion of intellig-

socialist commonwealth 1dea-

ence. The awakening of that knowledge is prim-
arily the development of the capitalist system. The
steady, unalterable, antipodal accumulation of its
excess, destroys the forms of its institutions; shat-
ters the content of their traditions; and unveils, like
morning dawn, the livid night that is past, the day
that is to be, Our funection is the ‘‘special environ-
ment of education,”’ which in accord with the un-
proven sequences of time, may forward their com-
plex of forces to the triumph of ‘‘constitutional
means.”’ That environment is the oil on the turb-*
ulent waters of change, which alene can abate the
last terrors of insatiate privilege. It is the symbol,
lifted up and understood, for the
peoples, and the healing of the nations

R
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A DIALOGUE ON WAGES.

BY WM. P. BLACK.

(With apologies to E.'T. Kingsley and others)

Comrades and Friends:—

All of you have heard in the past times of men
and women having to work for their board, a state
of affairs which always creates the greatest sym-
pathy, for the vietims. Now, if this state of affairs
creates sympathy, a case where a man or women
worked for nothing and bearded him orherselfwould
creaté much more, wouldn’t it? And if you heard of
a man or woman who worked for nothing and board-
ed themselves and paid the employer for the privilege
of doing so you would say he or she who did so
should be in the house for the feeble minded; yet
there are millions of men and women doing this very
thing. Maybe you think not, but let me tell yqu
there are lots of folks doing it right here in Van-
couver, and there would be many more if there
were jobs for all workers here at present, and any
of you working women and men who are in posses-
son of a looking glass can see the gink or ginkess
any time you want to if you get into a room by your-
self and take a good look in the mirror. Those
words—gink and ginkess—sound slangy, but they
express what we are better than ealling ourselves -
men and women, we won't be,men and women in the
full sense of the words until we abolish the éondi-

y -
tions that make us wage slaves to a small portion of
society. T
Now it isup to me to prove that the state of
ffairs outlined above exists.
To begin with, one cannot think of wages without
thinking of money, and eannot think of money with-
ut thinking of wealth, as the average citizen thinks
money is wealth.
we will analyze the word wealth and find out
1t nl(‘ﬂ\nﬁ.

What is the meaning of wealth?! Of what does

it sist? Is it gold, silver, diamonds, paper notes,
st and bonds, deeds or first mortgages? There
is wealth. in gold, silver and other valuables when
they are viewed from a commodity nature point of
view. and then onky, when any of the above metals
are ed as a means of exchange in the form of

money. They are simply a means of exchange;

that is what money is—a means of exchange

Wealth consists of all kinds of ecommodities
ereated by the labor power of workers from nature’s
products, that is the meaning of wealth. Jewelry
is wealth beeause of its ecommodity nature, people
Wi t. espeeially ““cullod” folks and the ladies

Now that the word wealth is disposed of we will
take the word wages

What are wages? Wages is money or goods paid

'

for labor power when it is delivered

What db wages do for the working class? They
keep them in food, clothing and shelier of a kind

Where do wages c¢ome from? Wages are pro-
duced by the workman employed on the job, as a
rule

We have just concluded that wages only amount
to food, elothing and shelter on the average for the
worker; then he works for wages and pays his own
P“P.!Y-'l

Now at the end of the year, what has the work-
cr saved from his earnings? How mueh has he got
in the bank on the average?! They havn’t saved a
bean; so that will just prove that he has worked for
nothing and boarded himself ; does it nof?

But that is not all, as there is a percentage of our
citizens who do not dd any useful labor, how do they
live? They live from surplus values created by the
workers, which is an incontrovertible faet.

Now when such is conceded to be the case, the
this surplus value and the bour-
geoisie live on it, do they not?! Where they do
that, they must be paying the boss for the privilege
of working for nothing and boarding themselves.

In short they go to work and pay their own
wages, and board themselves, work for nothing and
pay the employer for the privilege of working for
nothing and boarding thémselves.

Now what keeps the working class in such a state
of mind as to allow such a flimflam game to be work-
ed on them?

The chief instrument in the hands of the ruling
class is the church, the great lying church, as Car-
lyle calls it, and there will not be a better social
system on this planet until it is destroyed, root and
branch. People stuffed with this dope eannot do
their own thinking entirely. ‘‘The preachers do not
think themselves and they squelch all progressive
thought in cthers.””

How arc we going to destroy it? By edueatior
of a kind. What kind? That which is dispensed
through the eolumns of the Western Clarion.

Ladies and gentlemen I would be most pleased
to take your subseription for that paper now.

ECONOMIC CAUSES
OF WAR

By PETER T. LECKIE.

worker creates

NOW READY
133 PAGES.
Per Oopy, 25 Cenis. -
Ten copies up, 30 ctuts esch.

“Post Paid. - L ¢

’




1
WESTERN CLARION

Page Seven.

From ‘‘The Modern Quarterly’’
(Continued fronr-last issune)

the war it beeame /more and more evident

that Eyropgan social demoeracy, whil
holding fast to the Marxian view on social reform
practically abandoned the Marxian stand that r
forms werc valueless except as stimuli to furthe:
struggle which should culminate in the social r¢
volution; from a means to goal (the social revo
lution), soecial reforms became a goal in themselves
It was evident that socialism daily lost more and
more of its revolutionary eharacter. The revolu
tionary minorities in the various European partics
as well as in this country, organized themselves i1
““left wings’’ and fought against these tendeneics
but without success. The mass had either too much
and follgwed then
blindly, or lost all confidenee in them and went ov
to the syndiealists. The left wing of the socialist
movement, however, was not against the actual ac
tivities of the movement, but what they demanded
was more revolutionary education for the masses
All we do now must be in the form of pr('paratmn\
for the coming revolution.

!. S I said previously, in the last years beforc
'

confidence in their-leaders

It goes without saying . . that all socialists will lend
their assistance to all elements of the population that are
fighting against rei.cﬂon in favor of labor legislation and
reform, but it does mot follow that they nhould conalder

this the: chinf vt ¢ “Wock. TN

Thus one of the lefts summed up their position
in 1912
right and left might have gone on for years with-
out causing a split, but that finally this split would

It is possible that this cleavage between

have had to come we eannot question.

The war, with the great betrayal of .the prin-
ciples of the largest and oldest socialist parties,
caused the split to ecome sooner than it would have
under other conditions.

At the moment when the

triumphed, the socialist movement in Europe and

Russian revolution

America had not yet been split, but it had been de
- mhoralized and disorganized. The workers had lost al]
They felt themselves
Even those who

confidence in their leaders.
fooled and betrayed beyond hope.
before believed that the
mocracy, a war to end war, and had therefore ap-
plauded their leaders who helped to fool them, had
already discovered their mistake. In the European
countries, especially in the defeated ones, starva-
tign and disease were added. The workers were en-
raged, they were anxious to do something desperate,
but what? Their leaders could not suggest any-
thing to them but patience. In the midst of all this
came the Russian revolution. The Russian workers,
a small minority of them, took up arms and did
what the workers of the world had always dreamed
of —why not imitate them? Why not emulate them?

Large masses, starving and disappointed could
not be expected to occupy theniselves with the ex-
amination of whether the objective conditions were
ripe for such an act. Their leaders, those who had
not betrayed them, knew very weH that what had
been achieved in Russia could not, at least at that
time; be achieved in any other country. They tried
Atq explain it to the workers of their respective coun-
tries, but the workers had no more confidence in
then. If the Russians could, why eouldn’t they?

war was a war for de-

5 3 So they reasomed.. -The Russians suddenly became

fieirey theuvioumofsochl’-n. The Rus-
‘and thoie who allied themselves with them

tell W"MW do. mﬂ M » mt re-

confidence. . They nfediorﬂmn to

sponsibility on the leaders of the

n

they- were

and Decline
Communism

By HAIM KANTOROVITCH

Russian revolu

tion. How did they use this opportunity?

of the

international was organized

\s a result Russian revolution the

third communist

This new international was greeted with joy every
where. The

changed their name from social democrats to com

Russian Bolshevists, though they

unists, repeatedly assured us that the change I

ume did not signify a ehange in theory or tacties
Stekloy
published by the Soviet govern

as they had been, Marxists
rote a brochure,
ent, to show that the new nanme was adopted only
s a defensive measure, so that the masses, who
knew little about the differences that existed b«
tween the various factions of the movement, would
not econfuse the revolutionary Marxists with the op
portunists. The organizing of the new international
meant, consequently, the reunion of all the revolu
tionary forees of the proletariat. Unity was ur
cently needed at that moment, and there were no
others besides the Russian communists who could
But alrcady at the first congress

the commumist. international it became apparent

bring this about.

that what the communists contemplated~ was not
international unity of the proletariat, but inter
national strife within the movement. Their slogan

hecame, not ‘“workers of the world unite,”” but

‘““socialists of the world exterminate eaeh other.”’
This may seem exaggeraticn, but the faects 1 shall
adduee will prove that jt igmat., The first duty of
the communists all over the world was deelared to
be a splitting of the parties to which they belonged
if they could not get-control over them; and if they
could get control, to expel every one that did not
agree with them even in the slightest measure. The
had as its
members the largest and most important parties in
Europe. The Independent Social Democrats of Ger-
mun_\'.; at that time a large and powerful and really
a revolutionary party; the French United Socialist
party, the Italian Socialist party, even the Soeialist
party ef America, and many other parties applied

communist international ecould have

for admission, but the communist international re-
fused them. It preferrcd the splitting up of these
parties, the organizing of small and powerless com-
munist seets, to the reunion of all socialist forces. I
know some one will now ask, ‘‘Should Lenin and
Sheidman, Trotsky-and Noske have reunited?’’ No,
they should Socialists of the type of
Sheidman and Noske would not have entered the
new international even had they been invited. They
would not have been admitted if they would have
applied for admission. But this Sheidman-Noske
type of socialist could have been positively isolated
and made harmless by the united front of all revolu-
tionary socialists. One of thc famous 21 points was
that if any one disagrecd with even one point, or
with any of the theses and resolutions of the com-
munist international, he should be expelled. What
was the result? The most important parties in Eur-
ope were split, torn to pieces by inner strifes. The
real opportunists were given the chance to unite their
forces and to ‘demonstrate to the workers that the
revolutionists are nothing but sectarians, fighting
each other-over hairsplitting differences. At the
convention of the Independent Social Democratic
Party of Germany in 1921, in Halle, a delegate
asked Zinoviev, who came to split the party, “Why
not -unite instead of splitting?”’ To this Zinoviev
replied : !

not have
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already strong enough row off the bourgeoisie,
ven tomorrow, if we would only all stand united for com-
If the workers will remain in their dormant state,
conquered the cursed in-

nunism.
is because we have not vet

heritance of the rotten ideology within our own ranks

In other words, we have to fight first of afl the
In his opening speech at the
International,

nemy from within.”’
cond congress of the Communist
Zimoviev made plain what he thought the immedi-
It is to

capitalists but the soeial demoerats

tactask of the communist movement to be:
'ht not the
Our fight

id. ““is not a fight between two factions of the same

acainst the second internmational,”” he

proletarian movement, it is not a
different streams within the same
This fight
rainst all other socialists (and in this fight no diff-
“right”” and the

cvolutionary
oht between

lass Y it is practically a class struggle.”’

crenee was made between the

center’’). has gone so much over the limits that
lLenin saw fit to rebuke his comrades for their ex-
In his letter to the United Communist

1921) he says

cessive zeal

Party of Germany (August

Some exaggerated the fight against the center, over-
stepped the bounds somewhat, thus transforming the fight
into a sport and compromising revolutionary Marxism

The figcht against socialist heresy finally became
a kind of ‘‘witech hunting”’
communist ranks. They also began to split and
ficht each other, and they have continued to keep
- this ’ fo the present day.
Why has the communist international taken this

process, even within the

revolutionary aetivity’

attitude? Is it because the communist leaders are
Or have not the interests
hearts?
Certainly not. The communist leaders are neither

bad men or dishonest?
of the proletarian class struggle in  their
bad nor dishonest ; they are positively well-meaning,
revolutionary socialists whose tactics were dictated
to them by the singularity of the situation. This
singularity was the complete hegemony of the Rus-
sian Bolshevists over the Communist International;
the same people who were the leaders of the Russian
Soviet government also became the leaders of the
Communist International; the same men who had to
fight the battles of the Soviet republie also had to
fight the battles of the

movement

International Communist

These men had, at the time when the new In-
ternational was born, not only an actual war with
the whites, but also a theoretical war with all other
socialists. They ecdnsidered, and I think rightly,
that the pamphlets of Plechanoff and Kautsky, of
Martov and Bauer, were more dangerous for them
than the guns of the white guards, or the blockade
of the imperialist governments. Their socialist op-
ponents attacked them especially ¥n three points:

(1) That no social revolution eould be made sue-
cessfully by an armed minority.

(2) That socialism could not be established in an
economically undeveloped country.

(8) That the Soviet government would not be
able to hold out long against the capitalist coun-
tries of the world. The logical way for the Bol-
sheviki would have been for them to have drawn
the attention of their critics to the specific Russian
conditions, conditions so unique, which could not be
fouud anywhere else. But the Bolsheviki, who were
w for their revolutionary romanticism—

ne out of necessity; they simply rationalized
€ itnce and satisfied themselves that what
done in Russia could and would be done
e.  Russia is an economieally undeveloped
Continued on page 8)

ticism—chose the epposite way. They made
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THE RISE AND DECLINE OF NEO-COMMUNISM
(Continued from page 7)

country—so Lenin deelared (in his report on ‘‘Na&=

tional and Colonial Problems’’ before the Second
Congress of the Communist International) that

we must give up the scientific prejuidice that each comn-.

try must inevitably pass through capitalist exploitation.
In a time of mighty proletarian uprisings of a world-wide
scope the Soviet regime can be established in those coun-
tries where capitalismm has not vet developed

Further than Lenin goes Bucharin, who says:

From an examination 6f the process of a world re
volution, we may draw the following gereral conclusions:
The process of the world revolution begins in those coun-
tries where the state of development is lower and where
the proletarian victory is easier to get . The less capi
talistically developed a eountry is, which means the lower
its revolutionary development, the more quickly may the
revolutign be accomplished. (Hillquit, p. 97.)

Neither Lenin nor Bucharin are willing to admit
that they have deviated in any point from Marxism,
vet it is easy to see that their coaception of the
social revolution is precisely the reverse of the
Marxian.

The specific Russian condition not only enabled
but eompelled a minority to make a revolutfon by
means of an armed uprising ; but the Bolshevik lead-
ers did not see in this episode anything due to
specific Russian conditions, and they quickly decid-
ed, and it has become an article of communist faith
that ‘‘it is a minority which earries out the revola-
tion;’’ continuing, and ‘‘it might be fairly said that
every revolution is undertaken by the minority, the
majority only joining in during the course of the
revolution and deciding its victorious issue.”” The
writer of this ealls himself a Marxist; in fact, he
claims that he is the real upholder of Marxism, but
what he says is against the Jetter as well as the
spirit of Marxism. It is not Marxism, but Bako-
uninism.

As te the guestion of the necessity of an armed
uprising, there is no communist from Lemim down to
his American followers that has not insisted upen it.
Kamenev expressed the views of his comrades very
eorrectly in the following words:

The center of contemporary life is the ultimate division
of the whole capitalist society into two camps . . not only
in Russia, but in al] other countries . .-this is not enough
we know that these two camps come in conflict with arms
in their hands . . elvil war is the sign of our time . .
who ever wamts to . . explain to the worker . . his real
duties . . must start out with the recognmition that from
now on the proletariat and the bourgeoisie are in open
armed civil war. (Third International, p. 7.)

As you see, with Kamenev it is no more a ques-
tion of what should be; he knows that the civil war
is on, and that settles it. This was not only Kam-
enev’s view—the first eongress of the Communist
International has in its initial declaration this sen-
tenee :

The class struggle all over the world, in Europe and
America, has become an open civil war.

And the second eongress declared :

The period in which we are living is the period of the
direct civil war . . everywhere . . where there is a labor
movement of any significance, the workers are on the eve
of bitter battles with arms in their hands. (P. 64.)

b Y

Their belief that the world revolution had al-
ready come was really phenomenal Zinoviev pre-
dicted at the first congress of the Comintern that ‘it
would perhaps take ome year, and we would al-
ready begin to forget that there was a fight in Eur-
ope for Soviet power, because during this year the
fight would be finished.’’ This belief, of eourse,
was not founded on sober examination of Enropean
conditions. Tt was a rationalization of a wish. ' The
leaders of Soviet Russia, who were (and are) also
the leaders of the Communist International, did not
forget that Marx hsd once said that the revolution
= mummnm,uwamwam.

)Ve'munumed in thefirst days of the revolution that

~ the Russian revolution’ would suceeed and free the iRus-

sian«people only on the coendition that it serves as & sig--
nal for the beginning of the revolution in all other ooun-
tries; but if capitalism continues to rule in Germany, and
jn New York the stock exchange will have the upper hand,
and British imperialism will retain its power, then we are
lgst

A world revolution was a life necessity for them,

and they sueceeded in eonvineing themselves that it

was ready to come.

But if the world revolution is ready to come, it
is simply foolish for any one to fight for reforms,
for momentary relief, and whoever does it is a
traitor to the working class. If the ‘class struggle
in Europe and Ameriea has become an open civil
war, what are needed are general headquarters and
an army and rifles. The communist movement was
organised, therefore, as one world-wide party, -with
no national autonomy, but with an iron military
discipline, as befitted an army, and the ‘‘interna-
tional’’ in Moscow became the general headquarters
of this army.

It is sometimes said that as long as we shall have
armies, we shall have wars. This may also be ap-
plied to the communists. They were originally or-
ganized as the revolutionary army, an army in the
usual sense of the word, an army that was to begin
and finish the social revolution in a short time—
within a year, Zinoviev believed. Within an army
in time of war there can, of ecourse, be no freedom
of discussion; soldiers must obey orders and not
argue. That is why the Communist International
inserted in its famous 21 points the clause that, if
any one does not agree with everything, he shall be
expelled ; that is also why a point was insterted
stating that the eommunist parties must have legal
and illegal organizations; that is why democracy
was banished from the party. Practical demoeracy,
which both Marx and Engels considered an ab-
solutely necessary eondition for the social revolution,
was disearded by the Belsheviki, who could not get
a majority in the Russian constituent convention;
in fact, demoecracy was declared an anathema, a
bourgeois prejudice for which the workers should
have no vse. This attitude had gone so far that a
leader of the American eommunist party told me
permhally that if danger should arisc and the demo-
cratie institutions of the United States be abolished.
he would not raise a single finger to defend them.
This also explains how it became possible for the
(German communists to entertain the thought that
they might, in allianee with German faseisti, work
for the overthrow of the German republic. This is
the old anarchistic impossibilist principle of ‘‘all or
nothing,”” a principle which Marx and Engels ab-
horred.

(To be concluded)

BRITISH ELECTIONS.
A Few Facts and Figures.

The numerieal strength of parties in the British
House of Commons on dissolution was: Conserva-

- tives 2568, Labour 193, Liberals 158, Others 5. At

the 1923 elections 538 Conservatives, 427 Labour and
457 Liberals contested 615 seats. Of these, 50 can-
didates were returned unopposed.

This - years nominations ‘showed 533 Conserva-
tives, 507 Labour eandidates and 340 Liberals. The
number of Conservative ecandidates has therefore
remained about the same, whereas the Labour Party
had up 80 eandidates more than last year and the
Liberal figure is about 100 down. The nwmber of
unopposed candidates this year is 32, of -which 9 are
Labour as against 3 in 1923.

‘In the last eleetions there were 265throc-eomer-
ed contests. In these 21§-minority. members ‘were

returned having obtained the relative but not the

absolute majority of-the votes. - This time the nmum-

ng,nnst certain well-known memblr *“ﬁ‘m
I’mty

Sinee the aggregate vote thm:yur ®13% h!gler
than last year, the Labour Party has ineressed its
votes by about 27%. This fends te prove that the
sweeping gain in Conservative votes was won ex-
clusively from the Liberals.

It is quite different with the question of seats
The table given below will best show how little the
distribution of seats eorresponds with the actual:
strength  of parties under the British eleetional
.\':\ len.
Labour Party Conservatives Liberals
% % % % % %
votes seats votes seats votes -seats
1922 SOt | ¥ G 39 56 209 19
1923 SN (|8 3 31 385 38 29.8 25
1924 34 27 46 66 18 §

Roughly speaking the Conservatives gained a
scat this time on an average of 20,000 votes, com-
parcd to a seat gained for Labour on about 35,000
and for the Liberals on 75,000.

Here follows a table showing the number of seats
won and votes recorded for labor party eandidates
in cach election from 1900 to 1924 ineclusive.

Year Seats. Votes.
1900 2 62,689
1906 N 29 323,195
1910 (Janugyy) ... ontn 40 505,690
1910 (December) ... . -~ 42 370,802
1918 2P U St 57 2,244,945
1922 il 3 i . 142 4,236,733
1923 iR 191 4,355,000
1924 i By | | 5,625,072
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