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(Reprint from ‘‘The Modern Quarterly’’).
HE popular and artistic descriptions of the
Russian Revolution by:J. Reed, Albert Rhys
Williams and others, served as a warning to
me not to take seriously anything that romantieally
inclined reporters, dreaming of , might
write about soeial and economlé' estions. What
has happened in Russia! Aceording to thé above-
named writers, and according to many of their
friends, the soldiers in' Russia wanted peace, the
peasants land, and the workers socialism. The
Kerensky government not giving them what they
wanted, they then decided to make another revolu-
tion. The thought naturally oeccurred to them that
if they should make a seecond revolution within a
few months after the first, it would be wise to make
_it a Soapl Revolution.. So they did. How very
it was! And how beautifully they have done

nemmnneedorwmm;ndyonwiﬁ

what bravery they exhibited! It really sounds
more like a fairy tale than a statements of facts.
Thé Reeds and and Williamses and- their kind
are socialists by sentiment . Socialism for them is an
artistic dream—nothing more. They are- really
bourgeois intellectunals who come to hate present
society out of sheer ennui. It is not their business
to inquire whether Russian productive forces have
developed to a point where a social revolution is
possible ; nor is it their business to inquire whether
the peasants could ever be relied upon by the prole-
tariat in its fight for socialism. They have seen the
Russian Revolution, they have seen a grand uprising,
they have met a few leaders and found them ‘‘jolly
fellows:'’ they have read a few revolutionary pro-
clamations that sounded terribly revolutionary to
their tamed Ameriean minds—and they liked it all
At home they also tried to ‘‘frighten the philistines’
I;yrriﬁngterriblestoriesandeommittingasmany
little unconventionalities as were permissible in the
literary circles of Gréenwich Village, They liked

the revolution. Ii was so different, so much more

. exeiting than they had at any time dreamed!
- I well remember a debate between John Reed
and a certain New York Menshevist. Reed’s op-
ponent, thoroughly educated in Marxism, asked
'M ‘whether -he believed that Bokhen-n is not
just the“opposite of Marxism. Reed replied in some-
what these terms:

Oh.yuhllo'nmnmumbeho at dest you are

 pookworms alwaye thinking about what Marx said or
“eﬂhm What we wast is & revolution, and we wre
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By HAIM KANTOROVITCH.

sure that they must have shaken their heads gravely
and said to themselves, *‘No, nothing good ean come
out of this kind of propaganda’’ The proletarian
iudienee, with hate burnig in their hearts towards
existing ecapitalism, drank in the words of these
romantic admirers of Bolshevism and feund in them
a momentary satisfaction like the drankard in his
wine, and like the latter, they did not give thought
to the disappointment and disillusion that would
come when the sobering-up process had set in.
What really happened in Russia is this. After
the first revolution chaos prevailed. The peasants
did not wait for the provisional government to finish
its agrarian program. They simply geized the land
of the big and even small landlords and divided it,
They were ready to support any government that
would ratify what they had already aecomplished.
The army was demo the soldiers having de-
serted openly and in gremps. The soldiers wanted
peace (as well as the peasants and workers), but
they eared very little whatikind of peace they should
get; they wanted pegeeipot because they were in-
ternationalists or paeifists. but beeause they wanted
to go home to their families and to the new land
that they were now acquiring. They ecared not
whether the kind of peace they should get would
They would
have supported any government that would have
made an end to the war. Still worse were the con-
ditions of Russian industry. Transportation was
disorganized, raw materials scarce, and in some in-
stanees unobtainable

help or hinder international] socialism

The prices of the means of
life soared to such an alarming height that no manu-
facturer eould afford to pay workers a living wage.
As a consequence increased unemployment spread,
and with it dissatisfaction with the government in-
creased. ‘‘Why doesn’t the government do some-
thing?’’ the masses demanded. What could the
government do?

There were only two ways out—either to restore
order by depriving the peasants of the expropriated
larids and by shooting down the workers, or ratify-
ing the expropriations of the land, nationalize the
mines and factories, and get out of the war by all
means. The Kerensky government eould not do any
of these things. It had no loyal army to rely upon,
and, besides, it was a coalition government. It eould
not afford to break openly with either the workers
and peasants or with the landlords and ecapitalists.
There was no middle way. The Russian bourgeoisie
was small and unorganized and powerless The
most sweeping social reforms were pessible, reforms
that would have brought the Russian workers near-
er to socialism than the workers of any other country.

Neither the Soeial Revolutionists nor the Men-
sheviki correctly understood what they were to do.
Moreover, none of them had the eourage to do what
the objective eonditions required of them. The only
party-that understood clearly the latent possibilities

- of the moment was the Bolshevist party. Lenin, of

‘course, thellth&tﬁmel-ldbenoquu-
mnabmahbhlmgsoenhul—n. Inh-

Communism

polemie against Kamenev, Steklov and others who
ater beeame his chief helpers, he made this point
very elear. ‘‘But,’’ said Lefin, ‘‘if we can get the
government in our hands, we will use it to strength-
¢n the position of the Russian proletariat.”’ It was
mly later that he expressed his belief in the pos-

sibility of establishing socialism in present-day Rus-
sia

In a disorganized Russia, with a government that
had the support of few, it was comparatively easy
for a small but determined minority to get the state
power in their hands through a military coup d’etat.
We must not forget that the Bolsheviki were at
first in favor of a popular democratic constitutional
assembly. They took over the state power until the
constitutional assembly met. They did not think
ihen that demoeracy was a bourgeois prejudice. But
when the constitutional assembly met, the Bolsheviki
found that they were in the minority, and what is
more, they understood that they could not get a
majority in any national election at all, even though
they had tried to satisfy the peasants by ratifying
the land expropriations. At once they felt that the
democratic way would not do for present-day Rus-
sia. They then dissolved the eonstitutional assem-
bly and declared the dictatorship of the proletariat.

This was not enough. Being a small minority,
they understood well enough that with freedom of
speech, press and assembly, with free diseussion
going on all over the country, they would not be
able to hold out against the other parties, and they
therefore had to declare all such institutions to be
merely bourgeois prejudices, and abolish them.
But even this was not enough. They also knew that
though the bourgeois parties could not very well
compete with them, the socialist parties could, and
they thereupon began a war of extermination
against all new and eompeting radical parties. The
red terror was more against the Mensheviks and
social republicans than against the bourgeoise.®.

Now what was the influenee of all this on the
proletariat of other countries?

Long before the war and the Russian revolnti'on
it was appa-ent that there was great dissatisfaetion
within the rank and file of the- socialist movement.
Socialism in its last phase, though retaining its

1. It was not a question of theory at all. The Bol
sheviudldnotoomeuﬂm‘nthruw—mndephuh
execute. As a matter of fact, they took over the goverm-
ment because they were compelled to do it—compelied hy
the circumstances—and whatever they have done i» Rwa
sia, no matter how much vedlngree'lththm,mdone
because there was no other way at the time. ltmter-
rible to read that the first proletarian government was

latter to Sght against the Soviet governmemt booamd
,treitors to secialisg, even if they did it with the best soc-
hbtlﬂuﬂ-.




Page Two.

revolGtionary phraseology, had in reality 'before the
war become a social reform movement. It is true
that the social revolution formally was the goal of
the socialist movement. But the term revolution
had lost its significance; no praectical value was at-
tached to it. Political action had become the all-in-
all  For the socialist movement the practical
achievement was its real aim. In theory they were
all Marxists; in practice they were really Bernstein-
ians.
lost his theoretical fight against the orthordox
ians, he none the less has won over to his side every
socialist party in Europe, and even those who have
never ceased calling him traitor.  Plechanoff,

Kautsky, Mehring and others fought against Bern-
but modern social-

arx-

stein’s philosophic heresies only,
ism, in the form given it by Marx and Engels, is not
a philosophy in the usual sense, it is not one of
those so-called systems thought out by a philosopher
in his neatly furnished cabinet, without any rela-
tions to real life and.the struggles that are going
on-beyond his cabinet. It has nothing to do with
ultimate eternal truths philosophy is
searching. ‘‘We truths,’’ de-
clared Marx and Engels at the beginning of their
‘we bring no <lng‘mn.\" we come to interpret
»_and what was going
a war

1.e.,

for which

have no ready made

career; *
what is geing on around us
on around them? A terrible
for life or death between the upholders of the re-
gime and those bent upon destroying it. They fore-
saw that it eould end in no compromise and could
not be fought with dapper hands or with polite,
gentlemanly speeches in parliament. In a letter to
his American friend, Wedemyer, Marx very clearly
expressed what he thought to be his most important
contribution to socialist tactics. In that letter he
said :
A
f. y

As far as [ am concerned,
covered the existence of classes in modern society, or their
strife against one another. Middleclass historians long
ago described the evolution of the class struggle, and poli-
tical economists showed the economic physiology of the
classes. 1 have added as a new contribution the follow-
ing propositions: (1) that the existence of classes is
bound up with certain phases of material production;
(2) that the class struggle leads necessarily to the dit

tatorship of the proletariat; (3) that this dictatorship is
but the transition to the aBolition of all classes and to the

creation of a society of equals.

Marg, of course, knew very well that the dicta-
torship of the proletariat could not come aboumt as
a sfidden act, as the result of a conspiracy, of a re-
volutionary minority. In the International Work-
ingmen’s Association (The First Internationale)
Marx had to fight hard against the Blaneists who
held the above views; his hardest fight, however,
was against the tactical views of Bakounine. As is
Bakounine was at first a very intimate
even a Marxist in a certain sense.

class struggle,

I cannot claim to have dis-

well known,
friend of Marx,
He was the first to translate the Communist Mani-
festo into Russian. The fight between these two
giants of the first internationale was entirely on
questions of tactics; later, in the course of the fight,
the differences in their respeetive philosophies came
to light. Bakounine believed that the social revolu-
tion could take placeé at any time. The only thing
needed is a small but determined revolutionary
minority that should get hold of the state through
an armed uprising, destroy it and free the people.
Onee they are free, they will organize their soecial
life on an anarchistic basis. Bakounine looked with
disfavor on all the activities of the labor movement
that aimed at the betterment of the conditions of the
working class under capitalism. Trade unions
fighting for higher wages and less hours, politiecal
socialists fighting for political and social reforms,

he considered as either fakirs or fools, and regarded
their activities as harmful to the social revolution.

First of all, he reasoned, they spend their time on
worthless things. The condition of the working
class cannot be bettered under capitalism, anyway,
but what is more important is that this reform ac-
tivity may instill the hope into the hearts and souls
of the workers that the revolution ean be avoided,
that we -¢an, to use a modern expression, ‘‘gradually
grow into socialism.’’ { = /

Marx and Engels could not agree to this view on

the sotial revolution; this was just the oppa.i_q'to
the tactical consequemces of their entire philosophy. -
Marx knew that revélutions cannot be made at will.

Marx knew that ‘‘no soeial order ever disappears’

before all the produetive forces for which there is
room in it have been ‘developed; and new higher
relations of production never appear. before the
material conditions of their existence have matured
in the works of the old society.”” But he knew,

It is a curious fact that while Bernstein has  moreover, that the ““will to revolution,’’ the class

consciousness nécessary for the accomplishment of
the revolution, is not something that ean be created
by books and speeches. The class struggle that per-
sistently goes on in daily life teaches socialism to
the workers. The class struggle goes on, whether
recognize it or not; the workers will fight for
any kind of relief they can get in their daily life,
even if we advise them against it.

we

The economic conditions have in the first place trars
formed the mass of a country into wage-workers. The
domination of capital has created for this mass of people
a common situation with common interest. Thus this
mass is already a class gs opposed to captulv but not yet
united in its purpose. In the struggle . this mass un-
ites and it is constituted) as a class for itself. The inter
ests which it defends are the interests of its class. But
the struggle between class and class is a political struggle.
(Misery of Philosophy. Eng., p. 189.)

Recognizing this, Marx and Engels knew that
the work and struggles of the trade unions are not
futile tasks, but are steps in the evolution of the
class consciouness of the workers. Moreover, they
recognized that everything gained by the workers
on the economic or politieal field is a positive gain—
positive in the sense that it gives to the workers a
more favorable position in their fight against eapi-
talism. ‘‘The undying gchievement of Marx,”’ says
Clara Zetkin, who is now the most prominent lead-
er of German communism, ‘‘is the faet that he has
thrown a firm bridge between socialism and labor
movement. Thanks fo the Marxian conception of
history,”we conceived the inner tie between reform
and revolution in history . . he (Marx) showed us
that reform and revolution are not two different
methods of the class struggle . . but two different
phases of historical development that are organi;
cally united.”” Every struggle for every reform is
a step on our way to socialism. KEven the super-re-
volutionist, Anton Panecok, who left the Comintern
because the latter was not revolutionary enough for
him, has this to say on the relations between reform
and revolution: ‘“A reform, achieved through a
struggle, any achieved law in fact that is important
for the workers, is for the proletariat a gain of
power.”” Rosa Luxembourg, who is rapidly becom-
ing the saint of the communist movement, has ex-
pressed the view of every Marxist on reform and
revolution, in the following words:

Cn_: sccial-democracy be against social reforms? Of
course not. And can we place our ultimate aim, the social
revolution, in opposition to social reform? Certainly not.
The practical struzgle for social reforms, for democratie
institutions—a struggle that aims to ameliorate the life
of the working class, on the basis of the existing order,
such a struggle js for social democracy the ‘only way of
the proletarian class struggle, for the conguest of political
power and the abolition of wage slavery. (See Reform
and Revolution—hér reply to Bernstein.) "

T eonld fill a book with quotations to show that
this is the view of every Marxist in Europe, but this
would be useless and would take up too much of my
limited space. T will therefore quote only one more
anthority, one whom I hope no one will accuse of
reformism. 1 mean Lenin. The Russian anarchists
have ecriticired severely the Russian soeial demo-
erats, who have alwavs held the view that the Rus-
sian workers would have to first fiecht together with
the other classes for a demoecratic republic and
variome othar sneial reforma. The anarchists elaimed
that with the social demoerats reforms are of prim-
ary and revolution of secondary importanee. To
this Lenin replied in his book, ‘‘Chto Dielat
(WhatIsToBeDone,p“) :

Wemutdehﬂns (the Revolution); we only take the
figst step toward it, by the only roed; namely, by the road
of the demoeratic 'republic. Whiever wanty’. to’ go to
socialism by any otber road than political I-ocnq must -

arrive ut.lnt'hmnomhndmnﬂeum
‘reactionary conclusions. e .

And in another book of his, ‘‘Dvie Taktyki"
(Two Tacties, p. 89), he plamly Says:

Revolutionary social democracy includes in Hs activities
the fight for reforms; this fight is for it a part of the
struggle for freedom and socialism.

Marx and Engels had also an entirely different
of the state than Bakounine. Aecording to
Bakounine, two states -must be destroyed before
anything ean e done; according to Marx and En-
gels, the working eclass

view

must first acquire political supremacy, must rise to be the
leading class ol the nation, must constitute itself as the
nation (Communist Manifesto, p. 38.) The proletariat will
use its political supremacy fo wrest by degrees all cap-
ital from the bourgeoisie, to centralize all instruments of
production in the hands of the state—that is, of the pro-
letariat organized as the mmling class. (Com. Man., p. 41.)
We see then, instead-of destroying the state, the workers
must use it to further their ends.

But more than anything else, Marx and Engels
opposed the Blancist-Bakouninist idea that the re-
volution could be accomplished by an armed up-
rising of a minority. In what is called Engels’ ‘‘last
political testament,’’ his preface to Marx’s ‘‘War
in France,”’ published by the Labor News Co., un-
der the title ““F volutionary Aect,”” he says that
“with the suec “utilization of the general fran-
chise, an entirely new method of the proletarian
struggle had eome into being and had quickly been
built up. . . The rebellion of the old style, the
street fight behind barrieades, which up to 1848 had
prevailed, has become antiquated.”” He even goes
on to warn his readers that ‘‘the ruling classes, by
some means or another, would get us where the rifle
pops and the saber slashes.”” He also teaches us
that ,‘“the time is past when revolutions ean be car-
ried through by small minorities at the head of un-
conscious masses.’”’

We are now in a position to make a resume of
the Marxian coneeption of the social revolution:

(1). The soeial revolution eannot y(- made at
will.

(2) The social revolution comes as the culmina-
ting point of a Yong-drawn-out class struggle.

(3) This class struggle is not created by class
consciousness; on the other hand, class consciousness
is created by the class struggle.

" (4) The workers must continually fight for their
daily demands; anything gained in this fight, wheth-
er by political and legislative reforms does not mat-
ter, strengthens the workers in their fight against
capitalism. _

(5) Socialism eannot be established before eapi-
talism has reached the zenith of its development.

(6) The social revolution will be the mass action
of the majority of the workers and cannot be the
act of a conspiracy by a revolutionary minority.

(7) The first act in the social revolution is the
conquest of politieal power, the inauguration of the
proletarian dictatorship, although this dietatorship
is nothing else than the political rule ¢f the working
class, i.e., the Majority of the population.

(To. be continued)

HERE AND NOW.

.

T Our efforts in broadeasting station P.D.Q. in
Clarion subs. meét with but little excited response
from the tuners in. We reaéh a deaf ear.

From which we suppose the reader will snagger
—'“Growling Again.”’ That’s so and this is why:
~ Following $1 each:—A. Jordan, J. Nelson, W,
Olson, ‘Cumberland L. and A. Association, H De
Grand Ry, J. Bombardiri, A. R. Pearson, C. E.
Carver, L. Sarilo, Benﬂnnhey,w Beott.J Dennis,
Wm. Clarkson. _ 2
1 (ludwiek‘ls& “P. L. D.””, T. Seott.
Above, Ga.rhn subs, received from st to N
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Marx in Social Theo

A CRITICAL REVIEW—No. 3

There is no system of economic theory more logical
than that of Marx. No member of the system, no single
article of doctrine, is fairly to be understood, criticised or
defended except as an articulate member of the whole and
in the light of the preconceptions and postulates which
afford the point of departure and the controlling norm
of the whole. As regards these preconceptions and pos-
tulates, Marx draws on two distinct lines of antecedents,
—the Materialistic Hegellanism and the English system
of Natural Rights. By his earlier training he is an adept
in the Hegelian method of speculation and inoculated
with the metaphysics of development underlying the
Hegelian system. By his later training he is an expert in
the system of Natural Rights and Natural Liberty, ingrain
€d in his ideals of life and held inviolate throughout. He
does not take a critical attitude toward the underlying
principles of Natural Rights. Even his Hegelian precon
ceptions of development never carry him the length of
questioning the fundamental principle® of that system. He
is only the more ruthlessly consistent in working out their
content than his natural-rights antagonists in the liberal-
—classical school. His polemics run against the specific
tenets of the liberal school, but they.run wholly on the
ground afforded by the premises of that school. The ideals
of his propaganda are natural-rights ideals, but his theory
of the worklng out of these idnals in the course of history
rests onthe Hegelian metaphysics of development, and
his method of speculation and construction of theory is
given by the Hegelian dialectic. (Veblen).

N the last jssue and to some degree in the pre-
vious one, I essayed a description of the Hege-
lian dialectical conception of the mechanies

of the evolutionary process. That conception is
Marx’s point of departure for his survey of the do-
main of unfolding human culture (material and im-
material) by means pf his Materialistic Conception
of history. According to the dialectical conception
in the_hands of Marx

“The goal of the life-history of the race in a large

way controls the course of that tife-history in all its
phases, including the phase of capitalism. This goal or
end, which controls the process of human developnrent, is
tite complete realization of life in all its mllneu' and the
realization is to be reached by a process analogous to the
three-phase dialectic, of thesis, anti-thesis, and synthesis,
into which scheme the capitalist system, with its over-
flowing measure of misery and degradation, fits a8 the last
and most dreadful phase-struggle of the Marxian system
and the evil, (antithetical element) in life is to Marx a
legically necessary evil, as the antithésis is a necessary:
phase of the dialectic; and it is a means to the (socialistic)
consummation, as the antithesis is a means to the syn-
thesis.” (Veblen). e

Let us now look to the English alassical school of
economists, who were subseribers to and elaborat-
ors of the system of ‘‘natural rights,’’ from which
system, Vablen says, Marx derived certain of its pre-
conceptions and ideals of liberty. I may also remind
the reader, so far as Marx’s debt in economic theory
to the classical school is concerned, that he hilself,
in the ‘ Critique of Political Eeonomy,’’ traced his
labor-theory of value to Rieardo (1772-1823) and
through him to Adam Smith (1723-1790), the reput-
ed father of that school .

The English classical school of political eeonomy
was a part of a wider movement of political liberal-
ism rising at the high tide of.the 18th century char-
acterized by a then new tendency in philosophic
speculation in moral and legal theory and social, pol-
itical and.economic doctrine. The new tendenecy
developmg, it later became known as the liberal-util-
itarian movement. In its field’of endeavor, it was
the 1deologlc|.l expression of the new developing or-
der of as against the old order of a
feudal and agricultural eeonomy whose predomin-
ance as an interest was passing in the nation. Adam
Smith, Jeremy Bentham, its philosopher, James Mill,
John Stuart Mill, father and son, are some of the
famous names : associated with the ry of the
movement! "It js the preconceptions postulates
of this elassical school, its point df view with which
it went toits scientific work which, for our purpose
of nn&nhnding Marx, we are now chiefly interest- -
edin. Bﬁtlﬂt.'hlthmintofﬂew! -
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of principles and standards, which are taken fo:
at least provis.onally, and which serve as a bas«

ence and legitimation in all questions or deliberate¢ opin
lon. So when any given usage or line of conduct belle!
13 seen anc approved from the modern, point of v.ew, ft

comes to the same as saying that lhe‘e things are seen

and accepted in the light of those princip:es which modern
men habitually consider to be final and sufficient. They
are principles of right equity, propriety, duty, pernaps of
knowledge, belfef, ana taste Evidently these

principles, which 80 are made to serve as standards of

validity in law and custom knowledge and beliel, are of
the natuxe of canons, estaplished rules, and have the
authority of precedent and prescription. They have been

defined by the attrition of use and wont and disputation,

and they are accepted in a somewhat delibérate manner
by common consent, and are uphelll by a deliberate public
opinion as to what is right and seemly. In the popular
apprehensicn, and Indeed in the apprehension of t train
ed jurists and scholars for the time being, these constit-
uent prineiples of the accepted point of view are ‘funda-
mentally and eternally right and good.’ But this perpet
uity with which they are so habitually invested in the pop-

ular apprehension, in their time, is evidently such a quali-
fled perpetuity only as belongs to any settled outgrowth
of use and wont. They are of an institutional character
and they are endowed with that degree of perpetuity only
that belongs to any institution. So soon as a marked
change of circumstances comes on,—a change of a suffic-
iently profound, enduring and comprehensive character,
such as persistently to cross or to go beyond those lines
of use and wont out of which these settled principles have
emerged,—then these prmcll;les and their standards of
validity and finality must presently undergo a
such as to bring on a new balance oﬁ/princnples, embody-
ing the habits of thought enforced by a new situation, and
expressing itself in a revised 'scheme of authoritative usd
and wont, law and custom. In the trausition the
medieval to the modern point of view, eg., there is to ®e
seen such a pervasive change in men’s habitual outlook,
answering to the compulsion of a new range of circum
stances which came to condition the daily life of the peo
ples of Christendom.” (Veblen).

revision,

from

The scientific point of view of the classical school
was a composite of two main canons of truth, spec
ifieally, what is termed the ‘‘Hedonist’’ tenets,
‘order of nature’’

and

a conception of an permeated

with spirituality. The Hedonistic principles were
drawn on psychological lines, of a conceived nature
of man; taken collectively and individually, and of
the motives supposed to control human conduct. The
primary general prineiple was that the greatest hap
piness of the greatest number was the chief purpose
and end of human association. At the
the Hedonistic conception of the psychology of the

same fime,
individual was that self-interest is the ruling prin
wciple in man’s conduct, but that if each individual
was allowed his ‘‘natural’’
sphere for the exerecise of his economie activity,
activity would work out,
by hun, in consequences beneficial to the community
at large.
tural rights’’

right te an unimpeded
this
even though unintended

Upon this reasoning the system of ‘‘na
was, based. In general terms, the
economic theorists worked with the assumption that
self-inteYest moved the individual along the line of
avoiding pain and gaining pleasure. In prospective
economic activity a balancing of gains in terms of
pleasure as against pain-cost, and its calculated
sults, guides the laborer, or the capitalist. Pain
cost is in terms of the irksomeness of ‘‘labor’’ for
the laborer, incurred when the pleasure of idlom-x\‘
is deferred, I presume, and ‘‘abstinenee’’ for the cap-
italist, who thus defers present pleasure of spending
his whole ineome, all in order that an inerement of
pleasure over pain-cost may acerue in the future
Thus the famous ‘‘economic man’’ of the history of
economic theory. I quote Veblen again on the clas
sical school.

“Seen through modern eyes and without effort to turn
past gains to modern account, the metaphysical or pre-
conceptional mrnlmre of political economy as it stood
about the middle of thh-eontnry (the 19th) may come to
-look gquite curious. The two main canons of truth on
MtInMeem nd'ithvhtchthcegqulry
is here congarned, were: (a) a hedonistic-associational phy-
chology, M(b)unuwdmvieﬂumtthmhn
mmmthmuemm ‘apart from the

granted,
rerer-

l

conscious ends of the individual members of the con
9'his axiom o! a meliorative developmental tre.
Milo shape in an organic or quasj-orgauic

process on the part of the economic .. ...

ity
as a belief
siological) life

munity or of the

nation;; and this belief carried . .. .l

something of a constraining sense of self-realizing ¢y.. . v
growth, maturity and decay in the life-history of 1
Oor communities

“Neglecting what may for the immediate purpcs.
negligible in this outline of fundamental tenets, 1.
bear the following construction. (a) Omne the grou. 4
the hedonist or asspciational psychology, all spiritu_. ._.
tinuity 'and any consequent teleological trend is
denied so far as regards individual oonduct, wher. ..
later psychology, and the sciences which build o.. ..
later psychology, insist upon and find sucn a teleo'vr _ .
trend at every turn (b) Such a spiritual or quas
ual continuity and telelogical trend is uncritically afi :
as regards the non-human sequence or the sequen v
events in the affairs of collective life, where the ni...i..

sciences diligently assert

that nothing ot the kind .5 o

cernable, or that, if it is discernable, its recognition .:
side the point, so far as concerns the purpose .
science.”

Which it to say, I take it, that the later sc ence

says man alone is endowed with purpose, and . i
ever trend of things and events, whatever eonin. ..,
and direction of trend there be, to a socialist ci..
of life shall we say, is to be traced solely to the¢ con-
sequences, whether intended by them or not, cf tic
actions anod conduect of men, considered as respcu..-
¢s to the stimulus of the brute, impersonal forc s oi
the

environment. Marx’s constitution, his natui

and his attitude at the moment of impaet in ¢ . cat
part decides what will serve as stimulus, as wci: ws
what the manner and direetion of his responsc .. i
be

To still further illustrate the shift of preecrc.n-
tional ground on that matter of the later post

winian science on the eharacter of the forees i

th<
process, from that of the early modern seience.’ ic:
me throw into high light of eontrast Adam Sr iy s
point of view

In his

view (Smith)

social well-being by

Nature *has made provisioa ior
the principle of the human co_ s .u
tion which prompts every man to better his conditio: :
individual aims only at his private gain, but is led 1.
invisible hand’ to promote the public good; human i: s. ‘u
tions, by interfering with this principle in the name o° th¢
public interest, defeat their own end; but when all sys e.:s

of preference or restraint are taken away, ‘the obviou®a: d
simple system of natural liberty establishes itself o..iis
own acord.” "—(Enecy. Britt.)
It is obvious from that reasoning that Smitl: i -
puted goyerning and directive power and purpi:e 1)
prine 1p' * law of nature, while praetically ¢
g to man any power to effect the trend of the n
cess. A greater ““will”’ than man’s was workin: it
the process for the good of man, his business v:- : )
find out what Nature willed,”” by knowing I

prineiples and laws of life and to eonduet his pe-
sonal, eommunal and national affairs in aceordance
with her will  Such reasoning again, as we saw in
Hegelian cosmology, exhibits the persistence of thet
old animistic propensity of man to impute pers:n:!-
ity and will to things and forees of the environ cnt
outside himself; he of them by first han!
knowledge of the facts of his own personality ; ;

knows’’

he

in faet, projeets his own personality into them, somc-

times in such fashion as he feelsg how he would 1i*»

them to he. So, an Almighty Heavenly Father, with
(Continued on page 8)
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A SUCCESSFUL FAILURE.

week or two ago, toward the eve of the
A United States Presidential election eam-

paign, the La Follette publicists wrote that
overwhelming support was coming over to the Pro-
gressive Party, State by State; and since Coolidge
has gained 14,100,000 popular votes to 8,000,000 for
Davis and 4,300,000 for La Follette it would appear
that the electoral barometer is out of order.

The central point of La Follette’s politieal phil-
osophy appears to reach back into the Jeffersonian
concept that the people are sovereign over their gov-
ernment, upon whieh prineiple there hangs a great
deal of strife in American political life. The pre-
sumption is that, under the terms of the Constitu-
tion (plus Amendments) the people elect their gov-
ernment and that consequently its destiny is in their
hands. But the Supreu?e Court may declare, by ju-
dicial interpretation, any aet of Congress to be in
violence of the Constitution and so upset the Jeffer-
sonian prineiple eoneerning the will of the sover-
eign people as directly applied through the pre-

vailing electoral system. Child Labor Laws, Work-

men’s Compensation Aets, Railroad Rates bills, In-
ecome Tax laws, Labor Laws of one sort or another
have been discovered to be uneconstitutional from
time to time and the judieial interpretation of the
Constitation which, until 1913, allowed a wide use
of the injunetion proecess to stop strikes, reserving
its use to the government, has harassed the trade
union movement in such strivings as it has made.
It is here that La Follette secured the endorsa-
tion of the offieial trade umion movement, in advo-
cating placing restriction upon the veto power of the
Supreme Court over legislation by Congress. He

had the pledged support of the A. F. of L., the So.

cialist Party of Ameriea and the progressive farm-
ers, and these, with such others as were attracted
to his progressive banner brought him the vote re-
corded.

Coolidge as the acknowledged candidate of big
Musiness meant nothing insidious or harmful in pol-
itieal lifc to the Ameriean voter, nor did Tea Pot
Dome, nor the Lorimer Bank seandal, nor did the
apparent marketing, huckstering and jerrymander-
ing of Republican or Demoeratic nominating con-
ventions mark any hesitation on the part of labor to
accord its sanetion. But two or more years of an
uninterrupted chance to work under a Republican
administration meant something; an Immigration
Restriction Act meant something. Labor likes that
sort of thing, and while it may lend a:tolerant ear
fo expositions which eonecern its statas, from present
plans to theoretically eurb the power of big business
to town planning in the new Jerusalem, it plumps
for what it sees immediately ahead.

Some men are well placed in opposition and La

Follette—if it is not too tremendously compromising -

to be able to acelaim his failure —may have no rea-
son to regret his non-suceess. As in the case of the
Labor Government in Great Britain Brailsford’s
words are well givég—they have lost offiee and have

_mumsmm" lnqnotedu;typidu- o

4 ; . - pca!‘edhbem’ £ = %
ENdom-Qethmgsmwh:ehmmnap Mahevﬁuubithe‘hdﬂut mén) M ;
pee.rsh,hy no part. -If the obseryanee thmgsvecxte*&e!ollowmgiuntgm“mntﬂy ‘
“of Armistiee day is-expected to produce I’rovince’ (Vancouver) Nov. 12, 1084:—=
mass emotion it falls far short—far short even in Ejection d London Vetersn Halts as m Gun
emotional effeet. “Most people coneerned seéem in booms.
some fashion to appear not unwilling o do as others o —
do, and to obey quieseently the general ukase eom- London, Nov. 12—While William 0. Rolfe, his
manding honor to the dcad covering the space of wife and children loelked on, bailiffs tossed the Rolfe
two minutes, and so far as comprehending further household goods to the strept in & poor section d '
significanee i the eeremony is concerned there is Londom on Tuesday. < A
no apparent anxiety in evidenee. Sharp st 11 o’¢lock the warning gun for the two- :
Standing on the rear platform by our street car minute armistice sounded and the bailiffs drew stiff-
conductor on Armistice Day—he wore his France ly to attention, as did Rolfe. - At the end of the brief
button—our conversation with him during the two period of silence, the ejection of the Rol!el mﬁn—

minute stop ran along these lines—our question com- ned.
meneing :

Rolfe fought throughout the war in the British
I suppose the substance of this eeremony is re-  army.

spect .for the dead?”’ What appears to us lacking in that néws item
Yes, I guess that’s it

is information to the effeet that so well drilled a man

I suppose it means all of the dead, Germans as as Mr. Rolfe neglected to help the bailiffs in shifting @ A
well as Allied dead? No use in holding grudges the furniture. . We suspect, however, that his ex-
now, don’t you think?”’ periences in peace and in war have made Mr. Rolfe
Yes. Sure. That’s it. No, I don’t think it is, a trifle ironical. Or perhape, like other people, he
and yet I guess it i8. 1 guess so. No. Damned if T does strange things beeause his individual aetions
know.”’ arc not ealled particularly into question sinee he
Thereupon the other passengers proceeded to dis- acts in a big eompany which as usual, finds sueh

cuss the matter of whether the dictatorship of the logic as may be needed for its Reotions in numbers.

PROFESSIONALIZING THE FIELD OF ample of the rest. Her appropriations for the year
7 EDUCATION 1920 amounted to nearly six billion dollars, and of A
SR this huge sum, according to Dr. Rosa of the United
By F, W. MOORE States Bureau of Standards, 928 per eent. was
THE following extract from the ‘‘Weekly Pro- spent on account of past wars and present arma- ¢

S A

vinee”’ of Angust 14th, 1924, is self-explan- ments, and l4th of 1 per eent. on edueation. (Soc-

atory: ‘“The greatest task of the Canadian ial Serviee Buleltin, for April, 1921).
Teachers’” Federation is that of professionalizing Under these circumstances one “could hardly ex-
the field of edueation, stated H. C. Newhnd,'M.A.., pect the multitude to develop much intebest in, or
L.L.B., of Edmonton, president of the Federation, in  ,o5ses5 a great thirst for education of the scfenfiﬂc
his pmidon\id address this morning to the dele- yariety. The extremely moderate desire that does
gates here in convention. ‘‘The performance of this .yt is confined, for the most part, to the wealthier
is conditioneed in two WAYS: 1 : teachers  (lagges whose progeny have the time and the money
must assume the leadership in dealing with educa- supplement the comparatively meager advantages
tion#l problems, and in framing educational poliey. (.t the expenditure of 8o disgracefully small ¢
There can be no doubt that if the people of Canada . eentage of the natiomal revenue hasybee th:
really believe in education as they believe in medi- |,,0ng of providing for the poor. How then l:aould
cine, or dentistry, or law they would expeet expert . exneet the poor, who coustitute the bulk of the
guidanee from teachers as from doctors, dentists, p,oqlation of ever; country, to have that enthus-
or lawyers, aﬂd_\"_o“ld also pay the cost of eduea- .45 Jove of edueation that wonld inspire them to
tion far more willingly and gracefully. (2) Teach- ; . o1 its development- for its own sake, that is

ers themselves must receive a training in scientific along lines that eoincide with the development »
education which eompares in intensity and in dura- the human race? e =

tion with a course in medicine or law.”’
The President of the Teachers’ Federation is l'iow the aequisition of these ideals was auto-

undoubtedly honest and possesses the higest ideals Matically prevented in the past is graphically de-

with regard to edueation, but unfo tely under s‘enbed by Achille Loria in his ‘‘Economie Founda- =

the surveillance of a political systém whose contin- '10nS of Society.”” On page 151 occurs the follow- '

ved existenee depends on the mehtal rape of the 'M8: *‘The privileges of the owning class as a group

populace, they are absolutely impossi . finally engendered such a condition of affairs that

ment. We admit that his views on an intensive it beeame irrational, and even dangerous to ex-

course of scientific trainjng are both correct anc tend political power to the non-owning classes. In

practical, but an important question remains to be short the intellectnal capacity necessary to good

asked : Would teachers be allowed the privilege ac-* &overnment was developed among the proprietary 3 R

corded to doetors and lawyers, to develop their art classes as their wealth inereased, and opportunity X

in strict accordanee with the needs of humanity? Was thus afforded of cultivating the higher virtnes

We think not. The researches of doctors and law- ©Of the mind.. The ‘distranchised classes, on the other == 3

yers are not incidental to the exposures of the econ- hand, lost intellectual power with their increasing _3 &

omie camses of human degradation, whereas that is misery and degradation, and relapsed into greater x‘ @ o B ‘

precisely the target to which the aim of a group of brutishness as the dllﬁnt‘mn hetween the rich and "~ =

scientific teachers with an honest desire to give the the poor became more marked This mental degrad- =

best serviee, would tend. - It follows that the legal ation of the non-owning.classes involved political - <. - -

and medical men would ineur none of that enmity incapacity as well, and made it socially necessary

that must acerue to the teacher if he dare to b- todepﬂvetkmdpnvﬂeguwhlehﬂmyeonldmly

fit edueation by metaphorically fertilizing the soil have exercised inan “irrational and brutal manner,

in which alone it ean yield a satisfactery erop. How involving the entire society in anarehy and ruin.”> =

barren it is may be judged from the fact (stated 'rhebehefm‘nhmeondimmrﬁnmb.

under different cireumatances in another article( coped with has, no doubt; inspired the leaders o(ﬁo

that the intellectually sluggish inhabitants of the Worker’s Educational Movement to m em

capitalistic world of today are indifferently content to such sentiments as are embodied i in the tollnvhc

with the alloeation of a dumele-iy mll peéreen- - exeerpt from the Sodal Serviee Bnllotin for. &,,

is squandered on wars. snd’ defence. In this Tespedt ﬁ&mﬁ'ﬁcﬁ@ﬁﬁcﬂwm 3




Page Five
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OME time within the past few years our friend
““C"" became intoxicated with a ‘‘new idea of
social regeneration. It was a purely

rational consideration on his part that impelled him

to take his fondest theory out in the back-yard and
strangle it—metaphorically speaking. . The desir«
‘“to be something in the political life of the eom-
mun’ty’’ and fhe ‘‘exigencies of protagonism
_as dust in the balance, as against the desire to be up
to-date in philosophical speculations! Disappointed
in his expectations of a proletarian upheaval, he dis-
carded the theory of class struggle for that of equity
between Ahandoning the
fields of economies, he ascended the
heights of philosophy. There, in company
dred spirits whe had preceded him. he
philosophy which, in its application to those who
disagree with it in any detail, presents the aspect of
a stern and holy religious erusade.
who has found ‘‘salvation’’ he imputes to his form
er companions in sin,

"’ were

class and eclass barren
Olympian
of kin

evolved a

like the sinner

who refuse to embrace the
‘“‘new faith’’ whole-heartedly and without reserva
tions, the vice of ‘““violent preconeeptions,”” of
‘‘distrust of constitutional proeedures,’” of ‘‘hatred
of labor parties,”’—in short all the sociological and
philosophieal transgressions to which he himself has
confessed by the rather naive admission in one of
his articles: ‘“‘that I have been that way myself.’
““C’s’’ new faith is not a simple one. His doetrine
is neither symmetric or synthetic, like the dialeetic
Marxism of ‘“R.”” On the contrary it meanders
through the Clarion columns, discursively attempt
ing a reconcilation between the dynamie idea of the
clags struggle and its antithesis— ‘community in
terests.”’ i
Whenever 1 hear Christian seetaries ‘‘argufying
the secriptures’” among themselves I immediately
get out of earshot, knowing that the discussion will
be ‘& most sterile one, as for every Roland that one
of the disputants conjures from the
opponent calls forth to combat an Oliver.
with the Marxian seriptures:
and interpreters! In my opinion the Book of Gen-
esis contains the ‘‘fundamental’” proposition on
which rise the infinite variety of Christian cults
While making no claim whatever to be eounted
among the persons on whom ‘‘C’’ confers the title
of Marxian I submit that in the ‘‘Historical Tend-
ency of Capitalist Accumulation’” (thirty-second
chapter ‘‘Capital”’ 1.) Marx sets forth in a
vivid word picture a brief but illuminating descrip-
tion of the working out of his entire system from
‘“‘fundamental proposition’’to final‘‘ consummation.”’
Space forbids quotation at length, but we must hark
baek to Marx’s conception of the tramsition from
capitalism to socialism, being as brief in quotations
as possible. Aecording to Herr Marx, the history
of all political societies of the past, as well as the
présent epoch, is a history of struggles between the
exploiters_ and the_exploited. At a certain histori-
cal period the genesis of eapitalist aceumulation ap-
pears. A new mode of production develops, con-
stantly accelerated by the expropriation of the in-

dividual private property of the small producer.
“As soon as this process of transformation has suffi-
ciently decomposed the old society from top to bottom, as
-soon &8 the laborers are turned into proletarians, their
“means of labor into capital . . the- further expropriation
of private proprietors takes & new form. That which
Ismtob.exproprhtodhnohnnr«tbe laborer work-
fng for himself, but the capitalist exploiting many lab-
orers. This expropriation is accomplished by the action
of the fmmanent laws of cupitalistic production itself, by

"y

(Good Book, his
Likewise

devotees, sectarians

vol.

”themtrdmuon of capital. Ome capitalist always Kkills
4 manY, and o hand with this centralization, or the expro-

brhﬁuotmnyuﬂulmbymm develop, on an
momnenu Bcale, the eoopenun form of the Tibor

- ','.

organized by theé very mechanism of the process of
production itself. The mo
nes a fetter on the mode of

rang up and flourished along w
alization of the means of produ«
last a point where they
with capitalist integument
The kn« of

talist nopoly of capital be

oduction, which ha
and under it. Cen
and socialisation ¢
become incon
This integl

capitalist private

abor at reach

patible their

is burst asunder

sounds. The expropria s are expropriated

In the above expositiol transition f1
capitalism to soeialism—there is no unhluun_\ It
oceurs with the inexorability smie law. - Soecial
1sm must come! There 18 no m in the )1z\r\!..‘

vinthesis for the intervent fortuitous ¢l

idiosyne

umstanee, or the 1 ‘purposeiu

irresistible and

el to alter the ecourse o
eless” proecess. Yet “°f neo-Darwinian
\larxist, says that “‘Sceialis ot inevitable by
tue of a trend in the natur hings. Man is the
cnly purpeseful factor in the process.”” In the lasi

ntence appears the influe hich some of thes:
psvehes,”” who are neither Darwinians nor Marx
1ans, have over our friend ! I refer to Prof
Wm. MaeDougal, professor psychology at Har

ard University. At a recent session of the British
\ssoeiation for the Advancement
onto-he made this announcement : *°

cof Seience at To
In general biol

ogy the mechanistic neo-Darwinism is bankrupf
before the problems of evolution.”” There has been
a rapid ehange, said he, from the seientific mater

temporaries when the
In those days the

ialism of Huaxley and his co
idea of purpose was disearded
world and ail living things in it were presented
{o us with so mueh prestige and confidence
vast system of meechanistic determination that one
secemed to be placed before itwo opposed
alternatives: ‘“on one hand universal
on the other hand

-
as one

acutely
sclencee :ill(i
humanism, religious
'I()dﬂ_\', the
Then he went on to
‘the

a resolute

mechanism :
mysticism and saperstition.”
situation is changed, said he.
dwell on the
stedfast purposive adaptive
" 1 faney MacDougal is one of those kin-

whole
“mysteries ofehuman life.”” and °
striving of
personality.

dred spirits with whom ~C’areflects on the mystery

of human life.”’ It seews rather peculiar that “*C”’
who quotes, in suppori of his “‘new’’ theory, the
moderns from Dewey to Tawney, never mentions or

revisionism,
(1898). Yet
Bernstein in his work which was influenced by prag
I that the
Party should become purely a party of sec-
of the

which are

quotes from the very fountain-head of

Bernstein’s, ‘‘ Evelutionary Soeialism ™’

matie «onsiderations and a desire German

S.-D.
ial reform, advances all

arguments against

revelutionary socialism now
“C.”” Bernstein, in his introduction to **
ary Soeialism.”’ which is
ially in view of recent «

am folly ¢onscious that it

used })_\
Evolution-
well worth reading espec
vents in Germany, says: “°1
(his viewpoint) differs in
several important points from the ideas to be found
in“Karl Marx and Engels —men whose writings have
exerecised the greatest influence on
of thought. . . I have now
iahists who, like me, have
Engels school; and I am obliged, if I am to maintain
my opinions, to show where the
Marx-Engels theory appcars to me
taken or contradicfory.’’
was a straightforward manner in which to approach
the question. He did not seek to prove, by a method
of indirection and mnucnde, directed against his
associates who held to the ‘“eatastrophic’’ eollapse
of capitalism, that the vicwpoint he represented was
+Marxian. On the contrary, his object was to de-
monstrate the mistakes and eontradictions inherent
in the Marx-Engels system. As is well-known to
students of socialist history, Bernstein and his fol-
lowers finally gained control of the German Social
Democracy. * The party policy became that of com-
promise; permeation of the bourgeois state, clase
~peace, policies which seemed a huge suceess, until
an-* ** {the Great War) ‘‘just happen:

1y socialist line

a controversy with soc

sprung from the Marx
them the points
especially mis-
(Emphasis mine.) That

Slant on Neo-Marxism

re—which so disturbed the ““norms and trends’’
cial-democracy GGerpany that the entire
ture collapsed. It has sinee been rebuilt and
delled and is now ljunet to another eyele
xpropriation. Which i n unmixed evil

rding to Marx. T ar naive as to say

if the revolution ITY SO ts had won out over

evolutionary rivals in unggle for control

German S. D. P. the e tive results would

heen substantially differ Reformers who

wont to peint with pride to the great achieve
ts of soeial reform in Germany prior to the
iscde’” now view with alarm the inereasing de
lation of the workers and iddle e¢lass in that
itry Hours of labor lengthened, through the
omie crisis and the abrogation of the state’s
t to intervene with the right of free contract
ween master and man.’’ the ““ people’s property”’

wunieipal and national enterprises., auctioned off

private ecapitalists, increasing degradion of the
sses, 1S now the aspeet which that onee ideal land
sents Taking issue with my statement in a
nt artiele, “*that the progressive degradation of

European was a faet’ our friend ““C” by a ser-

of artful evasions and nicely balanced sentences,

weeeded to differentiate the mechanistic working

the capitalist system as a whole into separate

d independent motions, labelled ‘‘episode’’ (war)

ftermath,”” (depression) ‘‘disturbing faector,’’

orms and trends.”” and what-not. By a proeess of

leeting favorable motions’’ and the exelusion of

ther factors which are an essential part of the

il conditions of ecapitalism he builds up an
1Maginary ‘normal economi® proeess’’ which
fits in with his theory. Has ““C’ any other
eriterion worth a ““hoop in Hades’’ other than his
desire for social-demoeratic progressive policies,
that the “episode’” and ‘‘aftermath’ are not at
present the real ““morm and trend’ of capitalist
society in the here and now?

that the degradation ot

out of the **

(""" contends present

the European workers did not issue nor-

mal economie process.”’ but is an ‘‘episodal result
of the late war.”” What then was the war a result
oi. the immediate ““normal eeonomie proecess’’ or
the result of some other episode; which was again
the result of episodes, without end? As an indieca-
tion of seme of these norms and trends, which he
*has not in mind, T will refer ““C” to ‘‘Foreign
Aftairs” July 1924, which contains a series of re-
plics given, in the House of Commons, by the Under
Sceretary of Foreign Affairs to E. D. Morel, on the
expansion of the Austrian state armament industry;
the Dritish Government being a participant in a
lo: o Austria. If appears that under the treaty
of St. Germain Austria is forbidden to export war
munitions, the manufaeture of which is “‘legally’’
confined to one state factory In Spite of the treaty,
or because of it, it seems that the prineipal Aus-

trian mdustry 1s the manufacture and export of war

munitions to the surrounding ecountries. Six am-
munition factories are now ilhieitly manufacturing
and exporting their produets, which included “‘1

000.000 rifles to Jugo-Slavia manufactured at the
Stevr works, and between February and April 20 of
infantry ammuni-
Labor Government

he was

116 wagon-loads of
state.’”” The
Under-Seeretary for Foreign Affairs said, *°
aware that the illicit export of war material from
Austria had taken place on various occasions.’’

this vear

tion to the same

But the ‘““‘matter was being carefully watched by
the Organ of Liquidation in Austria.’”’ It appears
that both the British and French have established

armament factories in Austria under the auspiees
of the League of Nations and both are ‘“‘busily en-
gaged selling the most modera implements of de-
struction to both sides in a possible war. The more

we sell to one group, the easier it is to persuade

Contizued on page 8)
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AVING already shown that meither Marx

nor the Socialist Party of Canada ever

stated or inferred that all soeial reforms
were neeessarily inimical to social progress, 1 will
now try to elacidate the position of the revolution-
ist in the modern working elass movement.

On this continent we have a population of ap-
proximately one hundred and thirty-five millions of
people. These are divided up into several national
groups which, to a certain extent, compete with each
other. But, taken on the whole, we are eonfronted
with the fact that regardless of national boundaries
praectieally all of them obtain a living in the same
manner. From the owners’ *standpoint, too, it can
easily be shown that the house of Morgan, and simil-
ar coneerns, are interested in the exploitation of
Canadian and Mexican resources and workers just
as mueh as those of the United States

While no seetion of the world has witnessed such
a-rapid development of industry, commerce and
finanee during the past quarter of a eemtury as this
continent, yet.it eannot be said with any degree of
acmncy‘ that the intelleetual development of the
masses has kept pace with the strides made in the
field of produetion and exchange.

If we were to add up the total membership of
those rpoliu'cal and industrial organisations which
claim adherence to the revolutionary faith we would
have an aggregate of less than fifty thousand mem-
bers. Evenin arriving at this conclusion we would
have to aecept each group’s estimate of its own
numerieal strength.

This showing is in all conscience weak enough
even eould we grant that all of these were Marxian
students, possessing a fair working knowledge of
socia]l forees, and being imbued with a desire to
accomplish a profound social change. Yet the facts
of the case are that the great majority of even this
limited number are merely discontented workers
who feel the prémre of the system, but who eannot
analyse or explain the cause of soeial conditions.
Only a very small fraction of this total represents
the element which has given serious consideration
to working class problems.

So far as a revolutionary movement is coneerned
there is no sueh entity on this conmtinent today.
True, there is lots of life and activity and social pro-
gress, but even our philosophieal aerobats, in all
their versatile eontortions, eannot eonjhre forth
anything that eould be termed a movement of the
working class marching in lbe\genenl direetion of
their own emancipation.

he S

By J. A. MeDONALD.

There are ample factors to aeceunt for thc pre-
vailing lethargy, but the enumeration of such would
be outside the scope of this article. Enough, for the

present, to realize that such is the case. In view of
this sitmation, we can state without fear of success-
ful eontradietion, that the conseious endeavor to dis-
possess the ruling elass and introduee a social form

where production will be carried on for use is con-
fined to.those groups that are éngaged in educat
al work.

There may be strikes and rebellions, and politi-
cal eleetions resulting in apparent vietory, huv rh?
revolutionary import of such masg outbreaks is not
sufficient to stimulate any great enthusiasm until
a proper concept of the struggle obtains. Back in
1911, the Social-Demoerats of Germany registered
more than four millions of votes in a national clee-
tion, but there is new no neeessity in eonsuming
space to relate what happened when the world war
broke out. In the presidental election of four ycars
ago, here in the United States, more than a million
voters staggered blindly . to the sapport of the
Soclalist and Farmer-Labor parties, ‘but in the pre-
sent campaign even the leaders of ‘these ‘‘revolu-
tionary’’ groups are found in the petit bourgcois
camp of Lafollette.

The strength of an orgamsatlon can be judged
fairly well by the number of propagandists it pos-
sesses. If the party is strong and flourishing it is
only because of the fact that it has a considerable
number of mémbers equipped with the necessary
knowledge, and that these members are losing no
opportunity of presenting their ease. Stagnation
and deeay reflect a loss of those who previously car-
ried on the revolutionary activities.

The extension of study classes is the erying need
of today. We must provide the masses with the
intellectual armor and weapons neecessitated by the
nature of the class struggle. In this respeet no or-
ganisation on the eontinent has functioned better
than the S. P. of C. in times past. | remember a
few years age here in 'Friseo there were four classes
conducted simultaneously by as many organisations,
and every one of the instructors were ex-members of
the S. P. of C.

This does not imply that even this Party always
took advantage of the opportunities offered. In
my estimation too much stress was laid on econ-
omies at the expense of the class struggle. It has
often appeared to me that teaching eeonomies in
Vancouver was a form of recreation. It was a
more congenial hobby than gathering stamps or

ion-

raising pigeons. This estimate, if correet, would
count for the faet that so many ex-members, affe
getting the rudiments of an economic educstion
drift into the role of Marxian Monks They refrain’
from any partieipation in educational work. - :

A knowledge of the class struggle, and the ma-
terialist eoneeption of history is just as essential to
working class progress as to be able to grasp the
fine points of the law of value, and the theory of -
surplus value. Lacking these fundnmentﬂl. we yre °
likely to discover fairly well versed economists
voeating an excursion into the broader field of- hbu'
polities.

As to the benefits aecruing from such an i

tion, frankly, I ean see none. Labor parties, in
countries, have sueeeeded in routing their opponalh
and forming governments of their own politieal -
lecanings but tigese have not been conducive to re-
volutionary progress. The various states of Aus- 3
tralia have eleeted Labor Governments many times s
since the beginning of the present eentury. In tlnou
parties were also to be found individuals montk
ing phrases from Marx and Lngelx But what haw
been aceomplished from a workmg class stand-3
point ¥ ;
The same poverty and degradation is apparent
there as here. A Labor Government passed a War
Precaution Aect in which free speeeh and free press -
were ruthlessly suppressed. Striking workers are
shot down by labor troops when they dsre to at-
tempt a betterment of conditions. Unemployed
masses are clubbed by labor police for the erime of
holding protest meetings on the public streets. A
Labor Premier asks for votes because his goverm- _
solid bulwark against re-

ment presents ‘‘a safe,

volution.”’

These are the results of experience and even the
few who are able to quote Value, Price and Profit-
are swallowed up in the maelstrom of reactiomn .
Nothing is gained but mueh ecan be lost. It is not a *
question of what the world may do to us so mueh as -
what we.can do to the world that matters now. How -
can we obtain the best results from vur efforts. b

It is still my contention that we ean do most by.
confining our labors to the edueational field for the
present. We can easily find means to secure the at- -
tention of sufficient workers to make our endeavors
pay. We ean present our philosophy in the serenity
of the class room to far greater advantage than aim-
lessly wandering in wider fields. The present is ours
to utilise, the future will take care of itself

Interpreting the Marxian Position |

.

sion, and as an old-timer I feel very much

THE pol'icy of the Party is now under.discus-
The articles by

interested in thre matter.

““C’’ do not ring true; they echo with the clap-trap g

of epmpromise. A party, like an individual, has its
own particular psychology and the 8. P: of C. has
its own particular characteristies that distinguish it
from other organisations. In the days of our youth
we went forth seeking battle with _everything and
everybody that sanetioned the eontinuance of-the
present system. We hated reformers whole hearted-
ly and mopped them up gleefully. They were so
afraid of us that they bolted the doors and gudrd-

ed them with the police to prevent us from getting

in every tjme they held a meeting. What glorious

days those were! And now “‘(7’ tells us we were

wrong. &hﬂ.tﬂm%nﬂmw

revising. 'Weaﬂmmw-gnuf

BY C. LESTOR.

give the Marxian position. I take the following
from the Encyclopedia Britannica, as I think it fits
the ease exactly.
nutvwkoflmmbedewﬂbe‘unu-
position-and eriticlem?of Capitsl But it is indireetly an
exposition bf Socialism, inasmuch as the historieal
evolution of Capital is governed by natural laws, the in-
evitable tendency of which is towards Socialism It is
the great aim of Marx to reveal the law of the ecopomic
movement of modern times. Now the economic move
ment of modern times is dominated by Capital Explaia,
therefore, the natural history of Capital, the rise, con-
solidation, and decline of its supremacy as an evolutiomary
mmmmmmaumw
it is being transformed—Socialism.
'B..thonﬂhlkdmlmuhdhmh

M.mwummuum .

-w-a-ud social m after -the
mdmmm—bwuﬂn&
ating messures the Wretchedness of our present system,

_ﬂi\ch“ﬂ-ﬂmymm&“v

-

“%

evolution, 50 that the domination of Capital may
course and give place to the higher system that y
come.” 4 5.

The policy and tactics of the Party in the old .
days were in line with this interpretation of Marz: =
ism. 2 _ =

Dges the Encyelopedia interpret Marx correetly® -
“C”* says that we took in the old days an amti-ve- =
form sttitude. ﬂhneomhtwenemm'
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ﬂ 6 denly, blind and fatal as the avalanche.”

_# fdrees working to bring it about are

- ’ appears quickly and vividly.

% Page Seven.

"Mﬂdwpﬂhnﬁhew to the lme We
didnoregood'ﬁﬁmthmwenre doing now.
It may be m&m the general level of intel-
“Yigence in the labor movement has been raised as a
result of our efforts and in consequence labor parties
are coming - nearer to us. What we have to do
is to go on with our work in our own way.

The fault with ‘“C’’ is that he searches Marx to
find things to fit into the particular theory that he
desires to formulate and promote. He ignores every-
thing that does not support his own point of view.
- A -writer of this description may help the move-
‘ment nnconseiously but the object of his artieles is

- to satisfy his own ego and to put something aeross.
He has not yet proved that the cataclysmie theory
is wrong. The earthquake comes suddenly; the

unseen and

_often unknown, but the result of their operations

The birth of the
baby is a suden culmination of what has been here-
tofore a slow process. The chicken appears from the
egg alive and joyous, not slowly and piecemeal, but
all at once. The French Revolution, the Russian
Revolution, in fact all great changes come with
spectacular rapidity whether preparations are made
for them or no. The Social Revolution ean be po
exception. Under the system supply, in spite of
monopoly, still has to anticipate demand and the
future eannot be accurately foreeasted and antiei-
pated. Every individual puts certain causes into
operation every day of his life. There is a general
result of the sam total of the causes and effects
that eannot be ganged beforehand. The economic
factor is, however, the factor that determines. We
havé to deal with what comes and base our actions
upon a study of the economie development. Capi-
talism contains within it a contradiction that will
destroy it. We build upon that. ‘‘The forces of social
production are in revolt against the anarchy that
exists in exchange.”” The powers of production are
inereasing. The system is now cramping the econ-
omic development in every part of the world. The
productive forces are struggling for free operation.
In order to maintain the profit system the capitalist
elass are driven into such a position that they hold
back the economic development and hinder the free
play of the productive forees. The struggle beeomes
fiercer as the barrier raised against the inevitgble
beecomes higher. We find that we move more
quickly now than at any period in the world’s his-
tory. We travel further in a year now than we did
in ten before the war. Events of great import come
upon us thick and fast. The war, the revolutions
and econflicts following the war, the Conferences in
Europe and elsewhere, the Fascisti, the Dawes plan,
ike Chinese little squabble and a hundred and one
things are indieations of the economic undercurrents
that are at work. How much longer will the barrier
hold? A little temporary relief may be obtained by
another war over the markets of China and the

" trade of the Pacific, but a complete breakdown, sud-
den and terrible is inevitable. This is my personal

- view of the matter. ‘‘Oh Revoluton, thou awaitst
not the well-timed day and hour, thou comest sud-
sult of our efforts and in consequence labor parties

Many
hold that the transition period would be less violent
and protracted than any other that had preceded
it. The world is moving like a movie film and as the
cpuntries are inter-related we may expect them te
be -engulfed all together in the throes of an econ-
omic crisis, an economic crisis from which there is
no outlet within the confines of Capitalism. The

"~ problem is solved according to Engels by the pro-

Mdmcthpnbﬂcpom,mdbymum of

- .&‘ ransf the socialized means of ‘produection

(now dlipping from the, hands of the bourgeoisie),

. bpeamse-they egnnot he any longer profitably op-

rzated, into pilh property. Note that Engels does

,ldqgmhtnuddmuimre _otthe

3 ofamnﬂqt%eophnt M&m\{heted-
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and thus the ‘ery nature of this set, to impart to the now
oppressed proletarian class a full knowledge of the con-
ditions and of the meaning of the momentous act it is
called upon to accomplish, this is the task of the theore
tical expression of the proletarian movement, Scientific
Socialism.”

This is the task of the Socialist Party of Canada

Let those who are after a cheap trip tieket to
parliamentary honors form Labor Partieg and chase
the illusions of reform, the S. P. of C. must be true
to itself.

““The proletariat cannot raise itself without the
whole of soeiety being sprung into the air.”’

My experience in Britain caused me to respect
the Soeialist Party of Canada and its platform more
than I had ever done before. What we want is

comrades who are worthy of the organization to
which we have the honor to belong. All our troubles
have been caused by individuals coming amongst us
and trying in various insidious ways to undermine
the foundation upon which we stand

The policy of the paper, that is the articles that
appear §n the paper, should be written with the
idea of advancing the interests of the Party, not re-
tarding them. It would do some of the comrades
good to travel a little more. The world moves, but

many individuals do not realise the change that is®

taking plaee in the minds of the slaves. There is a
demand for and an appreeciation of the propaganda
of the Socialist Party of Canada,—old style. The
(larion is not appreciated to the extent it should be,
but if it contained less of the piffle of ‘““C’’ and more
of the straight issue it would supply better the de-
mand of the groping slave for light

Note: Marx’s view was that as this revelution
was the expropriation of the few by the many it
would be 8 rapid one, more rapid than any of its
predecessors, owing to the fact that they had been
expropriators of the many by the few. Marx may

be mistaken, and so may “‘C’’, and so may we allLl.

PROFESSIONALIZING THE FIELD OF
EDUCATION
i (Continued from page 4)
edueational eonference: ‘“‘It has always been our
conviction that the labour mevement stands con-
sciously for the reconstruction of society. It strives

towards a new life. It dreams of a new world where

economic and social justice will prevail, where the
welfare of mankind will be the aim of all activity,
where a stprdy love and fellowship ecapable of en-
during daily wear and tear will replace competi-
tive greed, distrust, and selfishness. To attain this
cnd, it is necessary rot only to accumulate know-
ledge, but to ’develop a social conscience. With this
end in view we set out to organize our educational
work.’’ and with comparatively great ease, we might
add, they can do so, being supported by a labour
union; but let the pedagogical employees of a gov-
ernment, the factors of which are, for the most part,
satellites of the big financial interests, dare to try
to develop a social conscience that is not in every
way compatible with the continued acquisition of
profits, and they will soon discover that money man-
ipnlators hold the star parts on the world’s stage
today, and that under the circumstances teachers
cannot be permitted to take the lead in organizing
eduecation other than on a basis compatible with the
further development of our present system of human
exploitation.

Such reactionary organization could easily be
arranged amidst all the appearances-of perfect free-
dom simply by choosing from edueational eircles
leaders whose ideals were compatible with such am-

. 'bitions as characterize the leaders of imperialigm.

Let the average teacher, however, receive that
““intensive training in scientific education’’ which
would, of course, involve a knowledge of the econ-
omie foundations of social institutions, and he, in-
spired by a life-long training that tends to make
huhmidadilt,wonldrcvolt at those degrading
exigencies that would tend to dommercialize his in-
telleet, and debage his personality with the instinets

Vi x i

ueation eannot evolve as it should until the prodig-
ious barriers to its progress are removed—those bar-
riers involved in the neeessity of squandering bil-
lions of dollars, and the lives of millions of human
beings in bellicose-aetivities ineidental to war and
defence; in chauvinistiec patriotism; in misleading
propaganda; in faet in all the disheartening effeets
that are incidental to a moribund eapitalism.

When the time comes—and it is fast approach-
ing, that the nations will demand real infermation
concerning the economie eauses of their troubles the
intensive seientifie training of as many teachers as

possible would be a wonderful asset to humanity:
and in the meantime it only remains for such
as manage to acquire the ‘‘intensive training’’
to follow the dictates of truth and honesty, by
““proving all things and holding fast to (and after-

wards disseminating) that whieh is good.’”’

CLARION MAINTENANCE FUND.

J. Nelson, $1; Wm. Mitchell $3; P. Chadwick
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PLATFORM

Socialist Party of
Canada

We, the Socialist Party of Canada afirm our alleg-
fance to, and support of the principles and programme
of the revolutionary working class.

Labor, applied to natural resources, produces all
wealth. The present economic stystem is based upon .
capitalist ownership of the means of production, conse-
quently, all the products of labor belong to the capital-
ist class. The capitalist is, therefore, master; the
worker a slave.

So long as the capitalist class remains in possession
of the reins of government all the powers of the State
will be used to protect and defend its property rights in
th emeans of wealth production and its control of the
product of labor.

The capitalist system gives to the capitalist an ever
swelling stream of profits, and to the worker, an ever
increasing measure of misery and degradation.

The interest of the working class lies iff setting
ftself free from capitalist exploitation by the abolition
of the wage system, under which this exploitation, at
the point of production, is cloaked. To accomplish
this necessitates the transformation of capitalist pro-
perty in the means of wealth production into socially
controlled economic fgrces:

The irrepressible conflict of interest between the
capitalist and the worker necessarily expresses itself
as a struggle for political supremacy. This is the
Class Struggle.

Therefore we call upon all workers to organise wm- .
der the banner of the Socialist Party of Canada, with
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MARX IN SOCIAL THEORY.

powers over dark forces greater than our OwWn, per-
sists perhaps as such a projection by those who feel
a need for such proteetion in a life in which our'held
of things is but a sliding one.

In eonnection With the science of the classieal
economists it is well to make another note ag to
their point of view. That school was oceupied with
examining the economic phenomena of their time,
uf their ‘‘historieal present.”’ As it is covention-
ally dated, the Industrial Revolution took effect
within Adam Smith’s active lifetime. and some of its
more significant beginnings passed immediately an-
der his eyes. Yet the Industrial Revolution does
not lie within Adam Smith’s **historical present.”’
The new order of machin production was coming
in, but handicraft was still pervasive and factory
production and business enterprises in the bulk were
also on a comparatively small-scale plan. The newer
facts of econemie life could not then be appraised at
their proper significance as a later examination in
the light of after events was able to do According-
ly Adam Smith’s examination of his ** historieal pre-
sent’ ’wa\ actually an examination of the recent past,
more so also, by token, that the theorizing upon his

“historical present’’ was conducted with the habits
of thought, preconceptions and standards formed in
the reeent past

Let us look at this carly modern scienee with
Veblen again:

“Along with the habits of thought peculiar to the teech-
nology of handicraft, modern science also took over and
assimilated much of° the institutional preconceptions—~of
the era of handicraft and petty trade. Thne ‘natural ixws’
with the formation of which this early modern science is
occupied are the rules governing natural ‘aniformities of
sequence’; and they punctiliously formulate the due pro-
cedure of any given cause creatively working out the
achievement of a given effect, very much as the craft rules
sagaciously specified the due routine for turning out a
staple arti¢le of mnrchantablp goods. But these ‘natural
laws’ of science are also felt to have something of that
integrity and prescriptive moral force that belongs to the
principles of the system of ‘natural rights’ which the era
of handicraft has contributed to‘the institwtional scheme
of later times. The natural laws were not valy heid to be
true to fact, but were also felt to be right and good. They
were looked upon as intrinsically meritorious.and bene-
ficient, and were held to carry a sanction of their own. This
habit of uncritically inputing linerit and equity to the ‘nat
ural laws’ of science continued in force through mach of
the nineteenth century; very much as the habi ac
ceptance of the principles of ‘natural rights has held on
by force of tradition long after the exigencies of expre-
ience out of which these ‘rights’ sprang ceased to shape
men's habits of life. This traditional attitude of submis-
sive approval toward the ‘natural laws’ of science has not
yet been wholly lost, even among the scientists of the pass
ing generation, many of whom have uncritically imvested
these laws with a rectitude and excellence; but so far, at
least, has this animus progressed towards disuse that it is
now chiefly a matter for expiation in the pulpit, the ac
credited vent for the exudation of effete matter from the
cultural organism.”

Are my ecrities also in that company? Still even

at that, says Veblen elsewhere, those preconeeptions
resemble the latér assumptions of eeonomie theory,
that what is ‘““normal” is also right.
. Here, at this point I have done with the classical
school and the question now is: What did Marx
draw from that school in respect of preconéeptions
and_p stulates-that influenced him in his theoretieal
work ?

For one thing his materialistic—Hegelian pre-
coneeption of a self-realizing developmental trend in
the process of things towards a goal found some-
thing of a like nature in the preconception of the
classical school of a ‘‘benign order of nature and a
meliorative trend’’ in events,

Seeondly, the Marxian doctrine of the natural
right of the laborer to the full product of his toil.
belongs to the system of natural rights.

Third, the Marxian elass-struggle proceeds on
the lines of the hedonist ealculus: self-interest as the
metive governing individual eonduet in the atilitar-
ian theory appears in Marx’s eoncept of the clads-
struggle as class interest; the struggle is a eonfliet
of elasses over the material means of life and is
wagedbytheeonwndmgelmwiﬁaeom
ness of the meompahble economic mtereuﬁ of one

class with the ‘otler.
from taking :b&bt of
interests of tbe

Here ends 1‘.&7’;1-' of thn review of mm&n

th ory concerned with .- two main intelectual and
loctrinal schools of th. . cht in- Soeial theory, Ger-
an Hegelianism and t}. English Utilitarians, whieh
nfluenced Marx during e formative years of youth
I the later years of hi- creative work-in eeonomic
nd political theory. Nc:1t issue, the Marxian theory
story, partfenlarly that phase of it touching
struggles. Moo S

ANOTHER SLANT ON NEO-MARXISM.

(Continued from page 5
group to buy re of us.”
oo

Business as

his will be enough

to eneroach on “* ed interests’’ as regards

Next time T sha!l deal with the revalution-
vth in Marxism P’ C

the present, as I do not

THE BRITISH ELECTIONS
t more aceurate study of the strange results
the ambiguity of the Liberal attitude has
about, we must await the full returns. For
vn part we shall be ¢uided rather by the- total

te, than by the ehancc distribution of seats. The ~

measure of our sueeess or disappointment Will be the
number of ne wadherents whom we have attraeted

» our ranks threughout the country. We have some
losses to deplore whfeh will be felt in the House.
Miss -Bondfield has paid heavily for her absenee in
(‘anada; in Brédford th. swinginig of the Liberal
vote to the Tory side h:s defeated Mr. Leach, and
deprived us of the ripe wisdom and serene courage
of Fred Jowett; in London we have to regret espec-
ially the defeat of Herbeit Morrison, and the failure
of Ernest Hunter after a 110st encouraging fight. Dr.
Salter, on the other hand. returns, and Mr.. Dalton
will bring a welcome reinforecement w our debating
strength. Mr. Lees-Smith has been sodly missed in
the House. and his return is most welesme, as is also
the suceess-of Miss Ellen Wilkinson and Ben Riley.
Mr. Mosley has failed by the narrowest margin in his
gallant effort. but among the new facts of this elec-
tion is the certainty that Birmingham can be won for
Laber. -

Only when we have before us the final figures of
the total vote which each Party has polled, ean we
answer decidedly the question whether Labour has
in a measure succeeded dn realizing the objeets which
Mr. MacDonald had in view when he took office.
Has there been a_gain in eonfidenee and in prestige?
It is probable that the result would have been much
more favourable if the eléction had eome in August.
We have undoubtedly paid heavily for the unlueky
handling of the Campbell affair and the Zinovieff
letter. We contrived to give the impression of a lack
of candour. Our explanations came tardily, and
when they came, they failed to remove the suspicion
that something disereditable was being eoncealed.
As we look back cn these erowded weeks, the doubt
inereases whether we did wisely to refuse an in-
quiry into the Campbell affair. There was no truth
whatever in the suspicien which our opponents fos-
tered, that ‘‘extremists’® were dominating the Gov-
crnment. The plain faet is that it would be diffi-
cult to name a single Member in our Party who
would have approved a prosecution in the Campbell
case. The Party was equally solid in its support of
the Russizn Treaty, and all of us would have regard-
ed the failure to complete it as a disaster. When th®
heat and weariness of this struggle have passed we
shall have to review ‘at leisure the record of these
nine months. but our tests will not be those which
our opponents use. The shortcomings which have
injured us were to our thmhng rather temperamen-
tal than intellectual. In abih‘ly and in devoted
work our Front Bench {bd not fall ahort. Its lead-
ership, however, too offen Jaeked bmkm in the
House. It was too ready to treat questions
as insults-. It thought toooften-in wo{“m1
acies and plots, aiid gave unduc weight io
eenng heha It mﬁrm wtﬁ&e lpt"

~

him a siperb Sard lwhk'orkiorm q)d_ro—' :

storation ‘af Enrope When themh&ﬂd

i this elethon have faded, hundreds of tllo, i

these whao voted against him will regret his de- "
rture from the Foreign Office. The greater gain -
that the working masses, at all events in the ’
wded industrial -eentres, have won for the lm
tinc a new sense of their own power, a8 néw behef
in their eapacity to govern, and a new resolve fo
shape our soeial structure according to thelr dwn
ideals Confidence we have indeed won, not;” per.
haps. among the hesitating voters of the |
class; we have won it where above all we valui itf
among the workers. It has come to us in spite

the handieap of our impo enee in the House: it wilk:

¢row with our own fidelity to our Soeialist créed:

The years of opposition which lie before us must be.
vears of eonstrnuective and educational work.  The *

tactics of a minority, balanced uneasily between two
rival parties, need trouble us no longer” Our single
aim must now be to attain at the next eleetion a.
majority for a Socialist programme. We mupst car-
ry our message week by week with unflagging will
into the villages of rural England. We must help .
the town workers, who are with us already in sym-

pathy, to understand what Socialism means in mor-
als and in economies.. So far from cnmpmn}mng or
trinming, we have to restate Socialism in its most
challenging and -comprehensive form.  We have
lost office. "We have gaimed the right to be our-
selves—The New Leader.
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