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S/hould Workers Think ?

EVERAL Clarion references having from time
,S to time been made to the subjeet of univer-
sity-grade wgrking class edueation, the above

title suggests itself. What the answer ghall be de-
pends mainly on how the respondent gets a living;
for, in our Capitalist society, or in any master and
“subjeet elass society in which it does' not pay the
tyrants: and exploiters to have the underlings any
wiser than the former adjudge to be healthful for
their continned dominanece, thought is a erime to be
diseouraged or rigorously suppressed. ‘‘Yomd’
Cassins ‘has a lean and hungry look;’’ says Julius
Caesar in the play, He thinks t0o much : such men
m &mm 1 2]

jﬁtmﬁu@ abott the-snbject to enable
one to wdrk somteone or other by monkeying with
their internal maehinery of consciousness. Even in
our sehoals it would seem that instruction in truly
practieal reasoning is carefully avoided. Certainly
the scholars are encouraged to debate with one an-
other—too éften on very silly subjects—but none
having any logical knowledge, such debates amount
tu- little more -than glorified rag-chewing matches.
As Jevons says, school children are exercised in al-
gebra, geometry (or trigonometry) problems they
will never employ in after life; and yet through
total jgnorance of logic—one of the simplest of the
exact aciences—they know nothing of those elemen-
tary principles-and forms of reasoning which enter
: into the thoughts of every hour.

- However, logic cannet save one from foolishness,

. fordt is a tool, a weapon or exercise to be employed
. by. those ‘willing and courageous: enough to use it
eficiently and even then—*‘to err is human!”’ Prac-
: paafessors -whom Marx and Engels
: . were_ acquainted with lpgic; and as
¥ ssaya : abodt - naturally dull-gdmd\mimta.
they-enter colieges-like stirks and ecome out asses;
pnd ‘that philsophers after mauling much Greek
Mi&mﬁw jardon" fight, tee at last
-totumtoeommon—.ememdlppedto

: 1 Wwebyers see and
: more neces-

lochg%m nhﬁa eontempt and
on whl&ﬁmonly revivedamnd 1827

Mﬂmmt {which, as it s bailt
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a calmness impossible to any other nation.

In later times the frivelous origin of logic was
fully exhibited and maintained by the meonkish
schoolmen who had not only ample opportunity and
leisure'to erect those beautiful edifices s0 mueh ad-
mired by Wm. - Morris but also amused themselves
therein by disputations on such trivial sabjects as:
can- a:prostitue again beeome a virgin through the
divine ommipetence; and, does the mouse that eats
the comseerated host, eat the body of the Lord?

Logic is-useful for two main purposes: the first, by
deduction (meaning leading down) being to ensure
congistency and agreement in our statements: the
seco! , as induetion (leading in) is a means
_of and pmvingiﬁndﬁc truths. Down the

wlgg&th rule for thnkm developed as followu in

with one anothgr: in the middle ages, be
sreful, if you don’t want your tongue
: elf afterwards burned at the stake,
bk ym tﬁonghu inte Barmony with religious
hotity ‘and dogma : in- ‘modern tlnes the demand
UMW% egroement with facts
—s0 ﬁnj*u you
What Aristotle prided himself on, as his ehief in-.
vention in the argument game, was what is called the
SyMlogism. This is a form into which all sound
reasonjng must be eapable of being shown, and it is
necessary (this is not written for, but by leave of,
experts!) to put those workers ‘“wise’’ to it, who
don’t knew the nature of the beast.

As Locke points out, our knowledge is gained
through three factors: first, by experience; then, by
some or all of our five senses acting on what we ex-
perience ; thirdly, by the mind putting together and
summing up what the other two factors have pro-
vided it with. These steps involve simple apprchen-
sion; then by joining together the facts we get a
Judgment about them; lastly, by ecomparing two
judgments (or ‘‘propositions’’) together to see if
they agree or do not agree with one another, and
stating the result in a third proposition or judg-
ment called the conclusion, we complete the act
known as reasoning.

Let us take an example. In younthful days, we
experience certain small copper coins, and also a
certain smaller coin of white metal. We then get to
apprehend that each one of these copper coins is
called a eent; and that each one of the white metal
coins is called a dime. Next we join these ideas
(‘““terms’’ or ends) together and get this: ten cop-
per cents is the amount of one dime. Next having
painfully . gathered together, one aftér another, ten
whole -eopper coins, we then pronounce them to be
really, truly and actually the full ten cents in num-
her. ‘We therefore argue that these—our ten_eopper
coins—is the amount of ene dime. That is the end
of one argument; and as it will be used to build up
another, it is called a ‘‘pro (fur)—ql{pghn” We
next ;pprehend that a dime is the entrance price to
a_maovie matinee show. - Wepinthiamdgmmtto
another jndgmient that the copper coins we possess
ﬁmmmdmdhe. “Wé then resch the

on(fgpfhlut corns.

_'ludh&at, mphmhomwgmh 2

and the logic that deals with it is ealled Formal
Logie, because the conclusions follow from the mere
form that the ideas appear in. For example, lump
the idea together and call ‘‘ten copper cents’”” Y ; do
the same with the idea ‘‘the amount of one dime’’
and call it X; next ecall the idea ‘‘these our ten cop
per coins’’ Z; and you may finally show the first

argument above by the following form, the joining
word ‘“i8’’ being called the *

Yis X

Zis Y

therefore

Zis X s
The soundness of the argument being based on the .
geometrical truth that if two things are each equal
to the same third thing, then the two are equal to
cach other. In the above Z is equal to Y, and X is
also equal to Y, and s0' Z and X are equal to eath
other; just-as a carpenter might take a pieee of pine
plank to a fixed measure and find it was 4 feet long,
and then earry a bit of spruce plank to the saine
megsure and find the spruce also was 4 fect long. He
would t.hen know . that the pi -the spruce .
phikx are eqna] in length to cach ther

Onee you ecan be persuaded to admit that the
first two statements of a syllogism are true, then you
are also bound to admit that the third statement is
true; because the third must follow from the other
two. Each of the first two statements is called a
(or premise) and the third is called the
eonclusion. Now suppose we make the letter Y
stand for ‘““all birds,”’ the X for ‘““fly’’ and the Z
for elephants and imagine that by some slick psy-
chology business trick I can get you to admit that
an elephant is a bird. Then you would have to ad-
mit that Z is X, that is, that all elephants fly; All
clephants are birds; therefore, all elephants fly.
Silly, you say? Sure! But the above is a purposely
exaggerated example. Yet, in forms mueh more
difficulty to detect, it is a common trick played hun-
dreds of times upon the workers by labor fakirs,
capitalists, and their K.C.’s and politicians, and by
Preternatural Bible stupifiers, etg., ete.; so get wise
to it! It might be mentioned that Aritotle’s system
of syllogism may be in all legitimately tortured into
nineteen different forms—go to it!

Now though J. S. Mill to start with had a high
opinion of the formal syllogism, in his later master
work on logie, he relegates it to a very inferior pos-
ition indeed, because he did not eonsider it a
scientific instrument. However, as all spoken and
literary thought and argument is based upon the
syllogism, it wonld be foolish to underrate its value,
because it brings out many a startling trauth un-
dreamed of by readers or hearer. For <nstanee, in
the days of the belief in the Divine Right of Kings,
the simple proposition sounds harmless that all
human beings are animals; and it might even be al-
lowable to say that King John, Henry or George, as
the case might be, is a human being. But Lord help
you if you made the public grasp the valid eonelu-
monﬂowmgfmmyonrm'emmthnxinghhn.
Henry or George is an animal, for that weuld lnve
shot the Divine Right idea all to pieces. ;

JHere’s. another case. -Robert Bums, while he
mm.,in the. ‘luxury of a séventy pound

copula’’

‘*premiss’’
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Page Two.

Jurisprudenee anc

T the present time, now that the administra-
A tion of justice in the Russian Federal So-
cialist Soviet Republic is not only determin-
ed by separate decrees issued by the All-Russian
Central Executive Committee and by the Couneil of
Peoples Commissars, but also by codes of law, as
for instance the eode of eriminal law, the code of
civil law, the code of land laws, the labor code, ete.,
is 1s of essential importance that every worker and
every peasant should elearly understand the funda-
mentals of our Soviet law and its difference from
the law of contemporary bourgeois states.

It would be a mistake to suppose that the ilussian
workers’ and peasants’ government ever held it to
be possible, even immediately after the great Oeto-
ber Revolution, for state and eeconomic life to be
normally developed otherwise than with the aid of
legality, that 1 s,with the aid of the organized in-
tervention of legal justice in the life of the country.
During the first eritical moments of the revolution
the immediate application of armed might was nat-
tirally the sole eriterion of right. Might was right.
But as soon as social relations began to settle down,
the new society arising out of the revolution began
to feel the need of stability and security. Stability
and security can however only be impaired to a so-
ciety reeognizing a eertain law of justice as an es-
tablished forece.

As a social revolution, the October Revolution
cut deeply into all the economic relations which had
existed under the Tsar’s regime and under the pro-

-visional government, and as all jurisprudenee is in-

evitably a mirror of social and economic reciprocal
relations, the eollapse of such relations invelves the
simultaneous collapse of the old law, so that in Oc-
tober 1917 there ceased to be a’ justice to administer.

It was unavoidable that the revolution.should
bring new economic relations with it, and eonse-
quently the need of new legislation without which it
would not have been possible to establish the revolu-
tionary cause on a firm footing. The Oectober Revol-
ution, as a proletarian revolution, had to form and
establish a system of legal justice diametrically op-
posed to that hitherto existing, and it is thus not
surprising that its first task was to destroy the
whole existing legislation, for this was built up on
the principle of defending the interests of the large
landowners and capitalists. The whole of the old
courts of Justice, beginning with the loeal eourts of
the justices of the peaee and going up to the govern-
ing senate, were abolished, and the whole of the 16
books of eomnsolidated laws of the former Russian
FEmpire were scrapped.

It was necessary to approach the question of a
legislative regulation of the new social relations now
replacing the former social system. It will only be
possible to maintain a state of human society with-
out laws when the proletariat has been able to fol-
low its class vietory with the abolitiom of the old
produetive relations, and has simultaneously abol-
iched the eonditions giving rise tc classes, so that
classes and elass rule cease to exist. These condi-
tions will eome to pass under socialism, when the
harmonious eommon life of humanity will no longer
be based on social compulsion and social necessity, a
state of affairs premising all law-making, but in a
harmony based on complete social freedom. |

For eight decades the working people of the
whole world have been fighting under this banner
of a free harmonious socialist society. Beneath this
banner the heroes of the Paris Commune died a glor-
icus death. Beneath this banner the Russian pro-
letariat eonsummated the great October Revolution,
whose vietory opened out the path to communism.
But every worker knows that we are divided from
egmmunism by the transition period of politieal die-
tatorship of the proletariat, and that this inwolves

BY J. BRANDENBURGSKY (Moscow).

economic relations of the most complicated nature.
The classes still exist; society with a definite econ-
omic structure still exists; and conseqgently the
state power imevitably bound to exist gnder such
conditions must be #idapted to the econemic organi-
zation of this society.

When the workers and peasants seized power in
Russia, they were obliged to take up the organiza-
tion of their state apparatus, and the judieial strue-
ture of the new state, immediately and without the
loss of an instant. And indeed, who is not aware
that those forms of administrative justiee and peo-
ple’s courts, now so popular among the broadest
masses of the working and peasant population, were
already proelaimed in the year 1918%

The VI All Russian Congress of the Soviets un-
animously passed a resolution relating to exaet de-
finition of the law. The idea of a uniform people’s
cogurt of justice also made its appearance, and was
carried out, in the year 1918. It weuld be of no pur-
pose to explain here the reasons which have prevent-
ed us, for more than three years, from systematizing
otir jurisprudence and establishing our adminis-
tration of justiee on a firm footing.

The reasons are already too well known. We are
compelled to aeeept the challenge of the bourgeoisie.
The civil war foreed upon the victorious proletariat
cbliged us to devote our whole attention to organiz-
ing a powerful apparatus for earrying on the imme-
diate struggle against counter-revolation. All other
tasks, even that of legislatien, were pushed into the
background for the moment. It was not until the

victorious liquidation of the battle fronts, that we’

cculd return to the tasks which the young Soviet
republic had set intself in the year 1918. Our mili-
tary victory over the bourgeois world Which has ex-
erted itself to the utmost for three years, to destroy
the first socialist republie of the world, enabled us to
return with full energy to the work of creating a
code of administrative justice, and the IX. All Rus-
sian Congress of Soviets passed the word of revolu-
tionary legality.

Revolutionary legality has been directly called
into existence by the development of civil life arising
from the development of the new economije policy:
““The more we attain to conditions which are those
of the strong and firmly established power, the fur-
ther we proceed in the development of eivil life’—
these words are from comrade Lenin’s speech— “the
greater must be our emphasis on the proclamation
of the watchword of revolutionary legality.”’

The IX. All-Russian Congress of the Soviets
marks a turning point in our lives; but the-funda-
mental aims of revolutionary jurisprudence were es-
tablished long before Deeember 1921, when this con-
gress took place. What then, is the essential import
of all the decrees and deeisions of the All-Russian

Centre Exeeutive Committee and of the Couneil of

People’s Commissionaries, issued during the first 3
to 314 years of the existence of Soviet power? These
decrees and decisions eontain a rich store of material
in fundamental reyolutionary and socialist prineip-
les, and show a slow but persistent endéavour to
¢lear the way for socialism, te facilitate and shorten
the way. In the future our decrees will be studied
and placed in a system, and it will be surprising,
Low much that is essentially useful for the prolet-
ariat, and necessary for socialism, has been aceum-
ulated by the Soviet power within a comparatively
short space of time in thése separate decrees, al-
though these have not been issued in any conneetion,

and are frequently bare even of external ¢onneetion.

It was possible to eolleeta mamber ofdeeree‘mao a

code of laws long before the official proehnnthm ;

of legality. - Before the’ﬂrltmmvcr-ryofﬁn

Oetobcnevolntbnwewneodeofnnﬁin, :

ceutive Committee, and with it a code of Labor Leg-
islation. A further development of our legislation
did not then take place umtil 1921 and 1922, when
the further development of eivie life based on the
new economic policy began to be apparent in our

publie life, and called for greater legality on revolu-
tionary lines—as rightly characterized in our quota-
tion from comrade Lenin’s gpeech.

The need of a code of eriminal and civil law was

strongly, felt. Both have since appeared. What pe-
culiarity do they possess?! In what do they differ
from the corresponding -codes gf laws of bourgeois
countries?

A result of three years of civil war has been the
sirengthening of Sowviet Russia not only im its ex-
ternal relations, but also within its own frontiers.
Conditions were created ensuring greater firmness
and seeurity of power, and the extraordinary fight-
ing against .counter-revolution began to play a eon-
siderably less important role than during the years
1918-1920. It became possible to leave the combat
against lawbreaking within the country with a calm
conscience, to the-normal administrators of jus-
tice, and small eoncessions to bourgeois ideology now
constituted no great danger. 3

The seeond circumstance which must be taken
into consideration is the nature of the new economie
policy, which has called private enterprise into
being, and has led to the ereation of new forms of
economic relations: to private trade and small priv-
ate industrial undertakings outside of state trade
and large state industrial undertakings.

These new economie relatiohs, with théir ‘conces-
sions to private capital’and to petty bourgeois ideo-
logy. emphatically demanded a new -legal super-
structure. From day to day it became more appar-
ent that it was necessary not pnly to regulate single
parts of the new organizations of national economy
by separate decrees, but also to create a. yore sys-
tematic and more firmly established superstructure
for eriminal and eivil law.

The Soviet power ereated its own definite, uni-
form, eentralized legislation, a mirror of our new
economic policy. If our new economics are wrongly
understood, it is inevitable that our justice will also
be misunderstood. The new economic policy does
not in the least represent even the slightest return
to former pre-revolutionary conditions. Neither
therefore does Our justice represent any restoration
of the past. But the new economic policy is the re-
birth of eapitalism in a limifed form, and this limit-
ed character of restored capitalism affects our law-
making Tn general, and our civil rights of property
in particular. (To be continued in next issge.)
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Page Three.

OMRADE"” G. R. Stirling Taylor, whose
article appeared on the front page of the
Clerion of last issue, presents to us in 2
most striking and vivid manner, a total ignorance of
his knowledge of ‘‘ The Importance of History.’’ " he
article in my estimation, should never have been
published in & paper such as the ‘“Clarion’’ which
is supposed to be a Socialist organ; anyway the ar-
ticle when examined thoroughly presents to us a
position directly opposed to ‘‘Marxism’’ in general
and the radieal movement in particular.

I will endeavor, by extracts from his article, how
ever tiresome it may be, to show that he is devoid of
any understanding of history, as well as the labor
movement.

He tells us that, ““When the Labor (Government
took office a few weeks ago, there was a triumphant
sutisfaction in the minds of its supporters, that at
last they had ceased to be a backwater and (mind
you), were now flowing in the main river of history.”’

Now I want to ask the Clarion readers, or any

. self-respecting man, if they ean in the whole history

of the British Labor movement show-one instance
where the B. L. P. has been anything else but a
bhackward movement. We will agree with our friend
that the Labor Party has written many pages to the
annals of history, but far be it from us to sanetion
the lessons they have acquired from history, let
alone the way in which they applied their experi-
¢nee to the labor movement. One can reeall, and it
was just recently, that the recognized leader of the
Labor Party, Ramsay Maecdonald, with his political
and economic adviser, Karl Kantsky and a gang
of lesser lights, were maneouvering with the peo-
ples of Georgia, to plaee them under the domina-
tions of British Imperialism, and after Ramsay's
and Karl’s endeavors arrived at maturity, what did
we Bee! A wholesale butehering of Georgian Com-
munists and imprisonment for those that dared to
asser} their higforical misgion. Also, sinee the Labor
Party has ecome to office, it has proved that it is a re-
actionary movement and demonstrated its ability to
manage the affairs of His Majesty’s Government
very effectively and very much to His Majesty’s as-
tonishment. It is apparent to ‘‘George’’ himself
that Ramsay is holding office by trying to please
both the Liberals and Tories.

Our learned ‘‘Comrade’’ goes on to say: ‘‘Those
political and economic and ethieal desires of man,
which all together make up the ereed, whieh the new
government represents, have been eontinually ex-
pressed in human affairs, since anything like civili-
zation began.’”’ All Clarion readers are pretty well
informed on British politics and I am sure will re-
jeet “‘our comrade’s’’ elucidation with disgust. We
all know that the labor party in obtaining office, had
many ‘‘socialist reform,’”’ measures to put through,
after the y took office, such as a Capital Levy,* and
freedom of the Indians, ete. Philip Snowden was
racing all over Britain telling the workers that the
cnly thing to save Britain from utter ruin was a
capital levy, and again when they took office we
never heard another wgrd from these gentlemen.

“Again our friend protrays his bourgeois ideology,
by tellilig us that ‘“The Labor Party philosphy is
on a higher plane than the Liberal philosophy.’’ We
members of the elass conscious proletariat know
that one could get all the implements of detection
from a miafoséope 1o 3 tel ,add wftpr m pare-
ful and patient setutiny he’ eonld not discoveér any
basic difference betwiien thesel4wo institutions, so
fax as the interests of the workihg class are con-
cerned. 2 4 :

T would err if T were ta say that the leaders of
the new government were.slone responsible for their
prénent bourgeois policy. Thege so ealled emanci-

- - - et :
(%) Editor's Note: It is Ihcorrest to say this. Whatever

‘ sibe the Labor Government. wag fgrmed, has been men-

= \

“tiohed often enoughand the Bature of thie Labor Party's

A Criticism

pators of labor mai{\tain their leadership generally
on account of the insufficient class conseiousness on
the part of the working class, but nevertheleéss that
will not prevent us from protraying the leaders of
the Labor Party in their true colors, as treacher
ous prostitutes.

Again he says, “‘In no way can the Labor Party
more easily prove jts superiority to its opponents in
the Houses of Parliament than by showing that it
knows the facts of the historical past, and further
that it respeets the laws of history as carefully as
4 scientist respeets the laws of evolution.’’
really know who our

I don’t
“friend’’ is but it is 2vident
that he has been reading Aesops Fables. all class
conseious workers are aware that the leaders of the
. L. P. possess a keen knowledge of histpry as well
as the labour movement, and anyone who POSSERSCS
the understanding of the labor movement as well as
Kamsay Maedonald does and pursues sueh political
cconomical policies as he does, only goes more to
substantiate what I said that he is a eonseious in
tellectual prostitute. It was only yesterday that
Ramsay was telling the English proletariat what
misery and degradalion was the lot of the working
class under capitalism, and the brutal and murder-
ous poliey of the British Foreign Office, and again
what did we see as soon as the new government took
cffice? The minister of Foreign Affairs informs the
lcaders of the Hindu emancipation movement. that
he “‘won’t tolerate any monkey business’’ and ap-
points Sir Sidney Oliver, (a died in the wool) im-
perialist, to look after the affairs and interests of
300,000,000 Hindus.

He says: ‘“Go through histnr;v and find the peo-
ple that did not bring themselves to ruin by empire
building. - “Why the editor of the Manchester
(iuardian would say. give him a job in the foreign
office.”” ““‘Our friend”’ inform the ruling
class that the ultimate and logieal outcome of Im-
perialism will result in a catastrophe, and perhaps
the Bourgeoise will take heed of his warning and
turn bagk the wheels of history

““Our Friend’’ evidently has it in his head that
England is going headlong into a

should

red revolution,

. and he wants to know what broker would place his

shares in Britain if the workers took political pow

.~r. He'says, “look at Russia and Germany."”’

Again he says, ‘‘There are many honorable men
who believe in Imperialism, men who frankly ad
mit when the facts are against them,”” (ean you
beat it?). If our ““friend’’ would cast his optic
nerves over the pages of Julius Caesar, by Shakes-
peare, and read Mark Anthony’s speech at the grave
of Caesar, he would find that Mark Anthony says of
Brutus and Cassuis and the rest of the conspirators,
that ‘“they are all honorable men.”” and so are the
British Imperialists all honorable men. pursuing a
policy of murder, plunder, and exploitation of its
subjected colonial peoples, but of course that is the
““white mans burden.’’ '

In conclusion I will take up one more question
He
““pours the full vials of his wrath’’ on the communist
movement. If ““our friend”’ wants to attack the
Communist he should at least aequaint himself with
the movement before he spdke®on the subject. We
Clarion readers are well aware of mistakes in the
communist movement, and they are going to con-
‘tinue making mistakes, and also the very condition
of their existence implies mistakes, owing to the
fact that the. Communist movement is confronted
with such enormous tasks, and also the eommunist
movement in the west is young and has only ac-
quired but very little experience, and those enthus-
iasts who only a short time ago were looking around
the corner for the revolution have seen their mis-
take and see that their foolish acts were immature.

Again Our Sherlock, ‘‘There are a certain group
_of sentimentalists,“usually covered by the term com-
munist,” preach inecoherent doetrines, which appar-
ently means that the quickest way to give the world
m,mdbgial.ovemnentilmmunuk
“noise and eonfusion as possible.” I am confident,

that our friend requires enlightenment upon.

after deliberating over this barag‘raph that ‘‘our
friend’” is in such a hopeless state of confusion that
he is unable to see “‘the forest for the trees.”’ OQOur
hero continues, “‘In general we are told by these ex-
citable ehildren that the only method of govern-
ment whieh has sveceeded in history is revolution,
or at least that we do not succeed in paking a bet-
ter world because we will not rise and walk about
under banmers and play at soldiers behind street
barricades.”’

I wonder if our friend in glancing through the
pages of history with which he is no doubt wéll ac-
quainted, ever heard of a change in government of

ne class by another without a revolution. I am
afraid that if our friend holds tenaciously to his
present outlook on history he will be picked up on
the other side of the barricad I think that the
founder of the first Communist International said,
that “*Revolutions are the locomotives of history.’
There are weird mental freaks who have gfth-
ered messages of hope from th present regimesin
Russia. (or I might say late). One would have
thought that a primary school boys knowledge of
history would have -made ectear that the Russian
revolution has almost followed the lines $f the early
Freneh revolution.”” Again he shows his appalling
ignorance of the subject he was trying to eonvey
to us. It is an known faet that the Russian revolu-
tion has passer through all the phases of both the
1789-1871 French revolutions and has gone a step
further in the evolution of soeciety

tention is without foundation

Our friend’s con-
The Russian revolu-
tion did not stop at a Bourgeois revolution but eon-
tinued until it culminated in a proletarian and peas-
ant dictatorship
So in summing up the eriticism of odr historieal
contortionists article we can arrive at the coneclu-
sion that our friend does not understand the Sbe-
1alist movement and his article is a ‘‘conglomeration
of confusion’. I will in a further artiele try and
eiaborate more extensively on the B. I. P. But I
am sure all Clarion readers will agree with our phil-
osopher ‘“that one fool ean ask more question than
ten wise men ean answer.’’
MALCOLM J. INGLIS.

PRIMEVAL PACIFISM.

BY H. J. MASSINGHAM
(Coneluded from last issue)

What Dr. Malinowski has entirely failed to do in
his reply to me is to draw the vital distinetion be-
tween savage eustom and savage instinet. This in-
validates his whole the savage habits
(which, without giving any data, he calls instinet)
deseribed by him ean be shown to have been intro-

dueed by foreigners with a highly cultivated ruling
class.

case, sinee

Dr. Malinowski accuses me of exaggeration. But
what can be more reckless than his statements that
anthropology gives no support to the assumption of
man’s primeval pacifiem, and that weapons of war
were abundant in prehistoric times?! In his whole
rticle he never so much as mentions the Veddas of
Ceylon, the Punan of Borneo, the Kubu of Sumatra,
the Semang, Sakai and Jakun of the Malay Penin-
sula, the Samoyedes and Ostiaks of Siberia, the
Apiute of Nevada and Utah, the Californian Indians,
the extinct Tasmanians, the Eskimo outside Alaska
and other tribes who have all been unanimously de-
scribed as peaceful folk in the extréme, and who
were never in contact with the ‘‘archaic civiliss-
tion.”” Moreover, the fiint implements of prehistorie
man in Europe, with the possible exception of the
Solutrean blades (whose originals in predynastie
Egypt were used as knives and not as War-weapons),
do not afford the smallest fragment of evidence that
the men of the Old Stone Age knew anything what-
ever about ‘warfare. Dr. Malinowski cannot deny
these faecta; what he does is to ignore them. But
what is left of his argument if he admits them?

; The New Leader.
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THE ELECTION. .

HATEVER it may be that is the determin-
ing factor in setting the date of an elee-
tion the faet is upon us that immediate

employed by the party in power

has deeided upon

politigal strategy,
in the exercise of it’s initiative,
Juno.‘l(hh as the day upon which the people of Brit-
ish Columbia shall indieate the degree of their sus-
ceptibility to or immumity from: the wiles of the

political advertizer.

Prosperity, increased population to share the
country’s worries—apd debts—lower western freight
rates, bigger pay harbour development, busi-
ness for the business man and work for the worker,
all these are in prospeet dating from June 20th, no
matter what orthodox political eostume becomes the
style.

Beer too. We almost forgot, shame be upon us.
Reer by the glass. The experience of four years of
what is pleasgntly known as ‘‘moderation’’ has un-
covered liquor as the richest vein of all our vast
natural resources. Whether the politicians now eon-
trol liquor or liquor eontrols the politicians is & ques-
tion not very easy to dogmatise upon, but upon such
questions the people take sides and forget their own
worries.

During the past four years—the life-time of the
retiring government—DBritish Columbia’s wage
working class has encountered lean years very gauch
similar to those of 1913-1914. The tide of unem-
ployment at the present time appears to be as high
as it has been at this time in any one of those years.
In such employment as offers the conditions of hire
are so disadvamtageous as to clearly indicate the
overstocked condition of the labor market.

It is a peeuliar trait of the wage working man
that he avoids as far as possible a studied attention
to anything other than the vulgar display of mutual
charaeter-biting common among professional politic-
jans at eleetion times. Always, with him, those
whom he would throw out of office are more given
to malignity than those upon whom he relies to turn
the wheel of fortune to the promised prosperity
in his faver. It is, of course, because this is his
habit that the professional politicians serve him with
such electioneering distractions as are the gemeral,
common rumn.

On the other hand the Socialist, election times or
not, in dealing with government as a human insti-
tutional form sets it forth as a consequenee of cer-
tain social needs; its form has ehanged in response
to the urge of those needs in the changing
orders of soeiety’s growth; even its routine detail
has been developed, enlarged, its departments di-
vided and subdivided and specialized to the point
where today its executive control is marvellously
cxercised and responds with the required preeision
to the needs of the major economie ipterests within
its boundaries. The Soeialist, in election times, is
primarily coneerned with the task of aequainting
his fellows with the growth and preseat funstion of
government rather than with the personal eharacter-
miseries of any particular group of political eamp
followers.

Government as we have it suits the produetive
system as we have it. Hence, when we have what is

called prodndr!ep!m'e have nzul!s vm
the -interésts eall™" ent’’ ‘@r “‘a

Ress administratiof '} Ghrwhq whest the vlﬁh D
ofmdnstryamldle.eMam made to ebange the
government’s complexion; rival interests fight for

. the initiative party power may give them, all to their-

own ‘gain.

The worker learns but he learns slowly. But in
these days of quick ‘changing events his ideas are
subjeet to change accordingly. At election times he

- has thrown upon him heaps of literature and tor-

rents of mutual abuse from the rivals who play for

bis interest. A sound and fury as intense as that of

_the alarm cloek and steam whistle, and as fall of

meaning. The change will come with his own insist-

ence. He will not then be ‘‘susceptible.”’

THE MAZE OF FRENCH POLITICS

BY J. T. W. NEWBOLD

]

HROUGHOUT the p(-rwd gince Waterloo

I there has throbbed through the brain of

Franee the memory of the faet that, in the

wars of the 18th eentury, she lost to Britain the

promising foundations of a world-wide eolonial em-

pire. The bourgeoisie of Paris, Marseilles and Bor-

deaux does not forget that the North Ameriean eon-

tinent was onee in the grip of Franee, apd that India
might have been theirs as well

Had it not been for the suceess of Enghmd in re-
peated wars and armed diplomatie encounters,
France would also Bave, as the ally of Spain, had, as
her special preserve, the fabulously valuable com-
meree of the South Ameriean countries.

Prior to the Revolution, France was mueh rieher
and had a greater overseas trade than Britain. Pol-
itieal circumstanees, at home and abroad, eoineiding
with great changes in the methods of produetion,
¢combined to make bourgeois Franee appear the
vietim of a conspiraey organised by Britain and ecar-
ried through (according to the Monarchists) by the
aid of Germap-Jew financiers.

The Buonopartists, whose original leader, Napol-
con L, had sought with an armed nation at his call te
break the economiec power of England and her allies,
and had fostered the old financial interests ‘incor-
porated in and grouped arcund the Bank of France
(whieh he ereated), stood for and left behind them
a tradition of a military dietator, serving the eause
of an adventurous and prosperous finaneial oli-
garehy.

One might say that the Monarchists, represented
today by the parties of the Extreme Right, have aim-
ed at reviving the ancient glories of Franee under
the Grand Monarch, ‘‘le roi soleil,”’ Louis XIV.

Their dream is always of France—victorious on
the Rhine, master of Germany, arbiter of Europe.
Ii is this ideal which, diffused throughout the parties
of the Reaetion, consumes with passionate devotion

0 ‘‘La Patrie,”’ that pious Catholic, Marshal Foch.

The Reactionaries, the party of the Clerieals, are,
also, as Catholies, animated by a fanatical hatred—
after the manner of ‘‘Plain English’’—of the Jewish
banking oligarehy and, as Frenchmen and patriot
landlords, incensed against them as revolutionaries
escaped from the Frankfurt ghetto. -

This political entity lumps together all foreign-
ers, whether Germans, Italians, Dutch or English,
as organised conspiracies of Gernan Israelites bent
on the ruin of Christendom in general and Franee
in particular.

For the last forty years there have been, really,
no Buonopartists and Monarehists have become less
conspicucus as such and more evident as Clerieals
and Nationalists—which latter category, under ome
or other party name incomprehensible to the ordim-
ary Britisher, eovers the heirs of the Napoleenie
tradition of military dietatorship.

In the eentre of Freneh polities are other parties,
with weird names, all bent on sdvancing the eause
of the finaneial oligarchy who, frem 1880 and, again,
from 1851, from 1872 and-from 1883, kave, in sue-
cessive md private andpublic banking nnd in-

“These are the people who constitute, for the
‘most part, the owners and administrators of the
‘Bank of Franee and those six great banks, ie.: the
" Comptoir National d’Escompte de Paris, the Credit
Mobilier Franeais, the Credit Fonecier, the Credit

Lyénnais, the Banque de Paris at des Pays Bas,:the

Banque de 1’Union Parisienne.

These are the people who dominate the Freach
Colonies; who hold 70 per eent of the Ottoman Debt;
who are big creditors of Central Europe and Italy;
who had gigantie interests in Russia.

They
groups which

are an economic amalgam, made up of
, in the past, have fiereely fought each
other; and, quite naturally, they are the eore of the
““Bloc National’’ and the most ardent supporters of
Barthou and Tardieu.

They are the French equivalents of the British
Coalition and, like the latter, their bias is imereas-
ingly Conservative.

Poineare,

Prior to the war there were other interests sueh
as the Societe (General de Paris which, at that time,
was roundly accused of being a (Jerman institution.

It was, certainly, cosmopolitan and it had been, in
its origin, financed largely by English Catholic bank-
ers, Manchester textile manufacturers and Jewish
cotton brokers.

This ‘‘Soeiety’’ was the main eeonomie prop of
the pre-war leader of the Freneh Radicals, M. Cail-
laux. He, like his eontemperary, Lloyd George,
mixed up with some queer people— ‘queer’’ in the
financial sense. He was the politieal champion of
the lower middle elass. He wanted to cheapen
eredit and to emancipate trade and industry from
the clutches of the monopelist banks Needless to
zay, Poincare and he were pitiless enemies.

Between Caillaux and Poineare politically, there
stood Clemenceau, of the Republie Left and Miller-
#nd and Briand, the renegade ‘‘Socialists.’’ Today,
of course, there is not mueh spaee dividing any of
these beauties. They all belong to the class of law-
yer politicians who, having seen in the votes and
briefs of the proletariat and the lower middle elass
stepping stones to higher things, eventually ‘‘ar-
ived.”” Like Lloyd George and in a legeer degree,
the kept Labour M.P.’s who joined the Coalition,
they are now the subservient tools of the indmstrial
magnates and high financiers.

Millerand, as President, and Poineare, as Prem-
ter, danced to the pipes of M. Sargent and M. Schnei-
der, the respective heads of the Banque de 1’'Union
Parigienne and Seneider-Creusot. 3

Between the big monopolist banks I have nam-
ed and the Societe Generale there stood, before the
war, but having affiliations with them, the Banque
Francaise pour le Commerce et 1’Industrie, another
concern with eosmopolitan connections and strong
links with British and Belgian Judaism. Today,
this bank is lined up with, whilst the Soeciete Gen-
crale has been absorbed by, the big menopolist
banks

There is, at present, only one big bank whieh
whilst in French finance, is not really of it, viz, Sir
Basil Zaharoff’s concern, the Banque de la Seine.
This institution works in conjunetion with the
Angle-Persian Oil Company and sundry enterprises
operating in Egypt and generally throughout the
Near East. What politicians respond to its inspir-
ation. it is not easy to say.

Such them is, historieally reviewed, the back-
ground of economjcs and of polities on whieh have
been ehiselled the frescoes of the Entemte:

ECONOMIC CAUSES.
OF WAR

By!l‘!ll?.
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HE .existing system of Society—the sort of
social arrangements with whieh we are
familiar—we ecall’ the Capitalist system be-

cause it is all built or pivoted upon the part played
by the ‘‘Capitalist.”’

What is a Capitalist! In the loose way we use
words in our ordinary speech the idea is often given
that ‘any man with money in his possession is a
‘‘eapitalist.”” This notion you must get rid of at
the start. If you had all the coin in the world lock-

" ¢d up in a vault you would not by that fact be a

‘“eapitalist.”’ You might be a “‘miser’’ or an Ori-
ental Emperor or a suceessful pirate, but a *‘ capital-
ist’ you would not be. True, given certain social eir-
cumstances, you would, in that case, have the power
t¢ become a eapitalist, and the chief of capitalists,
but the mere possession of money, much or little,
does not of  itself make a eapitalist
A Capitalist is a man with money—but
man with money is not a Capitalist. (Pay night does
not turn a worker into a boss—even if he is the
sort of fool that puts on the swagger of a boss
when he brings his wages home).

“Capital”’ is a word which originally meant
‘““head’’ or ‘‘well-spring’’ or ‘‘beginning.”” Modern
industry is worked in this fashion. Somebody with
a stock of money goes to market and buys land,
buildings, machinery, raw materials, and Labour-
Power. The building is on the land; the machinery
in the building; and the worker with the machine
produees such a change in the raw material that the
finished produet, taken to market, can be sold for
more money that these materials (including labour-
power, mark you!) cost. At the beginning-the Cap-
italist had a stock of money. He exchanged it for a
stock of materials (ineluding the use of sundry
working men). These materials were brought to-
gether in his faetory and the result was a stoeck of
finished produets. These were taken to the market
and exchanged for money again.

Thus we get the series—Money ; means of produe-
tion; production process; finished goods; More
Money (the original or ‘“Capital’’ sum plus addition
created in the factory or workshop by the coming
together of raw material, machinery, and labour-
power).

At the beginning the money form; then raw ma-
terials; then materials and men in the process of
‘‘productive consumption’’; finished goods; finally
the Capital back again in the money form.

Now that mode of production—the leaving of its
initiation and control to the initiative of owners of
stocks of money (or what comes to the same thing
power to borrow money on a large seale) who en-
gage in production solely to make their ““Capital”’
grow—solely to get this ‘‘more money’’ over and
over again: this is the existing system.

We are so used to it that it eomes as a surprise
to many when they hear us argue ‘that another sys-
tem is possible. It comes as a still greater surprise
when they learn that it was not always the system
even in this country—and that in some parts they
have not adopted it even yet.

Originally—in the time of the Very Beginnings
—men produced directly to satisfy their needs
They hunted, fished, and gathered nuts—either by
themselves or (more usually) in groups and what
they gained they consamed straight away. Only
later when they had aequired skill in tillage and
pasturage snd-the mope fundamental erafts did man
begin to think of produeing one thing in order, by
exchange, to obtain another.

Only slowly did men become aware of the exist-

man a
every

" _enet of tther races possegmed (by reason of differing

 climatie and geologieal situations) of a surplus of

- {iéthings they lacked and suffering a shortage of

b

"yl thitigs of which they hed plenty. Only slowly

~ and*by a ‘roundabout road did men scquire the

* hatit* of producing . surplus beyond their own
,ﬂ_h'foréuh!'ebrpmdnmbeymdtheirap-
r\‘i > ~. 3 2 : % -
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BY T. A. JACKSON.

Only slowly did the practiee of exchange create
the need for ‘“money’””—as a measure of value and
medium of exehange. Still latter were the precious
metals seleeted for reasons of praetical eonvenience
as the money commodify. Later again came the ad-
cption of eonventional units (by weight) of these
metals: latest of all the making of these units into
coins bearing the mark of some recognised author-
ity-(in our day the State) as a guarantee of weight
and quality. And not until the habit of prodneing
for the market had grown and extended for many,
many centuries did we enter upon the beginning of
this modern period in whieh all produetion is for the
rmarket and all-subsistenee derived from it.

A\t first men produced to satisfy their essential
needs in food and clothing. Only when this was
done did they take what was left over and exehange
it. The modern period begins with the ereation,
first, of a number of erafts so specialised that the
craftsmen give their whole time to the produetion of
cne special article and get thier food, ete., with the
money reeeived in exehange ; second, of a number of
hoards or accumulations of money eapable of being
used to buy stocks of raw materials for fabrieation
into sueh artieles; thirdly, with the ereation of a
class of people who had beecome so placed that no
land was at their disposal for tillage and who there-
fore could not produce their own food however muech
they wanted to.

The owners of these stocks of money were able
to begin at this point. They bought the workshops,
the workmen, and the means of work. They intro-
duced into their workshops newer forms of special-
isation—so that a man no longer made a2 whole ar-
ticle but specialised on a detail part of it. They thus
were able beeause of this better division and sub-
division of the work-proeess to get more produced
ir a given time than had been previously possible.
This made it possible for them to undersell the
eraftsmen who remained independent and to con-
tinue the underselling until a_point was reached at
whieh he was foreed to give up his independence and
work as a wage-worker for the capitalist whose eom-
petition had ruined him.

Such, roughly, is the way in which we arrived at
cur existing state of Society in whieh the market
dominates the earth and the lords of the market are
lcrds over vast masses of propertyless wage work-
ers—now the overwhelming majority of the popu-
lation. :

In this p'moeﬂ of competitive development the
capitalist workshop has grown from puny begin-
nings into the mighty masses of shops, sheds, bays
and plants familiar to all industrial workers. As
the tool of production has massed so has the owner-
ship concentrated into a few dominant eorporations
whose nominal capital is expressed In millions.

The workers have likewise been massed into in-
dustrial centres and side by side with the eompeti-
tion between the capitalist and the small produeer—
and between capitalist concerns ever growing bigger
as each giant swallowed morv and more of its rival—
80 has gone on a struggle between the workers eom-
peting for jobs

The net result of the proecess is that the worker
Gependent wholly upon the price he ean command in
the labour market, a price which competition and
custom have combined to keep down to a minimum,
iz now faced with a small but emormously powerful
combination of capitalist bosses who eontrol all the
resources of the earth and are united in their deter-
minatiom to compel the worker to Hve at an even
lower scale than ever before.

The competition between a host of small capital-
ists has ended in-the virtual monopoly of a few
powerful groups whose quarrels threaten to disrupt
human society and whose one point of agreemsent
is their commen determination to allow the werking
mass just as little as they ean and to get from them
the utmost in work that can possibly be squeesed.

Capitalism gained at the expense of small handi-

xisting System

craft produetion because it econid produee more
cheaply. This was the gain to the wealthy, the lux-
urious, the professional, and the eapitalist eclasses
It was a megative gain to the propertyless worker in
so far as eheap food and clothing, and little of it,
is better than none at all, and a humdrum life of
toil better than the risks and humiliations of a life
by begging or stealing. It was, in the long run, a

means for the total destruetion of the elass that once
formed the ‘‘backbone’” of every nation—the elass
ot small peasants and craftsmen, onee the vast ma-

jority, now, in Britain, totally extinet.

(Capitalism was in the ascendant when it was able
to draw raw materials from the surplus produets of
sclf-subsisting small produecers, giving them manu-
factured articles in exchange. That was the opera-
tion that in faet lay behind the Trade whieh Made
the Empire. America, Afriea, the Near East, India,
and the Far East
tivity of the Great Powers with this as the prime

-all have been theatres for the ae-

motive

Now that eapitalist methods are applied to the
produetion of raw materials, and that each territory E
has its own ‘‘national’’ capifalist clique keenly de-
termined to monopolise the plunder of its own area,
this phase of Capitalism has passed

At first Capitahism had no difficulty in disposing
of its surplus goods and so realising in ecash the
value extracted from the workers. Now owing to
the very magnitude of Capitalist production and
the universal establishment of its system, this is no
longer the cas® Capitalism now ecannot expand
outwardly. Its future growth can only be along the
line of limiting output to the capacity of the world
market and depressing the workers’ share to the
ever lower limits.

To this process there exist two great obstacles
First, the limiting of production means putting an
e¢nd to the ambitions of the smaller eapitalist bosses
who will resist to the uttermost ; seeondly, it involves
an adjustment of the -conflicting elaims of rival
groups—an adjustment that is bound to end in gen-
cral disappointment ; thirdly, it involves beating the
worker down to a level at which he will be too
feeble to produece.

And yet impossible though it bg the Capitalist
Class of the world are foreed to attempt this ad-
justment. Here you may see the reason for all the
Confercnces, all the ‘‘produee more,”’ ‘‘take less’
propaganda, all the wage-cuts, and all the hos-
tility to the Communists who urge the workers to
regist. (apitalism has exhaused its possibilities. It
ean only live by making life possible to the vast
working mass. If the workers want to live they
must end Capitalism.
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r I \HE realization of the inadequacy and one-

sidedness of the old materialism convinced

Marx of the neeessity of bringing social
scienee into accord with the materialist foundation
of soeiety. If materialism lays down the general
rule that consciousness is to be $xplained by being,
then the application of materialism to the examina-
tion of society demands that social consciousness be
explained by social being: ‘‘Technology.’’ says,
Marx, ‘“‘reveals the active attitude of Man towards
Nature, the immediate produetive process of his life
and mental conceptions arising therefrom.”” Marx
pives a consistent forthulation of the fundamentals
of materialism in its applieation to human society
and its history.—in the prefaee to his book, Critique
cf Political Economy, in the following words

“In the life of social produetion, human beings
enter into definite and necessary relations which are
independent of their will and which correspond to
a definite stage of development of their material pro-
duetive forees. The sum total of these produetive
relations constitutes the economie structure of so-
ciety, the real basis, upon which a legal and politieal
super-structure arises, and which correspons to de-
finite forms of social eonsciousness. The methods of
production of man’s material existence, determine
the whole process of soeial, politieal, and mental life.
1¢ is not the consciousness of human beings which de-
termines their existence; the reverse is the case;
their soeial existenee determines their consciousness.
At a ecertain stage of their development, the ma-
terial productive forces of society come into con-
fliet with the existing relations of produetion, or, in
juridieal language, with the relations of property
within which they have hitherto functioned. These
relations are transformed from the forms of develop-
ment of the productive forces into fetters of pro-
dunetion.

“Then comes the period of soeial
With the change of-the eeconomic foundation, the en-
tire immense saperstrueture is more or less rapidly
transformed. In considering such transformations
the distinetion should always be made between the
material transf'omlatiun of the economie eonditions
of produection which can be determined with the pre
cision of natural science, and the legal, politieal, re-
ligious, aesthetie or philosophie—in stort, ideolog-
jeal forms in which men become conscious of this
confliet and fight it out.

““ Just as little as one can judge an individual by
what he thinks himself to be, just as little ean su-h
a revolutionary epoch be judged by its eonseiois
ness, but must rather be explained from the eonira
dictions of material life, from the existing ecnfliets
between soeial productive foreces and relations of
produetion. No social order ever disappears before
1l the produetive forees, for which there is room
in it, have been developed; and new higher relations
of produetion never appear before the material eon-
ditions of their existence have matured in the womb
of the old society. Therefore mankind always takes
up only such problems as it can solve; sinee, looking

revolution.’

at the matter more closely, we will always find that
the problem arises only when the material eondi-
tions necessary for its solution already exist or are
ai least in the process of formation. Broadly con
eeived, Asiatie, antique, feudal, and modern bour
geois methods of produetion may be designated as
progressive epochs of the economie soeial develop-
ment. The bourgeois relations of produetion are the
last antagonistic form of the social proeess of pro-
duetion.”’ £ 5 ’

The materialist coneeption of history, or, strict-
ly speaking, the application of materialism to the
sphere of soeial phenomena, has removed two of the
main defects of the theory of history as hitherto un-
derstood. History has, at best up to now, eonsider-
ed the ideal motives of the historieal activity of
human beings without examining into the eause of
these motives, without diseovering the objeetive
Inw behind the development of the system of swoeial
relations, without seeking for the root of these re-

The Matenalist Conceptibn of ‘History

BY ‘N. LENIN.

lations in the degree of development of material
production. Secondly, the theories applied up to
now, have overlooked preciscly the activity of the
great masses of the population, while historical ma-
terialism has given us for the first time the possibil-
ity of examining, with the precision of natural
seience, into the soeial eonditions ifluencing the life
of the masses, and into the changes taking plaee In
these conditions. Pre-Marxian ‘‘sociology’’ and his-
torv writing aehieved, at best, an accumulation of
bare facts, and have provided us with nothing more
than a representation of some separate phases of the
historical process. Marx showed the way to a com-
prehensive and thorough examination into the pro-
cess of evolution, and deeay of social-economie for-
mations, in that he regarded all contradictory ten-
dencies in their totality, and traced them back to ac-

curately definable eonditions of life and production

he thus eliminzted

subjectivism, as well as arbitrariness in the choiee

in the various elasses of society;
and interpretation of some ‘‘leading ideas,”” and
laid bare the roots of all ideas, without exeeption,
and of all the different tendencies in the state of
social productive forces. Human beings make their
own history, but Marx was the first to show what
determines the motives of human beings, and par-
tienlarly of the masses pf human beings; he was the
first to show what the totality of all these confliets is
1o human soeiety, what are the objeetive conditions
ef the production of material life, forming the basis
for every historical aetivity among human beings,
what is the evolutionary law of these eonditions. In
this way Marx pointed out the way to the scientifie
study of history as a eonsistent process, following
definite laws through all its multifarious immensity
and in all its eontradietions

That in every society the strivings of some mem-
bers of this soeilety are opposed to the strivings of
others, that soeial life is full of contradictions, that
history shows us a struggle between and within peo-
ples and societies, that history is composed of alter-
nating periods of peace and war, revolution and re-
action, standstill and rapid advance or deeay,—all
these facts are well known. Marx gave us the clue
which enables us to discover the law underlying this
2pparent labyrmth and This clue is the
theory of class war. It is only the study of the sum
total of the strivings of all the members of a soeiety,
or of a group of societies, that ean lead to a seienti-
fic determination of the results of these
The souree of conflicting interests lies, however, in
the difference of position and living conditions of
the clases into which every society is divided. “*The
history of all societies up to now has been the history
of class war,”” wrote Marx in 1848 in the Communist
Manifesto (and Engels added later: ‘‘except the his-
tory of primeval society’’). Free men and slaves,
patricians and plebians, barons and serfs, giiid eiti-
zens and journeywmen, in short, oppressors and op-
pressed have always stood in opposition to one an-
other, have earried on an uninterrupted struggle, at
times open, at times concealed; a fight which invar-
iably ended with a revolutionary reformation of the
whole society, or with the eommon deeay of both
fighting classes. In earlier epochs of history we find
almost everywhere a complete stratification of so-
ciety into various classes, a multitudinous gradua-
tion of social positions. In ancient Rome we see pa-
tricians, plebians, knights, slaves; in the middle
ages—feudal lords, vassals, guild citizens, journey-
men, serfs; and within almost all-of these classes a
still further special graduation. The modern bour-
geois society whieh has avisen out of the deeay of
feudal society has not annulled class antagonisms
It has only replaced the old elasses by new ones, cre-
ated new conditions of oppression, new forms of
struggle. Our epoch, the epoeh of the bourgeoisie,
however, is distinguished by having stmplified elass
antagonisms. The whole of society splits up more
and more into twe large hostile eamps, into two
large classes direetly antagonistic to one another:
bourgeoisie and” proletariat . .

chaos.

strivings.

Since the great French revolution, European his-
tory has revealed in a number of countries, with
special clearness, the real fundamental of events, the
(Class War. Even during the epoch of restoration
there were a number of Freneh historians (Thierry,
Guizot. Mignet, Theirs), who could not but desig-
nate—when forming a generalization on events—
Class War as the key to French history as a whole.
And the latest epoch, the epoch of complete vietory
67 the bourgeoisie, of the parliaments, of extended
if not general suffrage, of cheap daily newspapers
read by the masses, the epoch of mighty and ever
crowing labor organizations and employers’, unions,
¢te.. has shown even more graphieally, though eften
in a very peaceful constitutional form, class war as
the motive foree underlying events. In a number of
Fistorical works. Marx has given us many brilliant
and profound examples of materialist historieal writ-
ing. analyzing the position of each separate elass and
even of the various groups and strata within the
class. and thus demonstrating why and how every

strugele of class against elass is a politieal struggle
HERE AND NOW
The custodians of youthful ambition at school

used to try to work up the idea that there was a
germ of poetry in arithmetie, if only you got into
that atmosphere breathing deeply. It’s no startfing
confession to make that in our case we had poetry
enough if we had the proper answer to any sum.
(Yiven a sum in addition, for instance, a nice hand-
some total set down correctly meant that the atmos-
phere was right to a degree

Iook, however, at these totals, and find the
poetry The totals are what you might eall all
right, but not sufficiently so—

Following $1 each: J. Mitchell, [.. B. La Marche,
R. Kirkman, S. Rose, S. Weber, Mrs. Griffith, J. Ord,
J. Meldrum, J. Jenkins, W. Black, Ed. Meek, F. Har-
man, J. Marshall, J. B. Ray, J. C. Kennedy, Mrs. .
Korlann. R. Mihalich, D. J. Burton, A. Cassin, A. E.
Cotton, R. Thomas, H. Arnold, A. MeDonald, J. W.
(Grayson.

Following $2 each: Roy Addy, Bert Smith, A.
Firby, I L Olson, L. G. Atkins, J. M. MeDiarmid,
(. Crooks.

H. Myers 50 cents; J. Burton $25¢; D. R. Lloyd
#4.30; Walter Menzies $2.15.

Above, Clarion subs. received from May 17 to
June 12th, inclusive, total $45.20.

CLARION MAINTENANCE FUND.

Following $1 each: J. Meldrum, J. Chrystal, Mrs.
Annie Ross, ““P.L.D."”” A. McDonald.

Bert Smith $3; “C. K.’ $5; J. MeDiarmid $2;
I.. Thomas $4; Walter Menzies $2.15.

Above, C.M_F. receipts from May 17 to June 12,
inelusive, total $21.15.

Edouard Herriott in New York Nation:—

‘"When I was called to confer with Millerand a
short time ago, it was not for political purposes, but
with regard to the financial situation. 1 willingly
gave the President the assurance that we, the Radi-
cal Soecialists, eonsidered it would be our first duty
to safeguard the equilibrium of the budget, But I
went no further. . ..

I was informed by Millerand and de Marsal (Min-
ister of Finance under Poincare) that before the
American financiers agreed to what is known as
the Morgan loan of $100,000,000 for the recovery
of the frane, they asked for a guaranty ih gold and
other rather general political ‘guaranties.

The Bank of Franee was obliged to place funds

to the eredit of the money lenders amounting to
528,000,000 in gold francs as a guaranty for the loan.
.This amount fully covered the loan. Agide from
this, the French Government agreed to engag

cf a general character. This method of

Franee like Turkey is extraordimary.
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.. serdly extravagant pride in one’s country; with a

Patroitism

LTHOUGH Patriotism means love of one’s
Afatherland, and is derived from the Latin

root, pater a father, yet there is much more
to the meaning of the term than that. The word
must have been coined after man had been developed
tc the stage in which property in severalty had taken
the place of tribal ownership in land: hence the love
of the country one inhabited was synonymous with
the love of institutions built up by one’s own com
patriots according to the ideals that seemed to the
majority of the race to have been best. It further
indieated a pride in
scienee, and art incidental to the development of

traditions, literature, music
that seetion of humanity, that in a sense we regard
ed as our kith, and under whose protection we hoped
that we ourselves and our kin, would acquire_the
necessary means to make life not only tolerable but
also pleasant

This conception of the meaning of patriotism, is
incidental to one only of tiic mental view-points that
are available for analysis. It would be out of the
question to do justice to the subject without taking
into consideration some of the others, since the sen-
pertaining
zbove were quite as strong as they are today, long be-

timents to the institutions mentioned
fqre a fatherland. in its legal sense, had ever been
heard of : indeed in as far as patriotism means love
and loyalty to one’s traditions and institutions we
have ample proof that the sentiment pervades the
membership of a tribe with ten-fold intensity. Ar-
dently patriotic must have been the Indian whose
death is deseribed by Pauline Johnson in her well
known poem :—

“Up the long trail of fire he boasting goes
Danecing a war dance to defy his foes

One savage vell—
Then loyal to his race
He bends to death-—but never to disgrace.”

We may definitely state then that patriotism is
a sentiment of loyalty towards one’s fellow-partici
paters in any particular form of governmegt—a
loyalty that expands as civilization develops. We
may furthermore conclude that patriotism, in its
ineipient form, began in the family group, developed
in the gens or clan, vxpandn:d further in the tribe,
took on much larger proportions in the nation, and
is bound to ipclude in its embrace the whole world,
just as soon as the laws governing human develop-
ment are able to bring about the federation of its
component parts.

It will be only then that patriotism will have
reached its ideal form embodying the sentiment that
every human being must be reckoned as a unit in the
kith of every other, and that all men and women owe
loyalty to all others whether taken individually or
colleetively :—

“Where'er a single slaye doth pine
Where'er one man may help another
Thank God for such a birth-right brother!
That spot on earth is thine and mine
There is the true man’s birth-place grand
His is a world-wide fatherland.”

This comception of a father-land is ideally beau-
tiful, but we have not reached the higher stage of
development that makes it generally acceptable. We
must therefore be content with considering, in a
critical manner, some of the different species of
m that are playing their parts on the stage of
the world today. Of these there are many varieties,
fromn the Machiavellian type imbued with the idea of
an ever-expanding imperialism to that of the ideal-
istie cosmopolitan referred to in the poem above.
Betweesnt these extremes there is a great diversity of
typical characters, more or less harmless, but to one
o in his mental constitution the seeds of dis-

cord and disastér. He is the vietim of chaunvinism,
which ateording fo the dictionary means—'‘an ab-

: \hm we must pay special attention as em-

-

‘Perhaps

BY F. W. MOORE

orresponding contempt for forcign nations.” W
may take it for granted thercfore that his associa-
tion with intelligent individuals of sueh races, has
heen as limited as his familiarity with books deal
ing with their habits and eustoms

Such a specimen of humanity with his warped
ideals. must necessarily be unconscious of the fact
that in no eountry, not excluding his own, in which
machipery is highly developed, have men reached
that state of freedom which would entitle them to a
claim of superiority worth noticing. The vast ma
jority of them earn their living on suffrance, and
are as a eonsequence, mentally at least, as far as
their contributions to publie opinion goes, under the
control of the monopolist: and until this defect is
remedied there can be no room—we won’t say, for
shame ;
ing. It would be much more seemly I the peoples
of the
prove their status in society, which at present 1S
let us not be ashamed to confess the truth—a con
incidental to a eondition of ee

but most assuredly there is none for boast

world joined in mutual endeavour to im

dition of mental
onomie servitude, that pervades the whole civilized
world. ‘

A. statement of this deseription will at first sight
appear unpatriotie, but it is really not so. Does duty
tc ourselves and to humanity not demand that we
find the truth and govern our lives aceordingly?
Or must we, like the heathen in his blindness, ap-
otheosise certain types of falsehood just because
semebody says that these types ought to be regarded
with great reverence? Let us fever forget that the
quest for truth is the most important of all human
activities: it is only the result of that quest that the
foundations of a sane patriotism ought to be laid

Real patriotism would inspire the inhabitants of
any particular country with a desire to search dili
gently for the eause of these conditions, to the end
This they
could do by organisation on the industrial and poli-
tieal fields, so that when the institutions of capital

that they might eventually destroy them

break down (as they sarely will some day because
of the contradietions in them that makes continued
cxistenct impossible) a trained force may be on
hand to administer the great trust that evolutionary
development has placed at its disposal. In this way
they not only render-patriotie services to the fath-
¢r-lands in“which they are situated, but should suc

cess crown their efforts in the attempt to perman-
ently establish a worker’s government, the practical
demonstration pf what might be done by the rest of
the world, would possess a value in reference to the
development of the human race that is entirely be

yond our powers of caleulation.

The culminating effect of patriotism. and a very
high type of its fruition in the conerete, would be a
federation of all the father-lands, but as we have not
the bases on which to reason beyond the next stage
¢f human development, it would be advisable to stop
here and observe some of the attributes of patriotism
as considered from - that viewpoint. Nobody for
instance could imagine the existence of serious rac-
ial antagonism that might end in war, since the ec-
onomic cause of war could not be embodied in an
international federation of the world established for
the administration of human affairs in the interest
of the race. There would be so many things to in-
vent and discover that the achievements of each
country would be joyously accepted as assets of the
whole. Castes and classes as we now know them
would soon disappear, and those that remained,
founded on culture alone, would be related to each
other under conditions of perfect harmony. Love
would rule the world. The lion, metaphorieally
speaking, would lie down with the lamb, and all hu-
manity united in one family, and having at its dis-
posal the united forces of a higher civilisation,
would have pleasure and oportunities that are im-
possible in the present congeries of strife-imbued
fatherlands. There would be no misunderstanding
or need of everlasting intrigue in the higher eircles

< = = . . > < - e~

atriotism

political life, nor of mountebank trickery in the
lower, in order to maintain the appearance of a semi-
pseudo conténtment. Patriotism would -then be as
filial

could hardly expect a great display of sorrow if the

instinetive as duty or mother-love: yet we
recollection of past ideals associated with the name
and connected so elosely with a stage of veneered
Larbarism, induced a more sensitive generation,
mindful of the oceans of blood that flowed between
the boundary-lines of Mother Earth’s fatherlands,
to consider the advisability of discarding the word
substituting in its stead the term

mother-land

patriotism and

<Ayt 5% S
matriotism’’—the love of one’s
Would not the earth be

ind do we not even now call her mother?

every man's native-land,
Does not this imply the common red blood of a

world-wide brotherhood, and the loyalty to each
other of every member of the human raee?

It is only by the materialisation of such a condi
tion that the famous prophecy of Tennyson can bé
fulfilled

a prophecy founded on abstraet reason

“Then the common sense of most shall hold a fretful
realm in awe
And the kindly earth shall slumber, lapt in universal law
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Soclalist Party of
Canada

We, the Socialist Party of Canada affirm 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 upoa
capitalist ownership of the means of production, conse-
quently, all the products of labor belong to the capital-
{st 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 im
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 in setting
itself 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 forces.

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

Therefore we call upon all workers to organizq um-
derthebannero(theﬁoddlltlhﬂyolmm
“the object of conquering the political powers for the
pnrpouofutﬂnzupmdmhldn‘thw
programme of the working class, as follows :

1—The transformation, as rapidly as possible,
of capitalist property in the mesns of
wealth production (natural resources, factor
fes, mills, railroads, etc.) into collective
means of production.
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SHOULD WORKERS THINK?
(Continued from page 1)

which he eloquently emphasised the proposition that,
despite all argument to the contrary, ‘‘a man is a
MAN.”” Now that doesn’t sound very terrible. But
then as Spinona wrote, to determine or limit means
to negate or deny. There were other “‘men’’(1) in
Burns’ day, some one of whom might conceivably
be ‘““ca’d (called) a Lord.”” But by defining such a
person as a Lord, Burns rather too cleverly suggest-
ed the legitimate comclusion that he could also be
probably a fool, at whom the man of independent
mind would look and laugh. Result, a sentence of
“‘no promotion for you in the excise’’ was rigidly
imposed upon the poet. See what that syllogistie
stuff can do? And by the same token, it will be
noted that in ordinary speech or writing, we scarcely
ever frame our arguments in the rigid form of the
eomplete three-propositioned Aristotelian syllogism.
Like Burns, we more or less merely suggest them.
So much, in brief, for the Aristotelian syllogism,
which Mill despised as merely a ‘‘Subjective In-
ference’’ because a subject (or person) who knew its
first proposition, didn’t need to exert himself in or-
der to infer (or draw) his conelusion. since the first
proposition already earried it ready-made for him.
For instance, if I hold that all capitalists are pests,
I know at once without any further brain-racking
that if Jones is a capitalist, he is likewise a pest.
But it was ‘‘Induetive Inference’’ that Mill set him-
self to boost and that too with nearly as muech
claim to originality as Aristotle was entitled to for
the invention of the deductive syllogism. Mill called

the former ‘‘Objective Inference’’ and-claimed it to"

be the only true scientific form of inference ; al-
though, as Killick remarks, there is no real incon-
sistency in the two views, as both forms of inference
make up a complementary whole.

Mill avers that in ‘‘objective inference’’ the fact
stated in the conclusion is a genuine new truth, and
not merely part of the same fact or facts already
contained in the premises. Thus, the magnetic
oxide of iron (ledestone) can attract iron like a
magnet. After trying out, say six pieces of it, one
came to the eonclusion that a seventh, or eighth or
every piece of it would also attract iron. This fol-
lows by virtme of a.law of external nature and not by
a mere law or eudgelling of the mind. Henece: the
name ‘‘objeetive’’ inference to describe this kind of
inductive reasoning. And, by the way, the true
founder of pature questioning and scientifie renson-
ing was not the 16th century Lord Bacon, but Roger
bacon, a 13th century monk and professor of Oxford,
who denouneed the barrenness of the schoolmen’s
word-jangling. His logical reforms were submitted
to the court of Rome, and they not only fell flat,
but actually earned for Roger twelve years of im-
prisonment. The seed sown by this Medieval clear-
sighted thinker did not spring up till centuries later

Let us now take up two other forms of induetive
reasoning. The first, as follows, is more useful for
ordinary, every day purposes than for strictly seien-
tific research. It is made up of four different steps :
1, preliminary observation; 2, the making of hypoth-
eses (guesses); 3, deductive reasoning; 4, verifica-
tion. As regards the guesses, these are based on
the fact that Nature is a tremendous aggrégation of
causes and effeets; and being ‘‘logical’’ means act-
ing as Nature commands us to act; for, as the phil-
osophers say, Nature is existing reason and Mind is
thinking reason; and we, ourselves are part of Nat-
ure, as Omar the poet indicates in these lines —

For let Philosopher and Doctor preach

Of what they will and what they will not—each

Is but one link in an eternal chain (of causes and effects)
That none can slip, nor break, nor over-reach.

Therefore the guesses must not be ‘‘wild’’ ones.
A somewhat freespoken ‘‘humorist’’? the writer
used to work beside, on being asked some such or-
dinary workshop question as ‘‘wha done that?”’
vould dryly and solemnly drawl out “‘God!”” No
doubt, but He was never the effective cause! Here
is an illustration in praetice of the four steps:

A few miles out from the writer's loeation, is s
wooden bridge which got badly damaged from the
heavy Spring floods of 1923. Early in the Spring of

this year he noficed that the bridge had just been
renovated and whepe the overhead timber: is mor-
tised into the traffié side-rails, a coating of health-
fully smelling tar had been smoothly and skillfully
applied. Later visits in the season gave a sort of
"‘too much of a good thing’’ shock because the top
of the side rails were pow covered at intervals with
an irregular confusion of unsightly separate drops
cf tar. Thus mueh, on the second visit, did prelimin-
ary observation reveal, Next ‘“Wha done that?”’
gave a chance to employ hypotheses as to the eause
thereof. The likeliest guess was that the hotter sun
of the advancing spring had melted deposits of tar
somewhere above the side rail, thus making these
fall down on the rail in drops. Next, deductive rea-
soning (always supplied by previous experience of
cause and effect) enabled one to assert that IF other
tar deposits had been spread over the higher over-
head timbers, such deposits, when sufﬁé‘lvmly melted
to the flowing point by the sun’s heat, would in-
evitably drop down below. Last step of all that ends
this ‘‘strange, eventfu]’’ reasoning, is verification
or confirming the soundness of one’s deduction. In
this case it was done by gazing aloft, and it was at
once seen that just above where lay the ugly eollec-
tions of tar drops, were several separate thin streams
of tar clinging down the sides of the overhead tim-
bers, the surplus from which had fallen ‘‘as the gen-
tle rain from heaven upon the place beneath.”’ The
hypothesis or guess was, therefore correct—quod
¢rat demonstrandum (which was to be shown).

But for deeper scientific purposes, another, kind
of inductive process is used, which has really six
steps. This kind, as Marx’s son-in-law pointed out in
his biographical pamphlet, was used by both Dar-
win and Marx, the latter of whom, Aveling repeats,
had read all of the former’s works, whilst Darwin,
as he admitted in a personal letter written to Marx
in 1873, on receiving a copy of the second edition of
‘“Capital’”’ Vol. 1, was little versed in political eec-
onomy. Yet the British ‘‘Labor’’ Premier, Ramsay
Macdonald, in his recent ‘‘Socialist’’ pamphlet’
which repudiates the Russian Revolution and be-
littles Marx, stated that the latter was out-of-date
and ‘ipre (before) Darwinian’’—whatever Macdon-
tld means by that! These six steps are: observation,
experiment, reeordal, reflection, generalisation and
verification. Darwin observed and experimented
upon plants and animals for twenty-eight years. He
recorded in eountless notebooks the results of these
observations and experiments and then reflected
upon his records until he arrived at the well known
Darwinian evolutionary generalisations which,
though now pretty universally aceepted are-still
considered all the better for every fresh bit of veri-
fication that erops up.

(To be continued in next issue)

CORRESPONDENCE.

HISTORY OR WORSE.
Editor Clarion: -

On the front page of Clarion No. 915, appeared an ar-
ticle entitled “The Importance of History” which, so far
as a brazen perversion of the facts of history is concerned,
beats anything I have read for some time. .

The writer of the articie—G. R. Stirling Taylor—true
to his Labor Party connection, abhors the very thought of
revolution. He sees that the social upheavel ‘is a long
way off, and the farther the better.

All revolutions, we are told, end in the same place as
they started, so what is the use in noise and bloodshed
that merely brings us back to where we began? He con-
cludes that all who believe in revolutions must be a bunch
of ignoramouses. This, of course includes the Marxian
school, as ne proletarian teacher has-ever emphasized the
necessity for revolution to a greater degree than Karl
Marx. =

This cenception of revoiution clearly portrays the
blatant ignorance of your contributor. The term revolue-
tion means change—a complete change.

By an industrial revolution we imply that a great
change has taken place in the manmer of producing
wealth, eg., the tool has been replaced by the machine.
AMIMMWMM*W@QM&
come the dominant ome, eg., the: bourgesisie has seined
the power once held. by the feudnl Jord. A political revol-
utien takes place when one growp. or cligue, otsts its rival
and takes control itseif, eg.. the American Colonists as
should be sufficient ‘data to ShW thst revolutioss ‘@ met

& primary schoolbey’s knowledge of history would bhave
made clear that this Russian revelution: has almost fol-
lewed the lines of the earliest French Revolution.” Now,
k am going to grant that & primary schoolboy might pos-
sibly arrive at such a conclusign, but any mentally mature
person who has paid even the slightest attention to a
comparison of the two revolutions can see the vast differ-
ence between that of Russia and that of France.

History from Taylor's point of view, is nothing more
than a sleight-of-hand performance where merchanats,
bankers and feudal lords have piayed the role of cosjuters
and harlequins to trick an unsuspecting public. That his-
tory is the life story of the human race, made up of many
material factors, but where the driving force is economic
necessity, the writer does not seem to be able to grasp.

A decided contempt for Imperialism is again noticeable.
Nationalism is alone lovely, but Imperialism is s mon-
strous policy. All the great nations of the anclent world
had careers blighted in the fleld of Imperialism.
Ergo—don’t try to extend, your doom awaits you. He
might as well advise a young boy not to grow old else he
would surely die. Imperialism is the natural outcome  of
Nationalism, and history declares that the process must be
completed =

Much of the article is devoted to eulogising the Labor
philogsophy and denouncing that of the Liberals. From
the standpoint of the exploited workers they both mean the
same thing. Each Party appears to be gquite capable of
administering Capitalist property and keeping the produc-
ing masses in their old position. As a Capifalist instru-
ment of administration and coercion the Labor policy of
today is the logical sequence of yesterday’'s Liberalism.
Even on the question of Imperialism his Gitche Manitou—
Ramsay Macdonald—appears to be a worthy successor to
Curzon and Chlamberiain.

The workers of England, and elsewhere, are sufficiently
confounded as it is without adding to their confusion by
the publication of such drivel in the name of l’cienee.

Yours for history not bunk,
J. A. McDONALD.
8an Francisco, Calif.

their

Editor’'s Note: G. R. Stirling Taylor is a writer to
whom considerable attention is paid in the book world and
among publications. We had thought he was better known
to Clarion readers. “The Importance or Isistory” (quite
evidently an incomplete article) was reprinted frem The
Socialist Review in order to present the “Tory-Democratic”
point of view on the British Labcr Gaveramment to Clarion
readers, much in the same way as Wells has been repro-
duced and Shaw guoted.
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