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“Canada’s Welfare”

< SA“ the “Colonist” (Jan. 21, 1925) *‘Can-

o

- ‘ada’s future welfare lies in more work, and

Yess talk; in less government ; in constant and
unremitfing applieation of our own efforts.’”” The
““Colonist” either means what it says; or it doesn'’t.
But if it'does, the remedy rules out the majority of
the Canadian population. For we presume the ‘‘Col-
onist’’ ‘presupposes the observance of ‘‘law and
order.”” But ‘‘law and order’’ is—unremitting gov-
ernment, implacably relentless against the ‘‘appli-

- -¢ition -of onr own efforts.”’ for why?

Take the unemployed of Victoria for instanee.
The ‘“Colonist’* dares not say publicly ‘‘ they are too
lazy to work,’”’ or ‘‘they are mot willing to work.”’
And if it did it would be a belated lie. Yet although
willing to work they are idle and poverty stricken.
Why? How are they to apply ‘‘their individual ef-
forts?’’ Cultivate the land? But the land earries
notiee to keep off, on pain of prosecution. Go log-
¢ing inthg@nuf But injunetions advise respect

““no admittance.’”” What. op-
'iuﬂuleuerbulzx4ontﬁts! Then
“possible,  But where! Bvery-
he Jength and breadth of “dur

s Srpmodiet, WORHEREE mopre I

ownied and operatéd entirely for the advantage and
profit of the capitalist class. So that in the terms
of “law and order’’ ‘‘individual effort’’ is not pos-
sible. for the Canadian majority. Therefor the Can-
adian majority are the slaves of ‘‘law and order.”’
That js, subject to the will of Capitalist Government.
For why?

" Obviously, when the ‘‘Colonist’’ advocates ‘‘less
govermment’’ it does not mean any relaxation of
government as applied to the elamorous needs of the
slaves of Canadn. Instead, it means a lessening of
the onus of government for the benefit of the gover-

* ” nors (the eapitalist elass). who alone bear its incid-
- ence. Cousequently, in the terms of capital, the ‘‘in

tensive’’ application of our own businessmen ‘‘to
our own affairs’’ means le of the capital-
- .ist owners of Canada’s resource, to produce com-

,.mediﬁllu cheaply; and- to find markets to dispose
dhtﬂ advantageously as the ecapitalist owners

W To do this means fundamentally,
y Iabor (regurdless of the price of wages).

' Therefore, “‘individual effort’ is the effort of cap-
:wm to. chel.pen eompetition.

‘‘Less

g ﬁhid&the expléitation of
ﬂ»withmtfenot contra-

Go into the-tamber mills? But * ¢ shundence.

-

perty in the social means of life, for private profit.
(Capitalist wealth is formmlated in Capital eommodi-
ties. Those commodities are exchanged, and the pro-
fit embodied in them in production is then realised
in exechange. But those commodities, thus exchang-
¢, represent produets for which the labor that pro-
duced them received mo equivalent. That-is why
capitalist wealth consists essentially in bonds and
title deeds. Because those deeds constitute the right
to appropriate the products of labor. - That is why
capitalist countries measure their weatth in exports.
Because it is only in exchange that the profit-in the
produet ean be ebtained. Not by any ‘‘smart Alex’’
dealing on the open market, That is why inereasing
exports aréinereasingly neeessary to capitalist pros-
perity. If dabor received the equivalent' value of
its produetion there would be no eommedities to
export; begause there could be no profit in the bus-
iness." If labor received that equivalent there eould
only be production for use, unstinted in its beunty
Fundamenitally, therefor, business is
nothing more than traffie in stolen goods. That is
why the interest of master and slave is diametrically
opposed. That'is why madéiter and slave esnnot pros-
per together. ‘and that is why, under the terms of
apitalist produetion, the 8 | poople of Canada
If the aeribe of the ‘' Gazette” found himself in
the merciless clutehes of the mineral eompanies of
Canada he would probgbly reconsider his individual-
ist self complaceney. H he were chained—by the
most compellmg neeessity of slavery to the whirring
wheels of mdnxtry, he would probably long for some-
thing more than the laissez faire of bourgeois prop-
perity. If H& were farming the baldheaded prairie
under the necessary bonds of finance and machine
companies, he would probably find a new use for his
vote. If he were logging with the broadshouldered
giants of the woods, in the competitive terms of
necessity he would probably worry but -little on

. tariff and taxes. .If he were eompelled.to toe the

Jine with the hefty sons alongshere, grimy in the
dust of its clamorous fury and demeaned with its
desultory idleness, he would probably agree with
the ““Colonist’’ in a quite other sense, that the ‘‘less
government’’ there was, the better. And if he

-were—as the flotsam of slavery must ever be—flung

hither afid yon on the changeful tides of profiteering
property, he would find that dire want and eagerness
to work; willing hands and neeessitous inopportun-
ity were the ecommonest of assoeiations, even in Can-
ada, and that whoever or whatever his ‘‘anchange-
lic premier’’ might eonsider, it would most certainly
not be him. B

Nor need the scribes dream t.hey escape those

conditions because of their superior ability. We do

- not question their ability. It may even be superior—

though it does not'manifest itself. But it is no ques-

- tion- of ability. Or of-thrift or personal industry.

"t 1§ primarily and mostly a question of
W A conditioning wholly beyond
moiﬁnnhxg of the individual. The

‘ o ey ' S - < Mr—«u-—'

the misinterpreted illusions of the unknown West.
Finance and land companies; timber and minerals;
railway agd shipping companies; government and
colony—the whole interwoven complex of modern
production—have flooded Canada, as they have
flooded all lands, undeveloped, with labor misin-
formed ; uncultured ; inexperienced in the mysteries
of “‘business.’”” A labor absolutely necessary for the
exploitation of the natural resources which capital
has, by priority appropriated to itself.
ated neither by thrift nor by industry, but by law
and oeccagion. Not by single labor, or personal
achievement, or foreseeing enterprise; but by power
and by gift; by combination and by the growth of
social inerement. That is how the H. B. and the
C.P.R. and the Canadian banks and industries flour-
ished and succeeded. By dppropriating the natural
resources of the country to themselves, by the legali-
ties of parliamentary procedure and exploiting their
holdings through wage labor and social achievement.
By the exploitation of natural resource, by means of
exploited wage slaves—that is the one and only way
that capitalist fortunes can be ‘‘made’ and eapital-
ist accumulations built up to become, in their turn,
mighty engines of a yet more extengive exploitation.

But the e expropriated lmnngrm m hp‘,”&,. it

“ehante whatsoéver to own, by &E exéPeise of

and. industry and application, mines or toresta, or
railroads or banks, and but little of the land and its
abundance. They are only driven wage _slaves,
blind to their slavery. Driven because they are
blind. They “‘prosper’’ only as Capital benefits by
their.toil. They are tax-payers only as labor is the
fundament of all wealth. And they are ‘‘free’’ of
the resource. of the country, only as that resource is
‘‘free’’ to the operations of capitalist accumulation.
The resources have all been staked off, long ago, as
the private domain of powerful monopolies. And
like the dead in Christ they await the resurrection
of the world market, for their new glorification. We
think—as vainly. And our scribe is by no means
sanguine.

Says he: ‘‘If the businessmen .
country, they will soon . . be replaced by others
who can.”” Exactly. Hence to smooth the way of
“‘businessmen’’ is the duty of government. That
is perfectly correct. To clear away the obstaeles for
the success of the ruling class is the sole function of
government. His remedies are significant—protec-
tion, economy, tax reduction. In the present way of
things that trinity is the mene tekel on the feasting
halls of capital. Capitalist progress means increas-
ing exports Exports mean Imperialist expansion.
And Imperialism means a burden of wealth—as ex-
pressed to the capitalist, but of debt as expressed to
aocmty—whwh paralyses the underlying support
of industry.~ Economy means the economy of ecapi-
talist property. That is, economy in capitalist pro-
duction and distribution. Hence ecapitalist economy
THeans ever growing masses of nnunployment an
ever falling class standard of livmg ‘and consequen-
tly; an ever lessening effect of purchasing power.

. cannot run the
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HE passing of ,eleetign fever, and the revival

= i~ the forthcoming report of the Trade-Union
Delegation, justify the following brief historieal
sketch of developments in the economic strueture of
Russia since 1921.

The New Economie Poliey that was instituted in
1921 was introduced primarily for the benefit of the
peasants. The theses in which it was enunciated by
the Russian Communist Party Conference in April of
that year, applied direetly only to the peasants: the
first substituting a fixed agricultural tax for the sys-
tem of forced requisition in grain, and the second
establishing the right-of the peasants to the unre-
stricted sale of their surplus produce. Only indireet-
ly, by the implications of that second thesis, was the
right of general free trade conceded, and it is-safe to
say that had they fully realized the meaning of that
clause, many who participated in the conferenee
would have been still more reluctant than they were-
to agree to it.

peasants to sell their surplus produce, was involved
the complete reorganisation of Soviet Russia’s eeon-
omie system. Until 1921, trading was illegal, though
it went on. Industry and agriculture were theoreti--
cally linked together by a centralised State system.
of exchange. The peasants gave ,over, perforee, all
their surplug grain to the State, which maintained
therewith the State industries. The industries also

- of ahjeetive intarest in Russia, together With - was the

trust was placed an administmtign in whose hands
deeisien of all-questions of quantity or qual-
ity of production- in each fastory, who pur-
chased raw material and marketed finished ar-
ticles, and organised:the group of factories as a unit
of production for profit. In addition, the tryst 4d-
ministration was empowercd with the appsintment or
dismissal of the direetor and his assistants in each
factory or workshop; although; once appointed, the
director was given a free hand to organise: the in-"
ternal affairs of the faetory as he saw fit, in con.
Junction with the workers.

The administration of the trust was oppointed
directly by the higher, responsible State organ: the
provincial, Republie, or Supreme Council of People’s
Economy, in consultation with the Trade Unions
eoncerned. It was appeinted for a fixed period, and
was held responsible only to the State department
or its sub-commissions. The net profits, after sums
were set aside for amortisation and depreciation,
for reserve capital,. industrial _ development, and
bonuses to workers, ete,, weré to go to the loeal o1
State budget, aceording to the status of the trust.

This general form;xworked ount during the first
years of the trustifieation period has undergone. no
radical modifieation; but rather has been developed
and widened in its application, yntil now almest all
units of produetion,; whether in light or heavy in.
dustries, are organised in trusts. - In few eases doey

handed all their produce to the State, which ., ¢ [TUst eover the whole of any one industry
over p ce e e W

distributed it over the country to the army, the-
workers, -arrd, more rarely, the peasants. Sueh-was
the theory aceording--to which the Communists
hoped to organise a progressive Communism. In
practiee, it led to an extremely centralised form of
State eontrol, which, in conjunction with other, more
objective circumstances to the gradual coMapse
cf industry, and the non-produetion of indostrial
goods. - The ‘peasants, perforee, fulfilled their side of
the ‘bargain,-but the industries were unable to fulfil
theirs. - Thénatural resalt was dissatisfaetion among
the peasants;-leading finally o the peasants’ insdt-
rections in 1821 and the’ necessity for change in
poliey-in order:ﬁo' meet the growing discontent. -
The granting of freedom of trade to the peas-
ants necessarily implied the giving of the same right
to industry. - The ‘‘Centralisni’’ of the early years
had slready “been superseded in some measure
by decentralised eontrol, under Provineial Couneils
of People’s Eé¥nomy, and this movemenf was ear-
ried much farther. Industry was roughly divided
into:two categeories : (a) those ‘of & pational
ance; inte this eategory eoming most of the heavy

mdistes nd . 4 (b) - Kress eonferences, consultations of experts, ete., to'.,
T S Skne andosell wosla and by - SO every ramifieation of industrial life. In these

those which-under the new conditions would be more
dependent on the open market: for the sale of their
goods:.e.g.; textiles and other light industries - pro-
ducing. articlen-of: general: necessity. - These latter
had .to- erganise:on the strietly. economie basis of
production for profit; and; in the first resetion from
the old Centralism; the principle was applied so‘eseh
factory: unit awithout regard to the possibility: of
compegition between one faetory-and another. Thts,
decentralisation was earried to its illogieal extreme,
and foreed by: etonemic: considerations, each factory
or workshop begam:to organise itself with & view: to
capturing the:mazket in its own line of goods.-

It was guickly:realised that thix poliey wasJead-
ing Mpﬁmmm&-
munist’s. peint, of ¥iew,‘positively. harmtul practice -
of Wmﬁmmmmﬂ
another.. Steps; had.to be takento eliminate: that

or form of produetion.. Where an industry is scat-
tered over the country.it is trustified aceording to
local eonsiderations.. This has .given rise in some
cases to further assesiations of trust in syndicates
for the pnrpese of purehasing raw materials and the
sale of finished products. The syndicate is a mueh
looser and more optional form of organigation, and
has little administrative authority, as it exists prim-
arily for the advantage of the trusts themselves, and
1s not at all a eompulsory forn® of association im-
posed by the State.

The work of stpervision and control of this
great machinery of industry has .necessarily given
occasion. for ghe organisation of a mueh more com-
plicated State maehinery- to - deal with it. The
Couneil for People’s Economy, the Government de-
partment: direetly responsible for ghe machinery of
industrial produstion, has becomc an organisation
of prime-importance in the life'of Russia. - The prob-
lem of smooth and-successful control and administra-
tion has Jed to a constant revision of its previously
existing: departments, and the formation' of new
ones, as well as the:orgapisation of all kinds of eon-

directions the Soviet Government is continually cx-
perimenting, and the necessity for having the most
active minds in the State in the serviee of industry
has not been altogether ignored. ;

Before:lesving the subjeet of the management- of
produstive industry, a few Wards must be said .eon.
cerning. -workers'..control. . It must be realised: at
once that direet workers’ eontrol exists only over the
administrations of the units:of production ~the fae-
tory, the mine; or the workshop.: From the begin- -

ning of tho.ﬂut.revohﬁomhjlgﬂ factory and work . i

shop. ‘had been organised with o yiew 40

workers’-coatrol, .and after the October revolution ; j

they played o most.importantwole in the life of vach -

. of |ocal'unifa-ot-tho-‘l‘nde UM‘ As such they

factory... In ‘most.cases-they boesime the faptory.ad- . :

administration to that’of contrqlin their.eapacity

watch -over all questiops affectinig the workers—
wiges, eonditions of labour, ete.,—and also through
them are appointed the workers’ representatives to
the varipus factory commissions for produetion, or-
ganisation, ete.,-and the workers’ representatives to
the factory administration, working with the diree- |
tor for the general interests of the factory. B

There remains also the direet method of work- - £oe
crs” controk through the influence of the Trades {
l‘niuns,' which have representatives on the various i B
administrative ergans of the Government, from: the
highest to the lowest. In all questions affecting the
workers’ interest the Unions hdye to be reckoned
with, and their opinions taken into consideration.
In the lower organs of industrial administration they
are a very active means of preventing too exclusive
& devotion to profit-making at the expense of the
workers.

IFor the first three years of the New Eeonomic
Policy the Soviét Government concentrated on the
production aspect of Russia’s economic life: and

tended to ignore the distributive aspect. ‘Until the T
- economie . erigis of autumn; 1928, there had been no

special machinery, equivalent 4o the “Couneil for
People’s Eeonemy, in the sphere of organisation and
eontrol of distribution. A Commissariat for Internal
Trade was in existenee as a sub-commission to the
Council for Labour and Defence; bat its activities
were severely restricted, and it had no administra-
tive authority. - But the ecanemie erisis brought the
Communists up against some nasty facts. They dis-
covered that while industry was over eighty per cent .
in the hands ef the Government, distribution was o
oyer eighty- per eent in the hands of  the --private e
trader:. As a result profits were going largely. into
the pockets of the latter; and had the Process. con- g &
tinzed. the walue-of :State ownership of produstion e
would-have been almest-nil. : *
Measures - were - taken ' to meet - the: situation, kS
among the first being the raising of the = Commis- " B
sariat for Internal Trade to the status of a Peaple’s £
Commissariat, with" ecorresponding administrative
powers in the sphere of distribution to thoge of the
Couneil for People’s Economy in the sphere of pro-

duction. . Its first step was to meet the economic R
crisis by a drastic control and cutting of prices. It 2
ther.had: to turn-its sttention to the development 0
of the existing State disgributive agensies~the Co- i

operatives, the Syndieate or Trust shops, and rthe
State or: provineisl! limited eompanies.- By means
of cvedits and - preferences: these are: slowly. recover- .
ing the:ground they have lost-to the private trader, «
but the Comnamiasariat for Internal Trade is only :at
the beginning of its task of eontrol.and administza:.
tionof trade within the.eountry, and. itsafforts in
this direetion during the next few imonthe: should
provide mteresting. material for study. The-absorp-..
tion,of ithe old. Peapléls Commissariat for.Produee
into.dhe. new- Commissariat-marked -the disappear-
anceiof the Jast.vestiges.of the system. of ration dis- ‘.

- Thik brief mnom@‘m'u;eemnio;m &~
woulditiot bie compistewithout some reference to
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Y - AST  eum during a lull between study
3 glasses, I wrate the Clarion offering to mak:
4 a trip.to Vancouver to debate gny member

the 8. P! of C. ﬂillt choose on the question of thc
British Labor Gévermment-and the Patry attitud
towdrds it. T-ebmsidered this the most fitting metho
of plaeing a-€ontroversial matter fairly and squarely
before thé workers of Canada and so obviate a long
drawniout ‘diseussion in ‘the eolumns of the Party
organ. The debate, or a summary of it, could be
published in the Clarion and so reach a wider fiell
of students. - -
~ "Each member of the triumvirate answered the
challenge by a direet refusal to debate. The)
thought it would be a most unprofitable procedure
or the wording of the resotution didn’t -quite  suit
them ;or some other petty reason presented itself to
. avoid ithe issue. They had:ne desire ta have their
phitossphienl hides tanned:on. the public platform,
where they would be foreed to place their cards on
the table, and would have no two weeks to figure
out irrelevant excuses.

Not so many moons age the S. P. of C. was itch
ing for debates. They even advertised in the Clar
ion for opponents. Reforms, Workman’s Compen-
sation Aects, Single Tax or religion were all consider
ed ‘‘profitable’’ material to thresh out before a
working class andience. But now ‘‘the tumult and
the shouting dies.”” Philosophical rot has eorroded
their one® belligerent bosoms. The last issue of the
Clarion (No. 933) contains an article by our” old
friend ““C’’ on ‘“Use and Capacity, in Criticism"’
that truly ‘‘takes the cake.”” The thin, veneer of
philosophical patience that almost: covered some of
his previous contributions is piereced through and he
snorts and brays with-asimine fury .over my article
on “Working Class Parties’’ in the previous issue.

The contention is advanced that I have a point
of view all my own on-labor parties and their reform
position. Oh yes, in a past issue we had it stated
that-while no onée in Canada thonght it necessary to
take up the matter that one from the U. S. uncere-
moniougly butted in. Appears to me that since that
time quite a-considerable number of Canadian mem-
bers and supporters have “contributed their quota
to the. discussion and all with one exception, take
substantially the same attitude as myself in opposi-
tion to the triumvirate. And I ean show by refer-

_ence to the Clirion of other years that each one of
these had the same opinion before they suddenly
spied the light in the burning bush and became
- sloppy. 3
i As to the British Labor Party and its fuynction in
modern politics my last artiele covers the ground
coneisely and eorrectly. . This is exaetly what en-
xages ‘‘C’’. It exposes his petit bourgeois ideol-
-ogy; and leaves him the laughihg steck of the move-
ment. So he.must.needs accuse me of ‘‘dishonesty’’
and :‘deliberate misrepresentation.’’

«+ Had I the pleasure of ‘‘C.’s’! attendance in a
elass on history,~both industrial and  political, I

think I could-evern at this late date ineulcate into his’

"% mind a-material eoncept of human and social de-

.welopment.. It swould serve him.mach better as a
’ negans.of explaining. society - than.the. eombination

MMMvMslm :which, 8 la Bishop

“Brown, he possesses today. :

. “C" ighy no means alove in-his treatment of his-

-tory. The Bahour- Teader, the N. Y. Nation, and

- -many other
" Anke-» similar, attitnde. They go back to the era of

Liberal and Soeial-Democratic journals

3

talism. The stages of partnership, joint stock com-
pany; trust and monopoly have never yet been ad-
cquately treated by any writer and yet, without a
clear understanding of such factors, the political
formations cannot be intelligently followed.

Not 80 many years ago the boss had a function
to pexform in the workshop. He toiled alongside his
employees. The process of capitalist development
has divorced him from this position. The different
grades of workers find it possible to.produce, ex-
change, finance and-distribute all forms of wealth.

Not 80 many years ago the boss also found it
essential that he manipulate all affairs on the politi-
cal field. From an almost absolute monarehy in the
middle ages we find the political power transformed
into the keeping of the nobility, aristoeraey, and the
upper strata of the bourgcoisie until the stage ar-
rives- where sthe ‘weekers can be-safelysentrusted to
guard~and protect their master’ss yroparty in a
political sense just as they have learned to do in the
sphere of economics. The change from Lords Clar-
endon, Butte, or North to a Lloyd George is as great
a departure as from the latter to a Raumsay Macdon-
ald.

As for eriticism of the Labor Party ‘‘C’’ wants
the ‘‘might kind.”” Sure he does, can you blame him 1
That is-he wants his particular brand of eriticism.
He wants me to take up the measures introduced in
the House, of Commons during the late Labor ad-
ministration aud show” where the~Snowden budget
could be profitably amended by-inereasing the tax
on limousines and curtailing the tax on tea. Or by
so shaping a Workmen’s Compensation Act that the
poor widow would get ten bob instead of mine. Or
that the department of Naval Affairs could bene-
ficially substitute aireraft for eruisers in the defense
of the *‘bloomin’ Hempire.”’

Yes, 'this is the sort of ecriticism he eraves for
and by the same token this is the sort he is not going
to get from me. Being a Marxian student I prefer
to analyse the situation as it is rather than have re-
course to aerial flights in the realms of imagination.

-1 am not going to accuse ‘‘C’’ of dishonesty or
wilful misrepresentation in:the matter_but I am go-
ing to call his attention to -his statement . dnent
middle elass minds controlfing the revolutionary
movement. Imade no criticism of the Labor Party
on-account of its members or leaders net being garb-
ed in dungarees. 'Never even.inferred anything of
the kind. So all this palaver :about Marx, Engels,
etc., is beside the question.” My eriticism was dir-
ected to what they said and:did and not to who they
were. ‘‘C’" knows this very well.

Also beforg elosing I must refer briefly to J. H.
He contribites an article to the front page entitled
““Of Matter of Fact.’’ It has an improvement over
‘“C" in the way of usurping space. But even with

the quality of brevity there is more “‘matter’’ than-

‘““fact” in the arfiele. The fact is confined to a re-
admission of the political bankruptey of the 8. P. of
C. This is common knowledge and requires no fur-
ther verifiéation. Here the fact stops and the matter
begins. 3 1 »

The case of Winnipeg ‘is again thrown on the
screen. ‘‘C’’.did it the last, time and as I diQn't
eotlsider it worth while to refer to it J. H. thinks it
will suffioe this time. Now, first or, all, I want to know
‘where or .when I ever took Winnipeg as my ideal of
revolutionary action. 1 have never even insinuated
that back there on the prairie is the Mecca I desired.

- But, just for-the fun ef the thing, let us follow
in" the argument. Winnipeg, we are informed, beeame

very straight-laced in the application of Socialist

'r?hﬂbSOphel‘S

& By J.A McDONALD.

entuslly Winnipeg died. Now, no’

‘Page Thres

What are the results? Is Vancouver flourishing in
a propaganda.sense while Winnipeg i has died?
Read J 'H.'s article for the answer.” What eould be
more ilogieal than the logie of our logieians? ’

J. H. says, I will be glad to learn of ‘the classes
and meetings as conducted in Vancpuver. Surely
the glad tidings overwhelm me..: But when I learn
further that there is not one speaker.that can attract
more than a handful of the faithful at Sunday meet-
ings and, further, that there has been no new blood
come into the Party for years I am foreed to ex-
claim with Nicodemus: ‘‘How' can these things be?”’
What does it profit a party though it: possesses one
of the most eompetent teachers on the eontinent, and
never mentions anything about the Thuringians st
propaganda meetings, if its halls are vacant and its
pristine purity wasted on the winter airt

As for the mementuous question—Is Keaméy
Street still eobbled? Well, that one is too-deep for
me. There is no doubt whatever in my mind but
what this question has some profound relation to
Marxism ‘else-a ‘‘true philosopher’’ would never use
it but just what the eonmection is I’ll have to take a
week to figure out.

’

THE EVOLUTION OF ECONOMIC STRUCTURE
IN SOVIET RUSSIA. -

(Continued on page 2)
tal in 1924, is an achievement testifying to the cap-
ability of the Communists in the financial sphere.
The part that is being played by the banks in the
development of industry is evidenced by the follow-
ing figures, the nearest to hand :—The fund capital
of the Prade and Commercial Bank was 15% mil-
lion' gold roubles on the 1st October, 1923; within
twelve months it had increased to 82 million roubles.
During the same period its active”balance had in-
creased from 87 to 284 million roubles, its loan and
credit operations had inereased by 270 per cent., and
its deposits and current accounts by 217 per cent.
The Industrial Bank eredits to industry during the
same period rose_from 162 to-400 inillion roubles.
It will be seen that in the three spheres of
nationally organised industry, trade and finance,
Russia provides a ‘fascinating study for the econ-
omic student. Some of the most important prob-
lems ariging in the mind of any seriously thinking
Socialists have eonfronted and will eontinue to eon-
front. the Russians. The whole problem of State
control is being worked out in day-vo-day practice.
The vital questions involved in the relationship of
State industry to State trading, and of both to
State finance, have been raised there in a practieal
form. The experiment is the more valuable, ag their
line of development of the strueture i8 evolutionary
in its fundamental approach. They are not organis-
ing their eeonomic structure according to precon-
ceived theory, but through and at times somewhat
shortsighted poliey of development through neces-
sity. Soviet Russia has not solved all our problems
for us, nor provided us with a perfect pattern to
copy. But they have provided us with material to
study and profit by, and it would be a pity if we
were to allow the political differences between us
and the Russian Communists to blind us to the pos-
itive value of the economie and finaneial develop-
ments of recent years in Russia. £
H. C. Stevens in The Socialist Review, (London) *

ECONOMIC CAUSES
_OF WAR

By PRTER T. LECKIR. -
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A word to Chrion readm throughout the

try: Is it not possible, in the m distriots, to
find mire subs. than are gathered” row? Can
the effort not be made to make the paper self-sup-
porting! If we are not able to do that we shall
cease publication altogether. ‘We are thus in the
hands of our mderl.
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Above, Clarion subs. received from 15th to 28th
February, ineclusive, total $11.

PARIS OOMMUNE OELEBRATION

As announced in our last issne, tickets are being
scld for the annual celebration.pf the Paris Com-
mune of 1871. Daneing and refreshments, as usual,
will feature the evening’s enjoyment, and reperts
are that the tickets are being disposed of rapidly.

OLARION nmmucz FUND

VANCOUVER, B. C., MARCH 2, 1925.

STEPPING BACK A NOTOH

held in the year 1918 and becomes a mowth-
ly. There is scarcely any need to set forth reasons

for the backward step; lack of financial support has
been apparent for a long time and the paper has
not been running on a self-supporting basis for sev-
eral years.

We are very well aware that a great many peo-
ple have found the paper too hard to read—soms
have expressed themselves aceordingly—and we
know that, consideréd in the popular sense and m

our material and our manner of setting it forth is a
hard job. According to their respective viewpoints
friends near and far will affirm our deeline to be

to too wide a departure from them. Actually, we
are sure that there is a great diffienlty in populariz—
ing what we call our seience and perﬁormmg, among
the philistines, the fanetion of trail-breaker in what
is to them a new field. Besides that, it seems al-
ways our lot to be consumed in -discussion whieh is
mainly of interest to the faithful, whereas the out-
sider can find no partieular field of interest for hin
there. L

Concerning these discussions, we had hoped the
party might find itself in time, being enabled thus
either to reaffirm its old time position or te take
kindly to a mewer one, and out of it all we gather
that the substance of the discussions is still smould-
ering in the party mind aunl tha", I kecping with
the times, uneertainty is a strong note. This uneer-
tainty concerns not only the present party position.
but that of past years.

One thing stands out clearly. We have no desire
at all to stifle discussion, but it is abundantly elear
that if the discussion is not eapable of reducing it-
self to a eolumn in a corner somewhere it will itself
choke the medium of its own expression anyway. So
we call a halt, offering meanwhile a chance to auy-
one who has anything that needs saying to say it in
the next issue and be done with it, quickly and brief-
ly. As to regular articles from our general eontrib-
utors that are not of the controversial order, we pray
that they be not so long as usual, else we shall have
to uge the scissors—all because it is apparent that
running into too many columns they remain anread
excepting by a few.

Woulditmtbeagoodplmforonrwmersto
forget—for as long a period as po-ib[&—nmtﬁm
polemieal, undutnndmodem, and set out to write
informative matter coheerning present world

- events? Up erops the party platlorm of eourse, and
& the question arises: ‘‘Will not various interpreta-
tions be likely to eollide with the party platform?’’
'Wohnunidegﬁnﬂle!-udaihat,mdwc ean
see o other way out than to nlhwtortlmdtglﬂy
Wedlnveryliketymduumfmmm

'lmnldds
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OMMENCING with the present issue the
C Clarion reverts again to the position it last

* depends upon the faét that what the workers sell—

the propaganda sense—to reach the outsider with ~

" said that, in buying their power tp labor at its full

due to too close an adherence to old time policies or -

Belvedere Court, 10th Avenue, near Main Stret, Van-
couver, has been engaged for the event, which will
take place on Thursday, March 19th. Dancing from
9 pm. to 2 am. Tiekets, ladies, 50 cents; gents,
75 cents.

Following $1 each J Marshall, A. R. Pearson,
J. MeKinley.

Abve Clarion Maintenance Fund receipts !rom
I5th to 28th February, inclusive, total $3.

Labor Power a Commodity

munally owned by the people, have been forcibly
scized and enejosed for private ownership, and the
former owners driven into emigration to this and
other countries Natural resources, railway conees-
sions, ete., have been aequired through superior
money power and by eorrupt and dishopest use of
e Legislature. Imperialism is impossible apart
from injustices committed, by superior Brute force,
upon weaker nations. :
" Experience-has shown that the workers, who own
and sell labor-power, and the employers who buy
iabor-power to use it in conneetion with machinery
and other means of wealth produetion are two
classes who seem doomed to eternally dispute with

each other, aldso disturb the smooth worhng' of
pmdnctionnndthewelhreofmty As the pres-

for all, of shorter working hours, greater
returns for labor, and early pengionst The
proofs are based upon actual figares and. eonditions
at present existing. But the whole argument mainly

OIYR previous article showed the ‘possibility

their labor-power—is a form of merelnndme, a com-
modity. When, in the words of Knrl Marx, it was

value, no injury or injustice is done to the workers;

the assumption was that the workers.always get full
value for this thing which they sell to the employing
class. But matters do not always work out quite so
smoothly.

The proeess of buymg and selling anything fre- -
Quently involves somethmg of the nature of a strug-
gle; and the faults are not always on any one side
alone—*‘there are faults on both sides.”’ Some sell- chasing lsbor-power in order to extract profits from
ers take unfair advantage of monopolist conditions, - its wse; conditions of poverty and high eosts of liv-
and other sellers may be actually dishomest, unfeel- ing and bitter competition, make it useless to deplore
ing and unprineipled; but selling, in general, is not or try to abolish the eeonomie evils of today. Unem-
and eould not long be conducted upon such self-de- ployment cannot be abolished under Capitalism, be-

struetive policies. Buyers, too, there are, who as- camse labor-power cannot always guarantee to find
same that whatever is the price of an article which

m .

Pollowingtleaeh lfuthll!rwin,J lhnlnll,v

ent capitalist system of society is based upon pur- -

petiodicals that will not predisely run Yo. the letter Te_ar
ofﬂuplqlhrn. Wctmdmkiqunoithl nﬂ& iﬁnm

they wish to buy, that price must be jowered before
they will purchase it. These people become notori-

ous and, consequently, the prices ot goods are pur-
posely raised for their ‘‘bemefit,”’ so that the sell-
ers may afterwards allow themselves to be apparent-
ly beaten down. In the end, this elass of buyers pay
more for their purchases; than if they should haye
originally aceepted the seller’s word ‘about prices!

Similar eonflicts take, and have taken plase over
the sale of the workers’ eommodity—their labor-
power; with this difference, however, that the dis-
putes assume the widest spread and most destrue-
tive proportions, frequently upon a mational and
even international scale, Those who rentember the
paralysing effect upon our-soeiety of the 1919 Win-
nipeg strike, will understand what is meant.

Our previous statement:shows that the energies
of society are run to waste through unproduetive -

work ; that the workers’ howes are lengtlmned insup- -

porting, besides themselves, &n employing ‘elass ; that

Po"m md wm or pa!ﬂ nnemplo,ut h th e
rers; ote. All this is what

lot of millions of labo
must be expeeted s¢ long' u‘ﬁor-power is, llhhh—
ages or pork-chops, a sold by its. poaness-

-

ors in the open, eompetitive “farket shd “deapite _ W
trade union protection, tovﬁe buymg m :

clags.

done w the worker Hutum'm

~Although; 4s Marx phinﬁ:uut theré htn bee:

a market for its sale; any more than a butcher ean
reasonably expect vegetarians to buy and eonsume
his meat, to save him from going bankrupt. The
capitalist system is a Commodity system; the Soe-
ialist wystem, its very opposite, is not.

In what is said to be the freest country in the
world—England, the history of the first Agricnitural
Laborers Union, formed in 1833, witnesses how ter-
ﬁb&noeiety’speaeemdwelhmmdhtnrbodby
the struggles arising from trying to buy and seil
labot power at priées satisfactory to both classes.
Although, in reality, this unfon was merely a Friend-
ly Society, mnenbenmnmdbymat
Mthteoimm&ludoth-&&u
nv—yun transportation. - Three days thereafter,
quMuﬂMhm
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- the Socialists.

well paddled for expressing my opinion a

little too freely on this same subjeet of mar-
ginal utility. It is a pa.{nful memory, and if chas-
tisement was any use, and I had any sense at all T
would leave the subject alone henceforth and for-
ever. But I never did have any sense and I am too
“old to acquire any now, so here I am ready for an-
-other spanking.

Anyhow, while we are déaling with value we
may as well have another look at this partieular
theory. In faet it is of the utmost importanee that
all Socialists should thoroughly understand the
marginal utility theory of value. In recent times,
practically every article and book that is published
on the subject of economics by capitalist class econ-
omists defends this theory, and if they mention the
labor theery at all it is merely to remark that it is
an obsclete theory that has been discarded even by

a‘ BOUT a year ago‘ﬂ"gm the seat of xhy pants

Of course, they admit that there are
a few freaks who still believe in the labor theory,
but these are just ignorant fanatics, morons who
don’t know any better.

is flat and that thirteen is an unlucky number. They

- don't use exactly the same words that I have used

here, but I have given you the gist of it. And we
let them get away with this kind of bunk beecause
we don’t consider it worth our while to analyze this
marginal utility theory of value and show it up for
what it is. I admit the difficulty of understanding
the theory, considering the way they have it all
dolled up, with its hair bobbed and its nose powd-
ered in most of the articles and books on the sub-
jeet. Consequently our uim is to get to the core of
the theory, so in this artiele we are going to undress
it, wash off the paint and powder and see what it
looks like in the nude.

To save space we will omit the so-called law of
diminishing utility, because it has very little to do
with the marginal utility theory anyhow, it is mostly
camouflage, and furthermore, it is a misnomer. The
need or desire of a person for-a quantity of some
commodity is one.thing, and the ability of the com-
medity to satisfy that need or desire, which consti-
tutes its utility, is another. It is the needs and de-
sires- of people that diminish as they are satisfied,
not the utility of commodities.

Now the first problem to be solved is what is
value according to the marginal utility theory? Let
us see, what two of the exponents of the theory

- have to say on this point. Professor Ely says: ‘“To

possess value, a thing must be able to satisfy wants,
and it must exist in less than sufficient gugntity to
satisfy all wants.’’ Professor Fairchild tells us
that: “The only things-that have marginal utility

and 80 have value are those that .are limited in

ty.lothttthemianotenoughwutnfyewry
'!'h\leonditionhcﬂled Bearcity.’’
H%!hwehn the maghnlut:ﬁty theory of

'vﬂuﬁammmmlyxem In the first
plm“mmmth&tt“thmg"meimaeom-
5 wum'tpmumgehohthmm
“whieh it

it'is used here.. Amdweu!mnthtlt“mnst

Such people belong in the
- same class as those who still believe that the earth

. #“ By F. J M\EY

position and see how it werks out. Let us suppose
that one pound of coffee and one pound of butter are
€qual in value, that is, the one will exehange for the
other even. We are assuming, of dourse, that both
buiter and eoffee are scarce. Well suppose that both
these commodities diminish in quantity in the same
ratio. No matter how scarce they get, one peund of
cofice must still be equal in value to one pound of
butter. Now suppose that they both begin to in-
¢rease in quantity in the same ratio, and keep on in-
creasing until both commodities exist in suffieient
quantity to satisfy all wants. Do you think that un-
der sueh circumstanees it would be impossible to
trade a pound of butter for a pound of eoffee? So
long as the relative quantity of the two commodities
remains the same it dees not matter how abundant
they both become, a pound of the one will still be
cqual to a pound of the other in cxchange value.
Now if we eonsider all commoditics in the same way
it is obvious that they must all possess value no mat-
ter how abundant they may be. And it is useless to
argiue that the production of commodities is delib-
eratcly eurtailed for the purpose of keeping them
Even ‘if it were true, which it is not, it
would benefit nobody. Beeause if all eommodities
were searee, their sum total value would be less than
if they were all abundant in the same proportions,
but their relative, or exchange value, woald remain
the same.

Scarce.

»

Consequently, it is evident that seareity is not
value, and it is not necessary for a commodity to be
scarce to possess value. Secareity and abundanee are
merely relative conditions, when the demand for a
certain commodity is greater than the supply the
commodity is scarce, when the supply of a commod-
ity is greater than the demand, it is abundant! All
this bunk about utility, seareity, abundanee and so
forth is merely quibbling, to camouflage the fact that
value is sométhing else altogether.

Agaim, when they are caught on the scarcity gag
they tell us that by searcity they mean “‘difficulty of
attainment,”’ ‘‘the effort necessary to acquire’’
the things we need Now, if we econsider the pro-
position in a general way, what is the ‘‘difficulty of
attainment’’ or ““the effort necessary to acquire’” the
means of life4 We know that the resources of the
earth are practically useless in their natural condi-
tion, and the only way they <an be made useful is
by the application of labor for the purpose of trans-
forming them into things more in harmony with our
needs. Before any person can have the necessaries
and luxuries of life they must be produced, and the
only way they can be produced is by labor. The
‘‘difficulty of attainment’’ or ‘“the effort necessary
to acquire’’ those things, in the last analysis,
therefore, is labor and nothing else, and eonse-
quently the labor neeessary to produce them is
their value. Tt is useless to try to dodge this fact by
qmbblmg over the proportions in which different
commodities exchange. The fact is so obvious that
any person with half an eye ought to be able to see
it, and a blind man eould feel it with his stiek. And
if some people have everything they want without
doing their share of the labor it merely means that
cthers must labor for them.

The time has come when this question of value
must b9 settled onee and for all It ‘may have -been
a mystery once, but it'is that ne lokger. I have
pointed out before that the marginal utility theory
never was anything but an excuse for refusing to
admit that labor is _value, and I am still convineed
that T am sorrect in this conclusion.

|

Geographlcal
F ootqotes

“‘Rivers umite,”’ the geographers tell us. Bat,
in a capitalist world, economic interests diverge;
and so it eomes about that rivers may become a
potent souree of discord.

The Nile makes Egypt and the Sudan one—geo-
graphically. Both depend for their very existence
on the waters of the great river. International
politics apart, the whole Nile Vallcy is one economie
unit. But an entirely artificial frontier—a line on a
map-—divides the Lower from the Upper Valley.
The Lower is the ‘‘independent’’ nation-state of
Egypt: the Upper is the Sudan, a ‘‘possession’’ of
the British Empire.

In the world of commerce, both Upper and Lower
Valleys stand primarily for one thing—cotton. Cot-
ton-growing was begun in Egypt a century ago.
Miodern engineering developments made possible the
construction of larger and larger dams and irriga-
tion systems, and so brought under cultivation great-
¢r and greater areas of land. More recently the
same process has been at work in the Sudan. The
great dam at Makwar, on the Blue Nile is to ‘‘en-
able 100,000 acres to be put under eotton in a few
years’ time, with unlimited scope for extension.’’
The Gezira, the area in the angle formed by the
White Nile and the Blue before their junetion at
Khartum, is the great centre of this development.
And the Sudan Plantations Syndicate, Lfd., is a con-
carn with powerful friends in high places in Great
Britain. :

Egypt (i.e, the Egyptian capitalist cotton- -grow-
ers) needs Nile water. The Sudan (i.e., the Sudan
Plantations Syndieate, Ltd.) needs Nile water. And
the Syndieate, being upstream, can cut off and re-
serve for its own use the Egyptian supply. That is
the geographical faet which the British Government
promptly took advantage of when the murder of Sir
Lee Stack last November gave it its opportunity.
Egyptian ‘‘independence’’ has to be kept within
strictly limited bounds.

Nearly a year ago the Liberal and peace-loving
Manehester Guardian was pointing out that the
Powen which held Khartum (i. e., the Sudan) eould
always use as ad ‘“‘argument,’’ if the Egyptians went
too far, its control of the Nile waters. And sure
cnough, the ultimatum despatched by the Tory Gov-
ernment after the Sirdar’s death took care to neg-
ative Egypt’s right to consultation concerning the
development of the Sudan’s irrigation system, prev-
iously controlled by the Egyptian Ministry of Public
Works: and asserted the right of ‘the Sudan (ie., of
the Syndicate) to use as much Nile water as it
wanted. without regard to the needs of Egyptian
capitalists’or Egyptian peasants downstre *am. (Note
how Liberal and Tory Imperialists think alike on
these matters!) The shares of the Sudan Planations
Syndieate, Ltd., rose sharply during the few days
following the ultimatum.

The incident affords an interesting illustration
of the advantages of ‘‘strategic position’’ in the
great Imperialist game. Egypt, whatever her geo-
graphical advantages at an early stage of human
histery, is in a singularly unfortunate position today.
Not only do her people live next door to a key posi-
tion on one of the great world- -routes—Britain’s
road to the East; but they must depend on a river
whose head-waters are out of their control. Re-
garded 2s a chess-board, the map suggests that the
British ruling class is well up to the moves of the
game—J. F. Horrabin, The Plebs (London).

MANIFESTO




: Current History (N. Y.)

ITHIN a space of twelve months Russia’s

‘; R/ two leaders, with whose names the Bol-

shevigt revolution has become ‘Synony-

mous, have left the azena. Lenin died early in 1924

only to be rebern again as the god of Bolshevism.

Trotsky, in the last weeks of the year just past, was

hissed into obseurity by the charge that he had be-
come the very ‘“Antichrist’’ of Communism.

For dramatie interest the dethronement of Leon
Trotsky by his Bolshevist confreres has not many
parallels in history. In a burst of disapproval of
Trotsky’s ‘‘heresies’’ and his divergence from the
accepted tenents and, more espeecially, policies of the
Communist Party, his ‘‘brother gods’’ on the Bol-
shevist Olympus, the Kremlin, have decided upon the
War Minister’s pillory and exile, upon his absolute
political death—if this becomes necessary. Stripped
of his power and of his honors, his health breken, his
nearest friends uttdring no word in ‘his defense, the
builder of Russia’s Red Army and its commander-in-
chief during the years of revolution, counter-revolu-
tion and civil war is today, in effect, if not in name,
a prisoner either in the milder climate of the Crimea,
to which his doetors ordered him early in Deeember,
or still in the Kremlin, which, according to persist-
ent rumor. Trotsky is unwilling to leave.

The wheel upon which Trotsky’s career, and pos-
sibly his very life, is being broken is his latest book,
“1917,” a two-volume history of the Bolshevist re-
volution in Russia, named after the year in whi¢h it
took place. Troptsky is as brilliant a writer as he is
a revolutionist. In fact it is his language, written
and spoken, that is among his most decisive revolu-
tionary weapons. In ‘“1917,”” and more especially in
its sixty-two page preface entitled ‘‘Lessohs of Oc-
tober,”’ Troisky attempts a critical analysis of the
revolution. It.is what Trotsky the writer says about
Trotsky the revolutionist, and still more what he
says about the other actors in the revolution, some
of them his antagonists, that has eaused the War
Minister’s associates to chain him to the roek of piti-
less publicity and to tear his reputation to tatters.

Without waiting for time to set the various
events in the revolution in their proper perspective,
Trotsky plunges heedlessly into a °‘revaluation of
values.”” He proceeds to regroup and reclassify par-
{ies and individuals. He gives additional credit to
some of the figures in tlee revolution and detraets
from others. He takes the measure of his contem:
poraries and he takes his own measure.. He paints
their portraits and his own. It is here, Trotsky’s
enemies declare, that he has laid bare the weak spot
in his armor—his vanity. The most, unforgivable
charge against Trotsky by his associates is that he
measured himself, his role as an actor in the revolu-
tion, with the utmost liberality, while his measure of
others is said to be grudging and ungenerous.

This is declared to have happened especially in
Trotsky’s estimate of Zinoviev and Kamenev, the
two claimants for the ‘““mantle of Lenin.’’ Zinoviev
was Lenin’s lifelong diseiple, both in Russia and in
exile. Lenin Iavished .upon him the effection one
might upon a younger brother, persistently pushing
him to the front as a leader. Kamenev, who is Trot-
sky’s brother-in-law, was in close personal relations
with Lenin before the revolution and he lived and
fought side by side with him during the ‘‘October
Days.”” - Subsequently the two were closely associ-
ated in the Kremlin, Kamenev holding the important

"

post of Chairman of the Moscow Soviet of Workmen

and Peasants. In his preface to ‘1917 Trotsky
concentrates his eritiecism upon Zinoviev .and Kam-
enev as upon no otbel"two revolntmnlry ‘leaders— _

in.the most 3

7, new style), the two, Mmmm. hul
- made a “mistake,” which has iheebem'hnom
muwwnaotjmia'mn Lenin -*
bﬁunenhndth

¢ Posmon of
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for it, Zumﬁev and Kamenev alone were against
such a step. Trotsky's presentation of this matter in
his book, it is-charged, is sach as to belittle the re-
volutionary judgment and statesmanship -as well as
the personal-¢gurage of two of the men Who now
play most important parts in‘fuling Soviet Russia
Thirty-five ‘thousand copies of ‘“1917’’ had left
the Government Printing Office, and it was fast be
coming the mo:st widely read book of the day, whe
the Communist Party took notice of it and in a pub
lic statement, which appeared in Pravada on Nov
1924, officially repudiated it as a polemic rather than
a work of information. The youth of Russia and
Communists the world over were warned against
taking Trotsky’s ‘‘ Liessons of October’” at their fac

values They were told to disregard both Trotsky's

““facts’” and his ‘‘conclusions.”” The one and th
other were branded as equally ‘‘incorreet’’ and
equally ‘‘subversive of the interests of Bolshevism

The book as a whole was declared to be a ‘“erooked
mirror’’ and a ‘“‘caricature,”’ violently opposed to

the spirit of ‘““true Leninism.”’ Trotsky was char
ged with a premeditated effort at substituting his
own ideas, or ‘‘Trotskyism,”’ in place of the ideas of
““Leninism,’”’ and of belittling thé role of
the Communst Party in the revolution. While ap-
parently not officially suppressed, the eirculation of
‘“1917,”” both at home and abroad, has ceased. The
repudiation published in Pravda read in part as fol-
lows: g

Lenm, or

It is a poor service that Trotsky accomplishes with
this book. It is not the sort of book that will attract
People to Bolshevism. It is, on the contrary, apt to make
converts the other way. It is a onesided book and at
times monstrously untrue. . . Comrade Trotsky may rest

assured that the ‘party will know how to appralse his _

efforts in this book. What the party wants is work and
rot new discussions. What the Party wants is whole-
hearted Bolshevist unity.

Trotsky’s resurrection of the Zinoviev-Kamenev
‘‘mistake’’ is referred to with smoldering resént.
ment :
' These mistakes are known to the whole party. In his

‘“‘History of/ the Russian Communist Party” and in his
earlier appearance Comrade Zlmgﬂev has spoken of the
Jmatter not once, but ‘many times. He has spoken of it
also before the Communist International. Comrade Lenin
also discussed the mafter. He never connected the mis-
takes before the October revolution with the activities of
thg comrades &iring and after the revolution. Lenin him-
self appointed Kamenev and Zinoviev to important posts
immediately after the revolution and repeatedly indicated
that he did not look upon their mistakes in October as any-
thing other than a differencé of opinion, which he did
,not justify but at the same time did not hold against them.

4

The fieree passions which haye been set loose by
the publication of Trotsky’s ‘1917’ can be under-
stood and accounted for only in the light of Rus-
sian history during the last twenty years, the birth
and grewth of the Bolshevist or Communist Party

~and of Trotsky’s relation to it, first as an amused
opponent, later as an active and brilliant, member,
and lastly as a crusader for the party’s reorganiza-
tion along more demoeratic and flexible lines.

The eontrol of the Communist Party in Russia

rests with a committee of seven, known as the Poli- -
tical Burean, of whléll Trotsky is a mmbgr the oth- .

ers being Stalin, Eauenev Zinoviev, ‘Bukharin,
Tomsky and Rykov: Bykov is busy with his affairs
as Premier of Runin, Bukharin edits Pravda and

Tomsky is a labor Teader, so that: Stdin, m
and Knmenev nreih ‘real spoke-nen d‘the

diupeemeﬂt
'the stress whtich:
*w%”‘h- the

r among the factory workers,
od- the Russian ‘peasant. to 4 &
hpomnee equal to that of

The war, however,:
plane of pevelu

the urban proletariat in Russia. ' Trotsky, being a motives «
realist, saw_this, and in the Summer of 1917 buried in the ir
his differences with Lenin, which had been deep and - . Zinoviev
bitter, leading Lenin to call Trotsky the hardest of On O
names. But from now on the twe worked side by #® two wee
side, Trotsky becoming Lenin’s right-hand man. plape—t]
With the progress of Bolshevism an sia from - Party he
a war basis to that of peace, the Commmunist Party at the ses
leadership experienced a theoretie cleavage with re- Trotsky,
gard to its future methods and managemént. Stalin, Bubnov,
Kamenev and Zinoviev thought it essential for the diseussio
growth and wellbeing of the Bolshevist mayement iate arm
that a spirit of what has been termed hierarchy be =- ment. T
maintained, a spirit of ‘‘Communist orthodexy,’’ of and espe
unquestioned compliance by the newer men in the O risons li
party with deecisions of the ‘‘old guard.”” They leaders.
beeame the ‘‘hundred percenters’’ of Communism, resolutio
making membership in the Communist Party prior taken.
11917 a sort of revolutionary patent of nobility and The two
a passport to positions of trust in the party and not- riging w:
ably in the Government of ’Russia. Tretsky was not
represented a more democratic view. He plead- was to ¢
ed for greater flexibility and demoeraey in 11, not ¢
the management of party affairs. The cleav- armed u
age between the ‘‘young’’ and the-‘“‘old’’ genera- objection
tions in the party,.the War Minister urged, must be 2 sent out
minimized. The experienee of the veterans of the a Pétrogra
revolution, he said, eould not be too highly valued, immedia
but the enthusiasm and strength of youth should Executiv
be wedded to this revolutionary experience. Young sky spre
men should be given positions of responsibility in the number
party. They should be given a voice in all deliber- from it :
ations. They should help frame policies and not own inte
mercly accept such policies after they had been laid ent part
“lown for the rank and file by the few men at the posed ar
top ‘ following
The climax of this comtroversy was reached dur- ~
2 A We ar
ing November and December, 1923, when Trotsky, in A War Apal
a series of articles entitled ‘‘ The New Course,’’ eall- the balans
ed for action on the question by the Thirteenth Con- of the Ru
gress of the Communist Party, which was to be held Throuy
in January. The War Minister fired his last broad- :;;:'M
side in this controversy on Dec. 29, 1923. In an The cl
article in Pravda of that date he pictured the grow- stitutiona
ing bureaucracy and officialism within the Com- Bolshevis:
munist Party as undermining its very foundations. s irenties
‘‘“There are dangerous signs of officialism in our mo‘;h:e;
party,”’ he wrote: “Our war bureaucracy was of i mit them:
childlike proportions compared with the bureau- -3 will ‘the.C
eraey that has grown up during the years of peace. -2 tonary w
Due to the stubbornness of the controlling organi- ’eH:‘:
zation at the head, our party has become a two- ,& mu;::y ¢
story affair. On the upper floor the few make the I8 sidersble’
decisions for the party. On the lower floor the rank : /. popalatio
and file of the membership is handed down the de- WS gup.al
cisipns made.”” Trotsky’s call received a wide re- - e
sponse, not alone from the rank and file, but also . Theg
from a considerable number of party leaders.. At slogan of
~ing taken

the thirteenth congress of the Communist Party in_
January, 1924, the ised: in ‘“The. New
Course’’ precipitated one of the bitterest debites the&

party had ever-known. The clamor for the. !Uinon

otpartypolieiumelmlyyininginvohno  Every
Lenin’s sudden death put.an end te every other - o0 armed

~demand except one—the demand for.antiy—whiech-
the pnrty needed molt_ 'Dmtlky “who' mum
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‘- Party held its regular session at Petmgrad

Page Beven

are not history, but proj t'I‘he War Minister,

- 4hey declared, was aiming tqﬂ'brmg about a party

split either because of mistaken ideology or from
motives of sheer egotism and revenge. The version
in the introduetion to ““3817"" of the now famous
Zinoviev-Kamenev mistake is as follows:

On Oect. 10 (Oet. 23, New Style), 1917—that iy,
two weeks bafore the Bolshevist took
plave—the Central Committee of

revolution
the Communist
Present
at the session were Lenin, Zinoviev, Kamenev, Stalin,
Trotsky, Sverdlov, Uritsky, Dzerzhinsky, Kollontai,

Bubnov, Sokolnikov and Lomov. The matter under
diseussion Was the setting in motion of an immed-
iate armed uprising against the Kerensky (iovern-

ment. 'Phere was considerable debate about details,
and especially about the military divisions and gar-
risons likely to answer the call of the Bolshevist
leaders. Lenin finally took the floor and framed the
resolution for this armed uprising. A vote was
taken. The resolution was carried by 10 votes to 2.
The two who voted against the immediate armed up-

rigsing were Zinoviev and Kameneyv,
was not yet the whole ‘‘mistake’’ of the two. That
was to come the following day. The next day, Oct.
11, not content with voting against Lenin’s proposed
armed uprising, Zinoviev and Kamenev stated their
objections to such a course in a letter which they
sent out to the principal Bolshevist organisations in
Pétrograd, hoping to eounteract the decision for an
immediate armed uprising as adopted by the Central
Executive Committee of the Communist Party. Trot-
sky spreads this Zinoviev-Kamenev letter over a
number of pages, quoting single phrases or sentences
from it and interspersing these quotations with his
own interpretations and comments. The more sali-
ent parts of the letter inveighing against the pro-
posed armed uprising, as given in ‘‘1917’ are the
fOHDWing:

This, however,

‘We are deeply convinced that to declare a state of open
war against the Government at this tlm~e is to throw into
the balance not only the fate of our party but also the fate
of the Russian and International revolution.

Through the army, through the workers' organizations,
we are holding a revolver against the temple of the bour-
geoisie.

The chances of our party at the elections to the Con-
stitational Assembly are excellent. . . . The influence of
Bolshevism is gmwing; . .. With the employment of correct
tactics we shall be able to receive one-third and possibly
more seats in the Comstitutional Assembly.

The Soviets, having penetrated Into iife, will not per
mit themselves to be destroyed. . . Only upon the Soviets
will the Constitutional Assembly be able to base its revolu-
tionary work. . . A Constitutional Assembly and the Sov-
fets—such is the combined form of government of. insti-
tutions to which we are advnncing

Only the majority.of the workers of Russia and a con’
sidersble ptrt of the soldiers are for us. The rest (ef the
popalation of the country) is in question. For instance,
“we are all convinced that if the elections to the ComBtitu-
tional Asspmbly take place the majority of the peasants
will vote for the Socialist-Revolutionists.

. The grest mass of soldiers supports us, not upon the
slogan of war, but upon the slogan of peace. . . If we, hav-
~ing taken over the reins of goyernment, are compelled by
sheer force of world evénts to enter upon a _revolutionary
war, the mass of soldiers will abandon us. Thmvlllw
-p‘lﬁnolmne. the best parts of the younger army
elements, but the mass of soldiers will go from us.

Every one whid is not merély istent on talking about
0 armed uprising must ‘Welgh' carefully the risk ‘df such &

‘f_ﬁln Mmeuymumuucumdnqmmte

"that at the present ‘miment nothing could ‘be-‘maore harm-
m&uwnunuwmmnrmmw and
to  ofir own strength. Petrograd will decide, and
mdveunlummm l.qoomors.

th-tmm Mﬂw‘m:m

<never'’ and to hjsiuistengunrm mmedmt.e armed

insurreetion aga.hat the Kafaidky Government, are

/ut( d by Trotsky

It would bea deep, historic untruth to put the question of
the assumption of the power by the proletariat in a man
ner of
will grow; its program will becomeé more and fore clear to
. There is only one way in which the party
can dcfeat fts own progress, and that is if the party, in
the present circumstances, takes the initiative in entering
upon an offensive campaign, . .Against this ruinous policy
we lilt our volce in warning.

The most decisive question s this: Are the workers
and the soldiers of the capital (Petrograd) in a frame of
mind (o see thelr only salvation in street uprisings? Are
they eager for such street encounters? No, they are not
fn any such frame of mind. . . The existence among the
poverty-stricken masses in the capital of such a frame of
mind, one cager for such street encounters, weéuld have

the masses. .

been a guarantee that the initiative once taken by these
masses would also draw to {tself the larger and more im-
portant organization of workmen, such as the railroad
workers and post and telegraph emplovees, upon whom
the influence of our party is very Hght. But, since such a

frame of nuind is not to be found among factory workers
and in the barracks, it would indeed be nothing but self-
deception to make such calculations.

In entering wupon his long dissertation on the
Zinoviev-Kamenev ‘‘mistake’’ of opposing an armed
two weeks before this uprising sueeess-
fully overthrew the Kerensky regime and won the
revolution for Bolshevism, Trotsky diselaims all de-
sire to utilize their attitude in the past as a weapon
against these.lé@ders. Yet this is precisely what Le
does, both direetly and.by implication. He states
and restates the fact that at the eritical momen
the history of the proletarian revolution in R
their judgment failed them, not their sincerity, not
their devotion, but their ability to gwage a political
trend. At the supreme moment of the revolution,
Trotsky deelares, Zinoviev and Kamenev under-
estimated the strength of the revolution to such an
extent that they denied the existence of a revolu-
tionary sentiment among the masses, and at the same
time they over-estimated the strength of opposition
cut of all proportion. Here are Trotsky’s own
words:

uprising

Imagine. what would have happened if the opponents of
an armed insurrection had had the upper hand in the party
in the Central Executive Committee. The revolution would
at the very outset have been condemned to failure. Lenin

. Inight have appealed from the decision of the Executive

Committee t6' the rank and file of the paywy, as he was at
one time ready to.do. And no doubt he would have been
successful in his appeal. But not every party would under
similar circumstances give the same sort of an answer to
its Lenin. . . . It is not difficult to imagine how history
would have been written if in the Central Committee the
side which was disinclined to fight had won. Official his-
torians would of course present matters in such a light as
would make it clear that an armed uprising in October,
1917, would have been sheer madness. They would have
glven the reader erudite sfatistical charts enumerating all
sorts-of junkers, Cossacks, army corps coming from the
front. Not having been tested in the fire of attack, the
supposed strength of the enemy would have appearedumuch
greater than it was in reality. Such {8 the lesson which
every revolutionist must engrave on his conscience.

From this point on, Trotsky, his opponents as-
sert, departs completely from the high road of his-
tory, -which he has. been following more. or less T
regularly, and enters irrevocably on the by-path of
polemics. By skillful ‘grouping and regrouping of
revolutionary events in Russia and ‘in Burope, it is
pointed ont, Trotsky builds up an atmosphere of
suspigion and questioning toward Zinoviev in par

ticular. Trotsky indiecates that the ‘*mistake’’ ‘made -

in 1917 of underestimasing the latent. revolutiomry

forces in the country. ‘and of oppnﬂng«lnmnn de--

mand for gn immediate ‘military upihng lias again
and again been repeated by Zinoviev; who is the head
of the 'l"hh-d, or Cqmmnmst, Intemntional u well as

“Now or never.” No! The party of the proletariat -

Correspondence

SUGGESTIONS

Editor, Western Clarion:

I am notifylng you of change of address as above and
enclosing one dollar for Maintenance Fund. The discus-
sion in the Clarion is interesting and I am in accord vﬁh
“C”. As a labor college you are a success and have turned
out som= of the best men in the English speaking coun-
tries. 1 think I undergtand the Marxian position and have
studied the problem from both viewpoints, but I can’t sit
fence and watch the ship sink while I still have
“O Hell, I should worry, it don’t be-

We have been watching and waiting for the

on the
to live on it and say,
long to me.”
collapse of Capitalism since ever I knew anything of the
movement, but the fact is that Capitalist ideology is more
strongly entrenched in the minds of the workers than since

I ever knew the movement, 80 why segregate ourselves in a

2x4 room and talk Party dogma and allow all the fakers
to conirol the developing working class labor parties and
trade unions. Socialism to me is inevitable as the positive

outcome of Capitalism, but unless we who understand Cap-

italism take part in the developing labor parties what can
.we expect them to be but bourgeois parties? Why sit on
the fence and let them make all kinds of mistakes? Be-

cause once the workers have been fooled, betrayed and
led into strikes in which they were beaten before they
started they become so that they look on all as fakers.

I have been a reader of the Clarton for about 12 years
and when in the West a Pakty member and like many
more of the Yroletariat, I can not express myself in the
language that some of the Party members do but I have
{aken part in the every day struggle and know what is in
the slave’s mind. Today we have a period of reaction.
Tomorrow we may see the movement taking revolutionary
action but it must have understanding so I agree with the
article in the last issue signed H. J. B. H. Turn the Party
into a Labor College and develop men and women fitted
to take the leadership in the movement as it is and give
it the understanding and we will get Socialism. These are
the opinion of an honest plug.

Yours fraternally,
A. R. Pearson.

N. Y. Feby., 11 1925

THE VALUE CONCEPT.
San Quentin; €alif. ¢

Feb. 24 1925.
Editar, Western-Clarion:—

I've-been interested in McNey’s recent articles because
they approach the recondite mysteries of Marx in a fan-
guage closer to that of common sense and experience than
I can recall having found elsewhere. So hepe are a few
Gquestions and contentions that I would like him to deal
with in as much the same manner—or more $0—as pos-
sible.

First, is Value a property of a commodity? If so, is it
a physical property? And if it is a property, but not phys-
fcal, must it not therefore be a “meta-physical property”—
and as such be ruled out.of scientific consideration? It
appears to me ‘that Marx’s concept of valae is purely met-
aphysical. He seeks a “common preperty” of all commodi-
ties and concludes it can only be “that of being produets of
labor”! and further, since “coats and linen” result from
different kinds of labor, the “common property” must be
an abstract sort of labor that is never performed in reality,
f.e., “Socially necessary labor.” (Elsewhere it seems
Marx considers this socially necessary labor as merely
labor of the average efficiency. Vol. I, p. 379). As further
evidence of the metaphysical nature of this concept of
value, ft requires a “phenomenal form” and finds it in some-
thing else, in “exchange value.” So what i8 value but the
“ding an gich” of commodity per se?

The statement is sometimes made:
of money; value a quantity of labor.”
real enough. It can be measured in dynes and poundals
if yo t; in duration as Marx does; or in duration with
a co-e_ﬂdent for bodily wear and tear, as the worker does
in comparing jobs. However the thing measured would
have to be a real thing, and not an abstract kind of labor
that {s performed in the fifth or sixth dimension.

Now. for exchange-value, “the phenemenal form of
value.” If it is truly phenomenal it must be apparent to our
renses, a part of reality. It is the actual ratio at which
commaodities exchange at a given time and place? Or is
it a nt ratio—the ratie of the amoynts of actual
labor; ‘or labor actually needed, of different kinds, requisite
for the -production of the commodities -exchanging?
_ Oryet again a different = e ratio of the amounts.af

abatract,

“Price is a quantity
If so, then value is




vious that in such-an- goods would vxchange B0
man got as good a lving out of making one thinx"lh
would out of another.: That Is, they would tend fp ex
change approximately ieeonung to the hours required:
their production; nutm of philosophy, but
humans want to Nve as well as they know how.
was an era that approsched these conditions; and it gsve
birth not only to egpitalism, but to the iabor y
value. This theory was not a theory, but the common
sense of that day, well rooted In common experiengs, It
was taken for granted as an immutable law by Smi&ud
Ricardo. It was mext clothed in a metaphysical mantie by
Herr Mary, PhD. Meanwhile the social order chamgs.
The producers no longer owned the equipment md«m
duct. Instead they worked for those who did own.  They
did so because the improved equipment was too costly for
them to o'wn, too efficient for them to compete ﬂ&;t
The peasantiry was forced from the land to swell the
of those who had ne alternatfve but to work for suck: ﬁ@-
as they could get. And.it is obvious that without-organt
zation, without a class culture, these terms 2
work ummmewmmmm
10 go oa living, pmduhésndhreeﬂu. The
thése folk pmdncodmausmudm
consumed, constituts@-the tribute that went to the oW
as a class. (Nete this is not an sbstraction lke ih ;
amount of surplus valge.-huf a physical heap of g
Nw&enhmga-ommwm ‘
that tribute. lfth.mgu-mtymm%

ment in one lnlu%'m in another, thers that fneest:. - %ses down: Mwmploymm gaunt and rampart

ment went. Sinee nmmmmmhmm
the capifalists wanted only by the exchange of goods, it 18
obvious that the zGas mnst have tended to exchangé #6
that all capitals obtyf mmmumc&
rate of profit is the gmoant

adian people i Ite#woven with the ﬁeih&g@the
world’s people; N’gﬁ”r can live to themselves alone;
neither can eecapfﬁe interassociations of the-world
market. Andmeither can build the temple of the
living man, on the death dewed satids of exnblta-
tion. 5
Hence the hcpo of Canada is the hope of the
world; and that hope is frustrated by the lies that
encirele the world: _And the fruition of that-hope
is to be found, not in a8 new heart and a new nature,
but in the rendition of the social means of life to
socicty, which eannet enat without them. Cupital
holds those means of life as private possession. That®
possession has’ um only in exploitation. Exploit-
ation is profitable omly to the owning. class. ~ And
that ean be W only in exports to the -world
market. If that misrket canmot be obtained—ob-
tained not in the: @anrd restrictions of monopohat
‘‘protection,’”” batdn the expannve volame of eon-

' ‘tinuous DPOMD commuagdities cannot be sold; .

re is no pmﬁtﬂg production; industry stagm es,
- évershadows sociedy with all xta fieree. ooneomit&nts

Obviously ﬂl‘ﬁ_ﬂpltlhst ptoputy is the ioh
" cause of our economie degradation and misery. “Ob=
viously the ‘‘welfare of Canada’ lies in the utter
devéstitare of that dwnership. - That is the task thit
lies nearest the hatid of the people; the one tuk of

- montent; the only problem ‘they -have. But they | =

* themselves must solve it—solve it-ont of their:exs

m m@mmnmgm
{ ofui—-immm.wmw

e tribute-ple; thereby. altering the average

1 ship

m-ﬂ}mwdmmﬁwm
Fve r'g'dly Boveotted the notion of value—not merely the

;\.‘}" But any theory of value.
_pun that the eonce
and nhnesessary. Mswwt-émtodo

So s-“'i-
e ¥. W. THOMPSON
+ 38679
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X .q-enetuhovlthepﬂlm intemnty
of the class struggle. And together they indicate
the closing phase of eapital. For as individual initi-
ative is imppssible under Imperialist upiutm Im-
peﬂdmtmﬂtdeanmtmpethenormdhrdent
of its own eréations. Capital taxation eannot be re-

dueodthbolthnpcrming pihlntmpme& 09,;

_perience of our Capitalist Tartarus. And in them-

 selves rely. Press and pulpit, govf?mmt and
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