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{ )LL coal-producing: countries are faced with
difficulty in selling their coal, and this diffi-
eulty grows visibly from day to day. Stocks

are accumulating to an alarming extent—in Britain,
for instance, there was not long ago provision for
no less than 4 months ahead, and these stocks are
not likely to have diminished since. Statistics have
made is abundantly clear that at a time when any
reasonably organised system of world production
would have taken precautions against the oncoming
of the depression, the output was everywhere grow-
ing. Not only was this the case where the production
had not yet attained the pre-war output, and where
there would therefore seem to be plausible excuses
for an increase in activity; it was also secn in coun-
tries, such as Germany, the Saar Basin, Franee, Bel-
gium, Holland, Czechoslovakia, U. 8. A., S. Afriea
and British India, which had already exceeded their
pre-war production, Great Britain alone has to re-
cord a diminution of output. For all the other conn-
tries named sbove, with the exception of Czeeho-
Slovakia, thefe has; been a stoady increase even in
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The increase ‘of outpit is in many cases starting-
ly great. The National Coal Mines’ Committee of
France recently stated that the prodyetion in 1919
was 2216 million tons but that, estimated on the
basis of the output per day, that of 1925 would prob-
ably be 48 million tons. The Alsaee-Lorraine Coal
Basin gives the following inereases in output per
day: 126,147 tons in 1913, 75,000 tons in 1919, and
160,445 tons in January, 1925. In the brown coal
fields of Central Germany, the output per head for
300 shifts in 1913 was 3.06 tons, while that of 1924
was 3.1 tons. In Britain alone the output per man
per shift has fallen, it being now 17.74 ewt. against
20.32 cwt. in 1913; in the opinion of an expert not
belonging to the Labour Movement, this is due to
‘‘technieal and organisational backwardndss and
the fact that many mines are very old.”” The same
expert adds: “If we compare the ontput per man

-per shift, we shall see that the output of the United

‘States is about 5 times that of Great Britain, and
that other factors are at -work here besides negli-

. gent management.’’

As to the causes of the slump in the coal trade,
it is inereamingly clear that, except in cases where

-the consumptior. of coal has been decreased, these

are to be'sought in the artificial distribution of coal
since the war: this, which is an outcome of the pol-
itieal arrangements made by the visitors, has de-
stroyed the equilibrium of the various markets. To
give. some instances;'it has happened twice within

2 ghort space of Yime that the ‘Port of Antwerp

authetity has placed an order for bunker coal with
rmar to the exclusion of Belgian firms
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‘Where Shall Coal Be
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cost- of freightage which prevents her from supply-
ing her northern towns with her own coal, although
they were Britain’s permanent customers before the
war. Her import of coal from Britain fell in 1924
to 24% below that of 1913. Her obligations under
the Dawes Scheme make it necessary for her to be-
come as far as possible self-sufficing, and even, if
possible, to make large exports. The efforts of both
Germany and Austria to attain independence of im-
ports have brotght Czechoslovakia into difficulties.
Before the war Getmany took 70 million and Austria
5 million cwt. of Bohemian brown ecoal; now Ger-
many taKes 10, and Austria 1.1. And Czechoslov-
akia has no other customer to put in their place!
Then again, Austria and Hungary now both buy
Saar coal, which was unknown in either of these
countries before the war. Poland, to whom the
Gevena Convention allotted an export of 500,000
tons, now demands a year' export quota of 7 mil-
lion tons; otherwise she says, her industries in the
distriets recently eeded by Germany cannot be main-
tained. Germany which has now become a eoal-ex-
porting eountry, is expected to buy coal from Pol-
and, although it (German) Bas 8 million tons-of
coal at its pitheads. The Polish districts already an-
nounee stocks of 1 million tons. France, formerly a
good customer for British ecoal, now imposes an im-
port duty on coal. with which she is absolutely
overstocked. The French state railways have had
a coal-purchasing office in Cardiff ever sinee last
century, but this office is now closed; their needs
are supplied mahly from Germany. Britain is in
consternation. for even the Italian state railways
are now sending orders to the Ruhr. Certain kinds
of British coal, which were formerly purchased
whatever the price might be, are now being replaced
by other eoal, because the gulf between the prices
has become altogether too great. The British coal
magnates have lived to see the Stinnes mines book
orders even from Greece! Exeept for Italy, Ameri-
can coal has been practically shut out of Europe
sinee the Ruhr crisis was settled. Most of the Amer-
iean export goes to Canada. from which British coal
is completely ousted. In South America, on the
other hand. British coal is so far holding its own
better .than in North.

Absolute chaos! There is not the slightest re-
gard to necessities.and possibilities, there is no sign
of any comprehensive measure to remedy the evil!
Every expert must know how deeply rooted is the
cause of the present chaos. and how imperative it is
that there shall be well-considered and ecarefully
coneerted action. And yet all we hear are the well-
worn catch words ‘‘wage reduetion’ amd ‘‘length-
ening of working hours.”” The most the employers
do js to make up their minds to institute a national
‘“‘enquiry.”’

In Belgium. where the stocks of coal have mount-
ed to 1,600,000, the employers have profited by the
oceasion to eut wages again and to notify the termin-
ation of agreements. ' The proposal to create a Com-
nensation Fund, or Pool. to which all profits would

< aleo 3 pronosal for public enqui
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to decide whether or not there shall be a general
strike. Almost certainly there will be a fierce con-
flict if the Government does not intervene. In
Czechoslovakia natiomalisation plans are again com-
ing to the fore: these would place the industry on
an organized basis, but they would require an ex-
penditure of from 12 to 15 million Czach kronen.
In Poland there are idle shifts despite the dismissal

of 71,378 miners. In Great Britain, where the Mini-
mum Wage Bill has been thrown out by parliamenf,

the miners’ agreement expires next June, and the
employers are already seeking to worsen conditions
Cook, .the secretary of the Miners’ Federation, has
rejected the proposal to lengthen working hours on
the ground that already the miners are produecing
more coal than can be sold, and the introduetion of
the eight hours’ day would not help matters.

(This means extending the wunderground day
from 7 to 8 hours—Ed.)

One of the employers even hit upon the brilliant
idea of inviting the workers to take over a pit for
their own aeeount. The miners’ union warned their
members not to fall into the trap, reminding them
that those who had pocketed the profits ought to
pocket the losses too. The British miners are now
cxploring two distinet avenues. Qne of these is to
engineer an alliance with the workers of other im-
portant. trades; discussions have alres !ukﬁfﬂwe
with the engineers, transport-workers ¢nd rai way-
men’s unions, and it is expected that a joint eonfer-
ence will be called of all the union executives who
have been thus consulted. Besides this, a series of

joint conferences are being held with the mine-
owners in London; Cook, the seeretary of the Min:
ers’ Federation, is not, however, very hopeful of eon-
crete results from these meetings. In Germany,
miners are being dismissed by thousands. Yet, in
spite of the gigantic accumulations of coal, the
Stinnes and other mines are working steadily on

probably in eager anticipation of the rich possibili-
ties of a long stoppage of work in Belgium or Great
Britain. g

One thing alone is certain. Since the eoal stamp
is international, it is not in the power of the indi-
vidual nations to take any very effective step to-
wards remedying it. The employers’ efforts to ham-
mer a way out somehow do not hide the truth. If
the International Labour Office, for instance, in-

stead of merely being able to institute enquiries into
past events and questions of principle, were em-
powered to use its large and highly qualified staff to
intervene in acute situations and to provide all in-
formation and expert advice it would have seen the
significance of such factors as the increased use of
oil and water-power and have drawn the inevitable
conclusion that less coal would be needed, and per-
manent adjustments and conversions must be made.
The deep lying relations between coal output and
the production of manufactured goods in general
would be laid bare: it would be realised that a per-
iod of decreasing production must infallibly be a
period of falling demand for coal, and vice-versa.
Even the German Coal Syndicate, althongh for a
long time it was content to deal with coal only, dis-
covered later on the close inter-relation Detween
coal and iron, and learnt to take it into acecount—in
the interests, of eourse, of capitalism.

Knowing as they do that all suech enquiries and
tentative attempts cannot fail eventually to show up
the nunreason and anarchy of the capitalist system.
the employers are unanimous in any really
thorough enquiry. It 'is better, they think, to do
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We have arrived at this then, that commodifies

are produced simply for exchange, exchange carried
on purely for profit, and yet, a8 commodities ex-
change for equal wvalues there is really no aetual
profit made in exch;nge Whenee then does it arise,

this mysterious inerease which s the be-all and end-

all of capitalist pfoduction and private enterprise?
It arises from the exploitation of labour; it is made,

not in the market, but in the workshop and the
factory.

Labour-power is a commodity, and, like other
commodities, it exchanges in the market at its cost
of production in human labour. That is, the labour-
foree of the labourer is sold in the free and open
labeur market, at what it costs to produce that
labour-force. We have no slavery here. ‘‘Britons
never will be slaveg!’”’ The free British workman
is not sold, neither does he sell himself He brings
into the market his commodity—the only thing of
any value which he gossesm——hm power to labour,
the labour-foree whieh is embodied in -his person.
There iz nothing in the world to compel him to sell
this labour-foree—-but sheer necessity. He can keep
it if he likes—and starve. But ‘“il faut vivre,”” and
although others as well as Talleyrand may not see
the necessity, it is this very necessity to live whieh
makes ‘it imperative on the otherwise propertyless
laborer to sell hig only valuable possession, his one
ewe lamb, hig labor-power. But he has no monopoly.
There are other laborers in the market, ' equally
ready, equally anxious, to sell the same commodity,
with the result that this, like all other commodities
offered under similar condmons generally ex-
changes at its cost of productlon in human labour.
*So much food, clothing, and shelter, all produced by
labour, is mecessary for the production and main-
tenanece of the labourer, and this forms the basis of
the exchange value of his labour-force. Stited in
other terms the basis of wages is the cost,/ of subsist-
ence of the l'abourer This is called the ‘“‘iron law
of wages,”” with reference to which T shall have
something to say later. At present we are eonsid-
ering the source of snrplﬂs-value. The labourer sellg
his labour then, on the average, as all commodities
are sold, at its normal exchange value—its eost of
production. - But the amount of wealth which the
labourer produces in the time for which he has sold
his labour-foree, is out of all proportion to what it
costs to produce and maintain his labour-foree for
that time. This, the difference between what he pro-
duces and his own cost of production, is sarplus-

value, and is taken and divided up by the capitalist
into rent. interest, profit. This surplus-value then.
this profit, is so mnch robbery effected by taking
advantage of the necessity of the proletarian—the
naked, propertyless labourer. Bat, you say, the lab-
ourer is perfectly free, he made his own bargain, it
was a free and open contraet, how can it be de-
scribed as rebbery? I do not want to use unneces-
sarily harsh terms, and remember, I am not attack-
ing individuals, but attempting to deseribe the
working of the utlnl eeonomie system.- Your
political economists talk of freedom of contraet; but
there can be no freedom of eontract between the
man who must sell or die—who is foreed bg sheer
neccesity to, like Eeau, sell his birthright for & mess
ofpothge,sotoqpeak,andthemantowhonltm
a matter of indifference whether he buys or not.
Thehbourerislorudhyneeedtytonﬂ,mdu
a eomeqhenee gqu, oltthe average buba dhmte

no rehhon blmveen the value of a man’s work be-

tween the value of what he produces and what he
receives. WHat he receives is govemed not by what

he produces, but by what he must have to live to go
on workmg It is sometimes urged as an objection
to this that wages vary in different countries. Pre-
cisely, and this, whieh at first sight appears to dis-
prove, really goes to prove the truth of the theory
I am ppropounding. Although it is sometimes
sought to show that the labour of some men is vast-
lv more produetive than that of others, it is fair to
assume, and facts and experiente go to prove, that
there is nowhere such a difference in the produc-

tivity of labour as would account for the extraordin-

ary difference in wages. The British workman is
doubtless the finest fellow on the face of the earth.
as his pastors and masters tell him when they want
to keep his contented; but he ecannot do twelve
times a8 much work as the Chinaman. Yet the lat-
ter will work for fourpence a day, while the former
wants four shillings. The Chinaman gets fourpence
a day because he has learned to live on fourpence a
day. When you have taught the British workman
to live on fourpence a day—if capitalism continues—
he will get but fourpence a day, although he may
do just as much work as he does today. There is,
of course, a constant effort on the part of workmen
to force wages above this subsistence level, and fre-
quently they do rise above it: but at the same time,
as with all other ecommodities, competition is eon-
stantly operating to force down the price of labour-
power—wages—to its normal level.

Once you have clearly understood the working of
this eeonomic law, this ‘‘iron law of wages,”’ this
fact that the return to labour is governed, not by
the produetivity of labour, but by its cost of pro-
duction (which in my humble judgment is the cen-
tral fact in the economies of labour) you see how
useless are many of the proposals of your social re-
formers, and how fallacious are many of the teach-
ings of your political economisfs.

Remember that the operation of this law is im-
perative and inexorable as long as present condi-
tions obtain. It is no use appealthg to the sense of
Justice of the capitalist. He, as capitalist, is in duty
bound to buy labour, as well as other commodities,
as cheaply as possible. If he is s0o noble minded,
so quixQtie. as to pay an artificial price for labour,
the econemic conditions, which, like the Almighty,
are no respectors of persons, have no mercy on him.
but relentlessaly thrust him on one side t6 make room
for another less scrupulous than himself.

To preach temperanee and thrift to the workers
may be very well. From the point of view of ab-
straet morality the practiee of temperance and thrift
and industrv may be a good thing, but economiecally
considered the practice of thrift and abstinenee and
industry not only does not advantage the worker,
but is frequently pernicious. The practice of thrift
and abstinence simply means for the workers re-
ducing their consumption and ultimately reducing
their standard of comfort—their cost of living and
consequentlv their wages. To be industrious does
not mean for the worker increased, wealth and in-
ereased eomfort. but inereased nrodlfhnn of sur-
pins-valne - for the eapitalist class vlnch surplus-
valne is beinw niled np aronnd him-in masses of over-
nroduction which dn not helone to him. which he
may not eonsume. hut which fregpently condemn
him to inveluntary idleness. and. hy ’qlteyifvmt the
e6mpetition in tlle labour mnket. lu.»lp to M dm

his hbonr-power—-and the upnhlut, WIth whom
it is a matter of indiffercnee whether
labour of this particular individual or of some other?

What is the value of the individual Tiberty of the
labourer ‘who, being thus compelled to sell his
labour-power must of necessity sell it for a bare sub-
sistence  without any regard to jts prodmivxty?
Of what value is free trade when it only tends to
cheapen commodities, and labonr-power as well as
all other commodities? when by reducing the cost of
producticn of labour it reduces its value in ex-
change? when by reduging the priee of food it_also
reduces the wages of labour? Yet your propertyless
proletarian is a sine qua non of capitalism. Capital,
as you have seen, ceases to be capital if it cegses to
produce profit. This profit is surplus-value—ufi-
paid labour—the result of the exploitation of the
proletarian. This exploitation is only possible with
your free, naked labourer. If he were not ‘‘free’’
he could not sell his labour foree,/and if he
were not naked of possessions he would not
sell it for a bare subsistence. ‘Thus the proletarian
is necessary to capitalism and thus eapitalism pro-
duces the proletarian which is necessary for its
existence. Thus eapital grows by what it feeds on,
and thus labour becomes poorer the more it abstains
and the more it saves.

You will thus see that not only is the poverty
of the workers essential to eapitalism but that capi-
talism maintains and intensifies this poverty so that
all the well intentioned efforts of social reformers to
mitigate its evils merely furnish capitalism with ad-
ditional weapons. Temperance, thrift, industry,
only serve to make labour an easier or more valu-
able prey to capital. If they reduee the cost of liv-
ing in any particular they but reduce the ecost of
labour to the capitalist. *Take eduecation again.

There is a growing ery for teechnical education, in |

order, it is sgid, to enable us to compete with foreign
countries. What does this mean save that in those
countries with which we are called upon to compete
education itself is being exploited, that the monop-
oly hitherto enjoyed by skilled labour has been
broken down by the spread of education, and that
skilled labour is now on the same level as unskilled?

A recognition ef these fa\ehl not only demon-
strates the fallacy of many so-called reforms, but
points the direction in which we should proceed in
order to eliminate the evils ansmg from present con-
ditions. We see that the mere cheapening of the cost
of living only tends to reduce wages and thus can-
not advantage the worker. We must, therefore, aim
at raising the standard of life rather than cheapen-
ing the cost of subsistenece. We must see that public
money is well spent rather than that taxes are re-
duced, and that the workers are provided with
better and healthier rather than cheaper dwellings,
with more wholesome, better, and more plentiful,
rather cheaper dwelli -with more, wholesome, bet-
ter, and more plentiful, rather than cheaper—and
nastier, food.

Seeing that the operation of the laws we h;ve
been considering is inexorable nnder and insepar-
able from, existing-economie eonditions, our efforts
should he directed to changing these eonditions
rather than tinkering with their eff eeh‘ to -revolu-
thnhngeonditﬁnnwhiehdinrtthenumpfpm-
guction from their proper object—thst of prodnﬁg
wealth—and which eonvert them into capital—
means of exploitation. We eannot change these con-
ditions, we cannot destroy the.- dt. mﬂp of
tbo means of ]mdne&m whltf s at the :
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More and more we are coming to recognize the fun-
damental importance of race in human affairs. . . It is
sbout the livest, most practical sibject that can engage
the attention of thinking men and women today. . ..

Especially de wo need to regard the raelul factor when
considering Europe. . . Whoever begins looking at Europe
from the racial angie is astonished at the new light thrown
upon its problems, at the apparent mysteries that are ex-
plained, at the former riddles that are solved. Europe's
seemingly tangled history grows much simpler, while pre-
sent-day conditions become more understandable—
Lothrop Stoddard, 1825.

HE raeial phobia of the last three-quarters of
. I a eentury, which has reappeared with a new
virulenee since 1916, has based much of its
dogmatism upon an appeal to psendo-history. Hence,
it is curious that the crities of this menstrosity have
rarely made a systematic appeal to the facts of sub-
stantial history to refute the contentions of writers
from Gobineau to Chamberlain and Grant. The
origing of the race myth must unquestionably’ be
sought in vestiges from the primitive aversion-com-
plex exhibited toward strangers, symbolized by the
old phrases of Jew and Gentile, and Greek and Bar-
barian. In its modern form it first took shape with
the theory of the eighteenth-century Romanticists
with respeet to the reality and the dominating im-
portance of national character as the basis and
matrix of the culture and institutions of any coun-
try. It was given a partieularly forceful statement hy
Fichte in his famous ‘‘Addresses to the (German
nation’’ in 1807-1808, where he stated that perhaps
the most precious element in the German heritage
and culture lay in the (German language or Urs-
prache. The emphasis of Fichte and others upon
the importance of language in national character
helped to produce the enthusiasm which created
the erigins of modern secientific philology in the
notable works of the brothers Grimm, Max Muller,
and others.

These philological researches stimulated interest in
the study of the languages and institutions of Eur-
ope and Asia. The establishment of a relationship
between the Eur-Asiatic languages was due primar-
ily to the work of Bopp, who. published his “‘Com-
parative Grammar’’ in 1835. During the next gen-
eration mueh important work was done in the way
of investigating the origins, migration, and affini-
ties: of these so-called ‘‘Aryan’’ languages. It soon
came to be rather commonly maintained that a
primordial Aryan race lay back of these linguistic
similarities and identities. In faet, Max Muller him-
self, though he later repudiated this position, con-
firmed this popular impression by holding that the
Aryan languages were spoken by an Aryan race,
henée supporting the current popular view eof the
identity of language and-race.

This false assumption of linguistic and racial
unity would not by itself, however, have furnished
1he basis for the racial psyehosis. What was need-
ed was a vigorous statement of the cultural supre-

4 maey and historic mission of particular races. This

inditpenuble impetus was supplied in the famous

‘‘Essay on the Inequality of the Human Races’’ by
Count Joseph Arthur de Gobineau, published in
1854. He eonﬁnded that practically all of the
worth-while of the human past had bezn
the product of the white race, and that most of these
significant eiviliﬂtinu had been specifieally the
work of the Aryan b’nneh of this snperior white
group. He also maintained that race mixture was a
highly degeueraﬁng process. After  Gobineau’s
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ing majority of all Europeans, within whatever
national boundary, weme thoroughbred Aryans. This
benign illusion was, however, soon, demolished by a
number of Germanic writers, purtlcularlyJ G. Cuno
(1871), Theodor Posche (1878), and Carl Penka
(1883). These writers preved convineingly that the
assumption of the identity between race and lan-
guage was highly fallacious. A fairly well-unified
race like the American Indians has more than a
hundred distinct stwk‘langu:xges, while obviously
different races may, due to cultural pressure and his-
torie association, speak the same language. Hence
it was apparent that not all Europeans were neces-

sarily Aryans, and from the cighties onward there
was a feverish effort on the part of writers in every
state’to prove themsclves to be the only hundred per
cent Aryans and their neighhors of inferior non-
Aryan clay.

It has frequently been held that Teutonie writers
were the only ones who suecumbed to this fanatic-

ism, but such a view is purely a produet of modern
propaganda. As an actual matter of faet, every
state had its group of writers who interpreted
national culture on the basis of racial superiority
due to the Aryan heritage, England and Franece
quite matching the Teutons in this respect. Such
interpretations not only found expression in the ob-
sessed writings of Houston Stewart Chamberlain,
Mauriee Barres, Rudyard Kipling, and other essay-
ists, but also in the nationalistic historieal literature
which held a supreme place in historical writing
until near the close of the nincteenth century, being
represented by such works as those of Droysen,
Treitschke, von Sybel, Mi¢helet, Martin, Kemble,
Stubbs, Freeman, and other writers who are only
slightly less distinguished and widely read.

The Nordie myth is but a later variant of the
Aryan myth. " There is a direct line of descent from
Gobineau to Madison Grant. Many ‘‘Gobineau so-
cieties') were founded in Germany and elsewhere in
the last half of the nineteenth century. One of Gob
ineau’s most enthusiastic disciples was a renegade
Scotchman, Houston Stewart Chamberlain, whose
‘‘Foundations of the Nineteenth Century’’ marks
the transition from Aryanism to Nordiciem in Ger-
many. His work was carried forward enthusiasti-
cally by Iadwig Woltmann. This eulogy of the
Teutonic or Nordie type was introduced into Am-
erica on the same -level by Alfred P. Schultz, an
open admirer of (Gobineau, Chamberlain, and Wolt-
mann, who published his ‘‘Race or Mongrel”’ in
1908"’. Madison Grant’s ‘‘The Passing of the Great
Race,”” which first appeared in 1916, was based upon
the assumptions of the above works, but adopted a
far more specific physical conception of the Nordic
race, abandoning the rather loese and mystical at-
titude of Chamberlain. (rant’s views have been
adopted, debased, and disseminated in such works as
Gould’s ‘“‘America: A Family Problem’’ and Burr’s
‘““America’s Race Heritage,”’ until now Mr. H. J.
Eckenrode has offered a ‘‘serious’’ interpretation

- of the American Civil War which is based primarily

upon the assumption of Nordieism.
While this racial obsession was taking its most

ECONOMIC CAUSES
" OF WAR

By PETER T. LEOKIR.

NOW READY
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vigorous form, séientists were patiently assembling
the data which were to reveal with pitiless thorough-
ness the fundamental ﬁheeuraey of all the assump-
tions whieh underlay the racial interpretation. An
American student, W. Z. Ripley, built upon the re-
searches of European seholars a eomprehensive work
on the raees of Europe, which demolished the theory
that there ever was any thing as an Aryan raee.
The term Aryan was shown to be applicable, if at
all, only to somé linguistie traits eommon to eertain
peoples of Europé¢ and Asia: Abeve all, Ripley,
Sergi and others demonstrated beyond any possible
coubt that the Teutonic peoples certainly could not
kave been of Asiatic derivation and eould not have
been the original bearers of the Aryan languages
and culture. If there is any sueh thing as a definite
Aryan language and typical Aryan institutions, it
is the consensus of the best anthropoligieal opinion
that they must have been brought into Europe by
the round-headed Alpine or Eur-Asiatic race. In
other words, the Nordies could not have been Ary-
ans. The term ‘‘IndosGermanic,”’ used as descrip-
tive of a unified race or eulture, is thus a sei~ntific
absurdity in spite of the fact that it crops out in
s0 recent an historieal work as the third volume of
“The Cambridge Medieval History.”” Indeed, it is
still in common usage among many conventional
historians, particularly Teutonic and English his-
torians. It may be regarded as roughly aeeurate to
use the term Indo’Eurbpean as broadly deseriptive
of the Alpine race. It certainly cannot be used in
any historical or scientific sense as referring to
cither the Mediterranean or the Nordie groups, and,
hence, not as deseriptive of all the leading races or
cultures of ancient India and modern Europe.

When one turns to examine, in the light of the
most ru@imentary and self-evident facts of human
history, the thesis that all the striking cultures and
eivilizations of the past have been a produet of the
Nordics, the whole structure of raecialism immedia-
tely falls te the ground. The fallacies in a Nordic
interpretation of the great culture of antiquity were
demonstrated at length in the egnvincing article of
Professor J. J. Smertenko in the Current History
Magazine for April, 1924 (®*). We here shall con-
tent ourselves with passing in review the ehief his-
toric civilizations and indicating the essentially non-
Nordic basis which underlies almost every one of
them

All the leading civilizations of Oriental antiquity
were, for practical purposes, one hundred per cent
non-Nordic. The European heritage that came
from Egypt and Western Asia, which has recently
been so forcibly and clearly deseribed by Professor
Breasted, was absolutely devoid of any Nordic foun-
dations. Further, we must revise the ordinary
notion that the arena of human civilization has been
limited to the area between the Tigris and the
Thames.. In most respeets, aside from science and
material culture, the civilizations of China and India
may well be held to be more advanced and mature
than those of the Occident. That they are of non-
Nordie derivation would scarcely need to be pointed
out even to Dr. Stoddard and Mr. Grant. The high
cicilization of the ancient Agean was likewise a
Mediterranean culture without any Nordic admix-
ture whatever. To pass on to classical times, there
was only the merest sprinkling of Nerdics in the
racial composition of ancient Greece and Italy, as
Peake, Sergi, and Guiffrida-Ruggeri have amply de-
monstrated. Certainly, the Nordic element in clas-
sieal culture, if present at all, was suﬁelently shght.
to be almest entirely negligible.

The highest culture of the Middle ACG was not
to be found in Western Europe but. h,mm‘
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VANCOUVER, B. C., JUNE 1, 1925.

A GENERAL ELECTION

as labor journalism in Vancouver, and

about one year of service as the official or-
gan of the Federated Labor Party of British Colum-
bia, the ‘‘B. C. Federationist’’ is about to become
the mouthpiece, not of any specific section of the
labor movement, but of the farmer and labor move-
ment of B. C., as a whole—without faetional bias.

The last year of existence of the ‘‘Federationist’’
has been, it is to be supposed, somewhat of a trial,
since the Federated Labor Party’s financial ability
to maintain such a paper as the ‘‘Federationist”’
as its official organ seemed improbable, and suitable
mutual terms between “The Labor Statesman,’’ offi-
cial organ of the local trades union element, and the
‘‘Federationist’’ for amalgamation have apparently
been impossible to arrange.

Lacking expected or hoped for trade union sup-
port the ‘‘Federatiomist’’ now turns to the elusive
farmers’ movement of B. C. for support—so we are
to suppese. However, even in the heyday of its full
prosperity and eirculation as the official trade union
organ in British Columbia, the ‘‘Federationist’’ has
presented a variety of points of view, and that
sometimes when the presentation—through adver-
tizements or general features—has worried its read-
ers as to whieh side of the fence it might really be
on—particularly at eleetion times.

Here and now throughout Canada there is a flut-
ter in the political doveeotes as to the likelihood of
a general eleetion. The economic salvatbiv?n of the
West is foreeast by government instruetions given to
the Railway Board to effect .as possible
equalization of freight rates—a sore point of griev-
ance among western traders and manufacturers for
many years—and all hands look upon that as a sure
indication that the Ottawa government of the day
is fishing for western support in an immediate elec
tion. That support is expected to ecome through the
interest of western trade and, as we know, parlia-
mentary representation may be forecast, in a gen-
cral way, through economie channels.

If a projected government measure offers susten-
ance and prosperity which appears feasible in any
section of the country to those who are the shining
economic Jights of that section then former political
allegiance is near the breaking point. In the present
case, however, theere is a bugaboo, and that is the in-

fantile labor party of the west.
When we saw the announcement of the projected

equalization of freight rates we had an idea that
there was a general (Federal) election at once to
come. When we saw the announcement of the
‘‘Federationist’® of their ‘‘enlarged’’ policy we be-
came sure of it. And in saying that, strange as it
may seem, we are casting no reflections upon the
Federated Labor Party of British Columbia.
We dre, of course, always ‘‘wrong.”’

! FTER sixteen years of effort in what is known

as far

“ALAB! MY POOR BROTHER!"

Here below we introduee Mr. Jacobs, M.P.,
House of Commons, Ottawa. His remarks eoncern-
ing immigration to Canada given in the House we
set forth word for word from Hansard. Whether
those peqie from London, Liverpool and Glasgow
are of the Nordie race (now famous #s the race mon-

”

opolizing all tlle vmues) or not we do not know
The Aryan, A.llme‘ Mediteyranesn, Norgdie and
“others have,'sisce the' war; outdone the Anglo-

better remain in obscurity if the following is deserip-
tive of their present supposed représentatives on
earth . —

“Mr. Jacobs: I wﬁl tell my hon. friend why. I
do not know who thoge 60,000 people are, but I will
venture to tell my hon. friend that most of those
people are from the British Isles, gentlemen who
largely do not want work. I do not say that is true
of all of them, but it is true of a very large number.
The hon. gentleman probably remembers the story
of two Englishmen on the streets of Toronto. They
were walking down Yonge street and one said to the
other: *‘I.ook how happy everybody looks in this
city.”” The other said: ‘“Why should they not be
happy?! Do we not own them?’” That is the view
the Englishman has of (‘anada. He will not work
himself; he wants the other fellow to do the work.

The men who work in this country are the men who
¢come from the continent of Europe and not' those
who come from the streets of (‘lmgow,ﬂklnwrpool
and London. They are victims of the dole. They
have never done any work or wanted to do it. They

arc wastrels, useless, and they, never should be per-
mitted to come into this country. I am speaking, of
of a certain type. The House will not, for a
think I am making an attack on the
British people. I say this is true of a certain type.
If you will analyze each and every one of these cases,
you will find that many had an opportunity to go to
‘work, but would not go. We see them in our coun-
try and in other places. Every man who comes to
this country and who is ready and willing to work,
can find work to do. That is why those people who
come from continental Europe, ignorant of our lan-
guage and of our customs, are able to find work.
They are willing to put their hands to do anything.
That is why they are a better element in the com-
munity than these whose only qualification is that
they can talk English and think they own this coun-
try.”’

eoure,
moment,

THE ISLAND STRIKE.

After a delay of eight or nine months the coal
owners of Vancouver Island have succeeded in ar-
riving at the point where they have been able to
press their hope for a bonus reduction of sixty cents
per day to the point where they consider themsel-
ves well enough stocked with coal supplies to squeeze
the miners into the usual groove of starvation #nd
defeat. Nearly a year ago the miners deelined a
similar cut but the owners were not yet ready. Now
they suppose themselves to be ready. Mainly, the
situation covers the local field in the domestie coal
trade, although the world’s coal production has its
long distance bearing.

We arc interested in the fact that after twelve
or thirteen yearg operations without any effective
union in the Vancouver eoal area the miners have
shown that they are not to be crushed without effort
in the maintenance of the wage standard. It is too
scon yet to forecast the result. If the sitnation were
to be guaged in the likelihood of success for the min-
ers from the angle of present world eoal produe-
tion and sale of coal then the outlook for the min-
ers would be dark. However, Vancouver Island
mining conditions are more fortuitously set through
geographiecal isolation and other factors strong
enough to warrant hope for a win.

THE SOCIALIST INDICTMENT.

The Socialist indietment of the Capitalist system
of industry, and the society based upon it, has four
main eounts.

History proves that, whilst national poverty may
have other causes, whenever and whatever ~the
greater part of the pepulation is divorced from the
ownership of production, even where the aggregate
population is relatively enormous, the bulk of the
people live in penury, and large numbers of them
are perpetually threatened by starvation.

In the second place, this penary and its accom-
panying ‘insecurity sre rendered more hideous and

Saxon in fame. The lost ten teibey of Isrgel had °

humilutmg by the relative comfe

ot md luxury of
the piopelotary class and by/the shameless idleness
_of som' ‘fh members;

The fom ciremmstance of Capxtalism is, how-
ever, neither the poverty of the wage-earner nor the
luxury of the property-owners, but, thirdly, the
glaring inequality in personal freedom between the
propertyless man and the member of the class that
lives by owning. . Hour by hour, day by day, year
in and year out, the two-thirds of the nation who
depend for their daily or weekly housekeeping for
caining aceess to the instruments of produetion find
themselves working under the 'orders of the rela-
tively restricted class of those who own those instru-
ments. The sanetion for the orders is not legal pun-
ishment, but, ultimately, a starvation which is sup-
posed to be optional. That is meant by the wage-
carners when they complain of ‘‘wage slavery.”’

Fourthly, the Socialist believes that the very
hasis of the capitalist system is scientifieally un-
sournt, as a means of organising the produection and
distributien ef commodities and services, and fun-
damentally ineonsistent with the spiritual advance-
ment of the race.—Sidney and Beatrice Webb.

TO OUR FRIENDLY CRITICS

press of the City of Vancouver to be
worrying itself over the activities or inac-
tivity of the Canadian Labor Party. What work has
already been done, we gather from those eomments,
might have been more effectively done, and what
has been left undone might have been dome if the
Socialist Party of Canada would jump in and lend a
hand. That being given in a just and compliment-
ary fashion our quarrelsome disposition is held
somewhat under restraint, at anyrate for the time.
Now in these eomments in the labor press to
which we refer we find some very truthful records
of the events of recent years in working class poli-
tical circles in British Columbia, besides some re-
cords otherwise that would come to no harm if
amended or rounded out to fuller explanation but,
on the whaole, their records are not in very serious
error in so far as bare events are concerned.
However, the snere record of events lacks sub-
stance if there is no effort made towards analysis of
these events. The several authors of the articles in
question are fairly well known in spite of the anony-
mity attempted in scme cases and, generally, we
find them to have been members of our own party
in past days whereby they are able to speak of our
party histery intimately. In the _case of one con-
tributor’s detail coneerning the deeline of our party
influence and importance we find no explanation
given as to why he himself left our ranks long years
ago nor why, now that he returns to working class
political activity, he does not return to the same
camp. By this we do not mean that he has no such
reason good and sufficient in his own eyes, but
simply that he does not set it forth. Up to date our
friendly critics have told us that we have been split
asunder, or that the workers who in past times paid
attention to us have now largely deserted us, and
we are left to assume that they themselves are but
following that example. There is left to us the im-
putation that so long as we persist in existing as a
working class political party, without identifica-
tion with the Canadian Labor Party, we are there-
fore frustrating eomplete working class politieal
unity—in short, a sort of red herring which may be
the means of leading the mass up a trail allegedly
too narrow to follow.

We have had within our ranks in past years
plenty of differing opinion and we have it now, but
while reasons aplenty have arisen within our own
ranks as to why we should change our policies and
why we should not, we should like to see our friend-
ly eritics eontinue their artieles setting forth the
reasons they have for being where " they are and
what they consider the impoffant’ flctorl hve

EVERY now and then we observe the labor

. eansed themtonowumme’,puiﬁo ‘ e de-
rided. In what respeet were they wrong fou.
orwmthyﬁshfwroindﬂdﬁ Like -

the Japanese schoplboy:

$ ‘l ask to w"—uﬁ.&i.
that h fln ’ :M

Mec
Marxi
agreer
his the
diliger
points
of oth
disagr
he mig
"himsel
sentat:

Fir
O) o These :

' cantili
impro
tated
tion of
a worl
a elass
forces
the wo
them
mains
interes
‘ its tot.
. surplus
m the
serviee
owning

forces,
transac
wealth.
industr
talist 1
tion ar
frequer
ates th
central
the or
perfeet
two est
wage-e;
worker
struggl
of the s
to thei
and be

This
cumula
saturat
most ¢
(8) Thi
the wor
prive t
ernmen
ever 80
suitable
social o
terial ¢

O\ 0 of whie
This

exchang

"~ Marx's
that co
few abs
present.
a priori
goods, ¢

i his day
lying p

apart O
ingenion

+ tl gym

. there is

L




luxury of

s idleness

, is, how-
er nor the
rdly, the
tween the
¢lass that
day, year
ation who
eping for
etion find
the rela-
8¢ instru-
legal pun-
ch is sup-
the wage-
very.'’
the very
eally un-
ction and
and fun-
advance-
Vebb.

the labor
r to be
. or inac-
work has
omments,
ind what
ne if the
nd lend a
npliment-
is held
the time.
press to
1 records
lass poli-
some re-
 harm if
tion but,
y serious
1.

icks sub-
\alysis of
rticles in
¢ anony-
ally, we
vn party
k of our
one eon-
ur party
tanation
ng years
ng class
he same

no such

es, but
date our

een split

nes paid

us, and
are but

the im-

ng as a

entifica-

e there-

political

may be

llegedly

. years
ow, but
ur own
ies and
friend-
rth’ the
e and

WESTERN GLARION

Page Five.

The Concept of Value

MeNey and I have disagreed on cértain points in
Marxian economics; and McNey concludes our dis-
agreement is proof that Marx’s mode of presenting
his theories is not a clear onc. Sinece Marx labored

diligently, going down into details, to make these

points clear, and since McNey and I and a multitude
of others have striven to understand them and yet
disagree, his conclusion is very well founded. But

he might well have gone one step further and asked
‘himself: ““What fundamentally is that mode of pre-
sentation?’’ That’s what I’'m going to take up here

First, what ideas was Marx trying to present?
These: (1) Modern ecapitalism developed from mer-
cantilism through. certain material causes,
improvements in the industrial arts that necessi-
tated -social production. (2) The essential condi-
tion of capitalism is the polarization of two-classes—
a working elass owning no means of production and
a class that does own those means. (3) Definite
forees regulate the quantity of wealth produced by
the working (-}ass and the quantity that accrues to
them as wages, and thereby the quantity that re-
mains as surplus for the owning class. (4) All rent,
interest and profit, all **

mainly

unearned inerement’’ is, in
its total, equal to, and entirely derived from, this
surplus; and is not a mysterious accretion acquired
m the exchange of goods or in the *
serviee.”’

rendering of
(5) This surplus is divided among the
owning class by a definite, but intricate, interplay of
forces, through the mechanism of ordinary business
transactions. (6) The consequent accumulation of
wealth, along with the constant improvement of the
industrial arts, necessitates the spread of the capi-
talist mode of production to all phases of produc-
tion and to all corners of the earth.
frequently violent,

This process,
subjugates and finally elimin-
ates the less powerful among the owning classes:
centralizes ownership into fewer hands and perfects
the organization of ownership: and renders more
perfect the polarization of ecapitalist society into its
two essential classes. (7) This exploitation of the
wage-earner provides a conflict of interest between
worker and capitalist, manifes
struggle that grows more keen 4s the development
of the system makes the workers conscious that it is
to their class interest to produce for their own tse
and benefit instead of for the capitalist’s benefit

ed by a continuous

This conflict becomes especially keen as the ac-
cumulation and eéxpansion of capital approaches its
saturation point—a condition acecompanied by al
most continuous crises throughout capitalist society
(8) This struggle will finally become a struggle of
the workers to make their own class dominant to de-
prive the capitalist class of their coercive or gov
ernmental power, replacing. it by coercive powers
over society vested in their own class through its
suitable organization, thereby establishing a new
social order whose nature is determined by the ma-
terial conditions furnished by capitalism, foremost
of whieh is efficient soeial production.

This, with the facts relating to produetion and
¢xchange voluminously ‘claborated, is what fills

~ Marx’s ponderous tomes. It is an historic process

that could surely have becn written up with very
few abstractions. But such is not Marx’s mode of
presentation. He starts’off with a highly abstract,
a priori, philosophic analysis of the exchange of
goods, and, pronto, issues the hypothesis, current. in
his day, that there is a shadowy something under-
lying price namely value. The rest of the: work,
apart from those oases, the historjeal portions, is an

ingenious elaboration of every conélusion that men-

Al gymnastics can draw from the assumption that

. there ia such a thing as Value, and that it is deter-

.~ mined by socially necessary labor. In that, Marx's
| ‘mode of presentation, with which McNey finds
: t.ult ia, at_hottom, thc rery pomt at issue, namely

N By F. W. THOMPSON

the concept of value. 1 started this diseussion by
contending and, I think, proving that the concept
of value is ‘‘an unnecessary, metaphysieal eoncept.’’
The matter in Marx’s works could have been, pre-
sented without using the eoncept of vaue at all.
This eoneept of value has been mistaken almost con-
stantly for the substance of Marxism when, in faet,
it is but the clothes that body of ideas wears on the
‘more academie occasions. MeNey brushes my con-
tention that the concept of value is
aside

metaphysical
; and says never a word on the more import-
ant contention that it is unnecessary—but concedes
it, without realizing it, by finding
mode of presentation

What is there about this concept of value that

makes it a poor mode of presentation, a hindrance
to economie science?

fault with Marx’s

Value is a eriterion or stand-
ard by which we compare things, to be listed along

with sueh eriteria as mass, beauty,

truth,
These criteria are very important for
all reasoning is at bottom a comparison of things,
and to be compared things must be measurable and
commensurable. The progress of seience is mark-
cd by the introduction of exaet measures for every
aspeet of the physical world we live in; and these
neasures arve an indispensable condition to modern
scienee.  On the other hand, such ecriteria as ‘‘the
good, the true, the beautiful’‘ cannot be listed as
scientifie despite their importance Why? Beeause
they are not capable of exaet measurement. And
why?! Because they are subjective, dependent on
viewpoint, while all scientifie standards are strictly
objective.

volume,
duration, ete.

The concept of value cannot be a secientifie erit-

erion unless it is strictly objeotive, and it certain,

isn’t. As conceived by the utilitarians it is admitted
to be a subjective consideration. The labor theory
that makes the value of goods due to the difficulty of
producing or acquiring them, is elearly subjective.
Marx polished this concept a bit by the restriction
‘“‘socially necessary human labor’’—a vague term
that covers a multitude of things (ef. Capital vol. I,
p. 120).. But how can a bit of polishing change a
subjective criterion into an objeetive one? If a bee
were a Marxist it would value honey ac cording to
the socially necessary bee labor required for its pro-
duetion; but the human Marxist values honey ac-
cording to the human labor re quired to steal it from
the bee—for obvious subjective reasons. But it must
be admitted that the necessary bee labor affects price
tnrough, and only through, its effeet on the quantity
of honey produced and on the cost of producing it.
The labor of a mule is no more a value determining
factor than is the work of a gasoline tractor; but
the labor of its wage-slave skinner is held to be a
peculiar ‘‘value-determining substanee’’ for all he is
as much an enslaved animal as the mule and as
thoroughly exploited as the bee; and the capitalist
appropriafes his labor along with the mules just as
the farmer appropriates the bee’s honey. And what
becomes of the objectivity of the labor concept of
value in a predatory society?! Did pirate peoples
value different goods aeéording to how hard it was
to produce them, or according to how hard it was to
get them? And does human labor have any further
c¢ffect on prices in the present predatory system
than the labor of other exploited animals—ie. any
further effect than that caused by its effect on the
quantity of different goods produced and on the
cost of producing them?! The answer is—and
Marx gives it—‘‘No.”’ ¥ ;

The conelusion is that the criterion of values is
subjective and heuge a hindrance to eeonomic
science—a hindrance that has frittered away many
a proletzarian’s thought on uscless mental gymnas-
tics—a hindranee that has stepped the working eclass
from developing dn economic science serviceable as
a guide to its activities.

+ diminished to the end of capitalist time.

What is Capltal

By M AR}\ STARR

'If you give a Scotsman a drink, that is Capital ;
to get him to give you one, that is Labor.”’ Thus the
comedian on a difference.

But aecording to the late Lord Leverhulme,
‘“Adam’s spade was his&‘capital o

Sis Hugh Bell, the coal and iron master, has a
similar notion, for he insists that the man who prac-
tised abstinenee from immediate satisfaction and
shaped the first flint was the first eapitalist.

The little ““Pay-Day Talks’’ distributed by the
employers urge that *‘Capital is money usefully em-
ployed.”” Lady Astor has bubbled nonsense about
the capitalist saving us'from the ‘‘dark wild road.”’

Lord Birkenhead has repeated the assertion that
capital is savings.

“'One-room,” ““Dole-for-Bad-employers’’ Alf told
the House of Commons in the debate on Socialism
that ““the shovel of an agricultural laborer, the tools
of a fitter or a carpenter are eapital.”’
definitions are defences of the
right of the capitalist to continue his rule, and they
try to rally the short-sighted frugal Workers, blind
to any larger good, because
capital, “‘their little all.”’

Capital is however essentially different from sav-
production. Both can become
capital, as a sewing needle ean become a death deal-
ing instrument.

Obviously these

of their endangered

ings and means of

But it is not a matter of argument—it is a mat-
ter of arithmetie to prove that a man cannot become
rich by his own efforts. Adam if he had saved £3
a week for 50 weeks a year during 6,000 years would
still have £100,000 to colleet before he ()wn('d one
solitary million.

One orthodox professor, Hadley, is fmnk enough
about the start of capital, for he says that ‘capital
originated in robbery,”” which is unkind to those
thrifty and bainy ones of the Leverhulme-Bell fancy.

Even if we granted an initial honest aequirement,
there is a vital difference between meney put away
in a stocking and money used to buy shares which
yield the interest year by year, and still remains un-
An idiot
sufficient

e

Capital implies demand over Labor and its ex-
ploitation. The would-be capitalist who shipped his
means of production and workpeople to a virgin
country found that out when they deserted him to
start on their own.

or an infant ean be a capitalist if left

shares.

Just as a stick cannot exist without two ends, so
capital is impossible without a working class foreed
to sell its labor-power in order to live.

In the sense that the dead hand of past accumu-
lated wealth will be lifted from the shoulders of
living labor, we hope to destroy capital and its integ
ral exploitation.

As for ‘““destroying’’ it in the ordinary sense—
well, in Germany they destroyed ilie relation of mon-
arch and subjeet without hurting a Hohenzollern
hair. The present relation of capital and labor
can also be abolished without hurting one spindle or
one locomotive.

Money will not be able to become capital any
longer. Out of the product will be sét aside the
funds nceded to rebuild and extend the means of
production used for exploitation no more. Social
needs will rule instead of profit considerations.

A DANIEL COME TO JUDGMENT

“It is quite true that the land monopoly is not
the only monopoly which exists, but it is by far
the greatest of monopolies—it is a perpetnal mon-
oply. It is quite true that unearned inerements in
land are not the only form of unearned o rundeser-
ved profit which individuals are able to secure; but
it is the principal form of unearned increment
which is derived from processes which are not

beneficial, but which are posnively detrineth to

the general public.

Rt. Hon. Winston Churehill, Bdinbm'cll, lm J‘b
1909.
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A tragedy in threaf acts, bemg t,é 1851-1

nual report on progre

prinees of the infe

planets Venus, Earth&and Mars. &
Dnﬁptls Personse

Satan, King of tba infernal regions.

Beelzebub, Prmee of devils.

Madame Caplt&l‘ daughter of Pluto.

Mr. Reactionary,: an alias of Beelzebub.

Mr. and Mrs. Thust, rclations of Madame Capital.

Miss Credit, danghter of Mephisto.

Midas, whose touch turns everything into gold.

Mr. Ed. U. Kashion, the intermundane wisard

of educational jugglery

Miss Kashion, his sister, who is powerful in the

educational cireles of the nether world.

Archbishop Churchianity, primate of the wuni-

verse and diabelical moulder of 0(-clesia.s
tical thought.

Miss Churchianity, his d: mghtor cousin of Beel-

zebub.

Madame Eve O’Bution, who hurls her annth(‘mas

at the whole crowd.
i Act: 1. Scene 1.

Satan, addressing the princes of Hell.

Your Royal Highnesses, ladies and gentlemen, on
rising to present you:with the report on progress
concerning the~temptations of men for the years
1815-16 1 have great pleasure in announcing the fact
that in it is reecorded the most phenomenal success
of our numerous ipfernal organizations situated re-
spectively on the planets Venus and Mars (we ghall
refer *» Earth later) so that with machine guns,
poison gas, Hquid flames and disease germs, men
did periodieally slaughter:their fellows by the mil-
lion to our great and endless amuscment; also; that
various foul and loathsome diseases, which were un-
iversally prevalent hitherto, have within thé last
five years imereased 40%, and that,,.evndontb ow-
ing to your.unexempled ability in leading men
astray; furthermore, that apart from these misfor-
tunes, the cireumstanees attending their daily round
of toil, have forced a state of misery and wr(tch-
edness that is well calculated to retard the normal
evolution of,the race. We all know that there are
myriads of garecorded instances of penury and star-
vation direefly attributgble to anarchy in produe-
tion, of which you are the patron deities; yet I warn
you that our day is fast drawing to a close, and that
if these crazy humans get to understand the poten-
tial benefits involved in international brotherhood,
our game will straightway be ended. Therefore, you
will make most of your time and delay that dread-
ful possibility by every means in your power. When

. you have done this, it will be diabolically impessible

to do more.

There is, however, one section of the solar system
whose tempter has not furnished those thrills that up
to the present have been characteristic of "his past
operations: his deviltries have become monotonous,
stale, flat, and unprofitable. There is no doubt that
innocent young fiends just imported by St. Peter,
might be tempted to laugh at the screams of burn-
ing v1et.1m~; of Central Afriecan witeh-doctors, or smile
at the' crude attempts of wholesale homicide in the
Napoleonic wars. They might even enjoy the path-
etic sight of a few thousand women champions of
nationalism Bweeping their weary hours away be-

cause’ lheu' ‘sons and husbands were killed n vin-°

dieating the principles that their wives and moth-
ers advoeaté& There is a certain amount of‘attn.e—
tion for them in asssssinations, intrigues, mbom-
tmns*unnatnml viees, or politieal charlatanry but
you d! mw tln such trifling offences pall on ex-

d are ouly fit amusement for aur
mle mmd.-nuhﬁnbi m

. by batnn at the congress of
reglong suhﬁﬂmry to the.

: mZemew with Mhdame Capﬁll

time to look to ‘reputation lest, peradvengure,
it be our disagreeable:duty to appoint a more wérthy
specimen of a damned soul to thy place?
Beelzebub : Sire, the homogeity of my deviltry on
Terra over:so long & period,-has not been altogether
satisfactory even to myself: indeed, I had already
begun to be tired of watching the wretched anties
of burning witches and dying warriors; to such an
extent was this the case that I have already planned

the introduetion of a system of race torture that for

remorseless and relentless persecution is bound to
please the most fastidious imp that ever breathes the
flames of hell. But, blast it all, Your Highness, I
cannot resist the logical conclusion that if I put it
in foree, we shall, a8 our Shakespeare used to say,
‘‘oat hoist with our own petard;’’ nevertheless, I
am inclined to trust to chance to kill its good, and
foster its had effect since, in ‘the evil involved, we
—shall have a couple of centuries, more or less, of
diversion that will make our oldest torturers, whom
long use has rendered nonchalant, once more exper-
ience that old-time joy in life; once mére make the
welkin ring with roars of Mephistophelean laughter.

Satan: Art thou surc Beelzebub that too mueh
heat hath not undmnly expanded thy brain—Of
what nature is this race torture?

Beelzebub: It will, Your Highness, be inflicted
by a woman with whom I am madly infatueted,
Madame -Capital by name, although, to tell the
truth my affections are not reciprocated. She loves,

in a very materialistic way, one Mammon, who is to

me a very dear friend; therefore, I am not jealous.
It is a case of the eternal triangle, with this differ-
ence, that each one ean indulge his or her passion
without in the least being eonscious of any offence
to the other.

Satan: Has this lady passed over the Styx, or
is she still on Terra?

Beelzebub: That’s just it, Your Highness, She’s a
Terrestrian, and therefore only a ehild, although a
very apt child in what on Terra they call “commit-
ting sin.”’ “That is to me her chief attraction. I shall
be enraptured with her acts merely with what I can

/tempt her to do to her fellow humans.

The object of her love, on the other hand is a
real personage—a world-famed regal procurer by
the name of Mammon to whom millions of the human
race will sell their souls and prostitute their individ-
ualities until all are debased sufficiently to tolerate
the presidency of my sweetheart as a grand Madame
in the tenderloin environment of a mechanical world.

Satan: Ha, ha, ha, h-a-a-a-a-a-a-a—I get you. The
word ‘‘mechanical’’ is intensely expressive, you
fiery old fossill. It was just such a system that was
incidental to the marwelous success of the diabol-
ical operations on Mars and Venus referred to in my
opening address. There i8 danger to it,'as you say,
but keep the people eeonomically ignorant; keep
them intervsted in Latin or Greek; in history es-
pecially—history that is a defication*of kings and
generals. Get books on political economy written,
bit make them as inexplicable as a Chinese puzzle
and you have a basis for cyeles of the most inter-
-esting fiend-craft imagimble (Exit ‘Satan and
princes)

Beelzebub (alone) Well, well, well, I certainly.

made & hit that time+~‘‘a very palable hit’’ as my
cld friend Shakespeare. mod to say. I'must now hie
hence ‘and indulge my fiendish 1onging for an

Act L Seenc 2
Exit Bee!xebnb who nexg lw

Moﬂ the
'%x mw; °‘ﬁ‘

Ma.dama Clpihh 0]! l detest ﬂiut talkative
W ()mml

Reactionary: How delighﬂnl! 80 Q L She’sa
dangerous person, well: knoml and fesred by our’
comrades on Mars and Venus, She not only implrea
capitalists to introduce machinery on a large seale
hut fills the workers on these machines with the
idea that to avoid anarchy in production they niust

i eventually own them. She demonstrates (078 thth'

satisfaction that eompetition, which is inevitable and
incessant, must eventually thrust the ownership of
the earth ito the hands of a few monopolists.
Fhis, she continues, ought to be the grand con-
dition looked forward to by capitalists and social-
ists alike: ‘‘for,” says she, ‘“‘on the day that the
wealth of the world is concentrated in suffietently

few hands to induce universal hardships through un- ~

employment, or to constitute a constant menaee of
disasterous war, the hour has struck for the birth
of the new social order.’”’

Thus did Madame Eve O’Lution analyse the fut-
ure of capitalism, and I cannot, without stultifying
my powers of reasoning, deny the scientific value of
lier statements.

Do you know that industry gets developed,
and ever-larger trusts emerge from the process, that
labour must necessarily become socialized? ‘Po you
know that the skilled mechaniec must be reduced to
the level of the common labourer?

Do you know that the term ‘‘common labourer
must necessarily embrace women and children who
can atte#d to certain kinds of maechinery just as effi-
ciently as the strongest men?

And, lastly, do you know that the whole class of
laborers will be reduced\by the necessity of mech-
‘anical development, to one common level of social
importance? They are, even now, awakening to a
consciousness of their class position in society. It is
up to us to use every means in our power to keep
them in the dreamland of fancy which has been
their heritage for generations.

Miss Capital: But how can we work such a mir-
acle!

Reactionary : Oh, that's'easy. Get more complete
control of the sehools, the pulpit, and the press, and
the world will be ours for a long time to eome. No
institution ean exist now-a-days without money, and
our class, Miss Capital, knows no scarcity of that.

Miss Capital : Mr. Reactionary, you are a genius.
The logie of the situation will appeal to the whole
commercial world.

4 ’ Act IL

Afternoon tea at the bishop's palace, seated in
the drawingroom are: Mr. and Mrs. Trust, Miss Cap-
ital, Mr. Reactionary, Mr. Ed. U. Kashion, Bishop
Churehianity and Miss Credit.

Miss Capital addressing Mr. Trust, talking about
the feeling of separateness that is beginning to -ev-
ince itself amongst factory hands; this ‘‘elass eon-
seiousness’’ as the Reds are in the habit of putting ;
ft, is a mental disease due to suggestions from the:
radieal clement that is present in small numbers in’

all factories. We must save the people from insidi-
ous-doctrines of that king, and there is only one " *°

way we can save them: We must inﬂnenae them
mmtally, just as the Reds do.

. Mr. Trust: Bntmrelyvcoweithth“ﬁwtion‘
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The nma.p‘worung $ach Wil hore to do oo
muetive work for its ovm bemﬂt npd for its own

- plan. %5 e

\

_This' historie phn, though still extremely imperfect
lngl muddled, will eonnect all parts and particles of
- the worl;! all its ins ond outs, by the unity of a vast
sreative coneeption. ,
" All our separate and mighty problems Soviet
retail trade included—are part of the geheral plan
which will enable the ruling working class to over-
come its eeonomi:: weakness and lack of culture.

In dealing with the vast problems rising every
day our economically inexperienced working-class
will have to hold a plastic point of view, here stand-
ing on the principles of Socialism, there fighting ifs-
battles, oecasionally retreating in order to rec(;up,
on certain oceasions even temporarily yielding
onc or two; always keeping in mind that the ul-
{imate goal can only be reached through a series of
forward marches, being prepared to fall back for
strategic reasons.

Lenin’s Program

" This is the mear‘xing of the now famous new ec-
onomic poliey introduced by Lenin during the lat-
ter part of his administration.

Amid all the ups and downs, amid all the errors
and re\trents, amid all the intricacies of the new ec-

onomic policy, the Soviét republic will earry its plan
educating the young generation of Russia in the
spirit of it, teaching everyone to co-ordinate their pri-
vate aims with the one problem of all, which may

ane day call on them to sew on a Soviet button and :

the next—meet death fearlessly under the banner of
Communism.

I have been called a heretic because I demanded
serious and thorough training for our young people
to save them from the great defect of the present
generalitics, constantly repeating the old songs

“which we had to sing before the resolution instead
of searching,aftcr kuowledge. and skill, in order to
serve a commopn purpose that would be grasped by
everyone—work and ereaté.

Now, what were these views which brought about

my withdrawal from
affairs of Russia?

active participation in the
It was not on the Soviet aims that we disagreed.
It was on queauon of methods. What were these

. methods?

In the pre-rcvolunonaty days, and even during -

_the early days of the government, it was necessary
to harp on polmea and political propaganda. Poli-
tics then was @ means to an end. Party literature

- and party propaganda were all eonducted through'

* politics, for politics ruléd éverything.

But there came a time in the life of the saccess-
ful Soviet republic when it was necessary to fulfill
-some of the aspirations so widely talked about be-
fore the revolntion: :We had power, we had the

mighty maehinu’:pl mnniuﬁon, and we had the
governmen :

I minttined tlnt in 1tl$netica1 realization, the
revolution: lnd drifted to all sorts of problems.

There was the problem of finances; the problem
of repdrhl; bridges; the problem of teachmg people
how to read and write ; of Jowering the cést of boots
in Soviet factories; fighting against filth; catehing
thieves; installing electrie power in country dis-
tricts; how to sew on Soviet buttons, @nd instruet-
ing people on the necessity of taking weekly baths.

In other words, I adveeated that we talk a little
less and do a little more work, because now that the
revolution was a reality its security lay in hard work
and acquisition of culture.

THE RACE MYTH CRUMBLES

' (Continued from page 3)

orn Africa and Spain. The contrary view has be-
come popular solely beeause of the grotesquely mis-
leading nature of our conventional textbooks\on
medieval history, which econcentrate their attention,
almost without exception, upon the Christian cul-
ture of Northwestern Europe during the medieval
period. The Moslem culture was, of course, entirely
non-Nerdic, and there was but a small Nordie min-
ority among the peoples that maintained the Byzan-
tine culture to the final conquest by the Turks in the
middle of the fifteenth century. Even the eiviliza-
tion and institutions of medieval Europe in the West,
as Jullian, Fustel, and others have proved during
the last generation, took their departure, not from
the erude and primitive Teutonic institutions of the
Joths or Franks, but rather from the Nordic sppro-
priation and assimilntio(gf the Gallo-Romanie cul-
ture of Italy and Roman Gaul. Even in a political
and military sense no strong case can be made far.
Nordic supremacy during the medieval period. The
strongest national monarchies of the Middle Ages
were those of France and England, while the Holy
Roman Empire remained throughout the medieval
era a loose and weak organization. We now know
{hat medieval France was predominantly non-Nor-
dic. and that the non-Nordie element was certainly
as large as the Nordie in medieval England, which
was not ‘‘swept clean’’ of the Celts during the Ger-
manic invasions. ¥ )

The faets of history constitute more of an indic-
ment of the political ability of the Nordies than a
demonstration of their unusual eapacity in this field.
The most striking political orgapizations of early
modern Europe were the despotisms of Spain and
Bourbon France, while the Central European and
Secandinavian ecountries remained politieally back-
ward and loosely organized. The Germanic states
continued as the ‘‘weak sister’’ in the political fam-
ily of Eurepe down to the period of Bismarck’s
statesmanship following 1860. If one were to accept
for a minute the thesis of the racial determination in
politics, European higtory since the fall of the
Romnn'Emplre would constitute about as effective
a ease as one could hope to erect for the relative pol-
mul incapaeity of these very Nordics, whose unique
political force and subtlety has been argued by the
whole school of writers from . Droysen and the
Maurers to Stabbs, Freeman, ‘Fiske, Herbert Bax-
ter Adams. and Burgess. Of course, the sane histor-
tan will disregard the racial interpretation of polit-
ical history as a whole, and understand that, in all
probability, the political backwardness of Germany
was caused by certain apecxﬁe historical situations

- and aecidents of an eeclesmst,lcal., geographic, and

nnd our own country the
.llnlm. of the Nordie obses-

ml'

It wu'

myﬂl &mtendod that the best in thé Anglo-Saxbn

. political genius Hkewise leit the DBritish Isles during

the period of the eolonigation of America. It can.
to fruition in the township government of New Eng-
land and, on a larger seale, in the Federal Bepnbhc
established in 1787. The rescarches of physieal an-
thropologists. and eultural historians have demon-
strated beth the raeial and institutional fallaci

this theory- England, after the Germanie conquests,
remained eertainly as mueh non-Nordic as Nordie.
The United States has beem from the colonial period
a most mixed population. Finally, most of the in-
stitutions which are looked upon as primarily
“Anglo-Saxon’’ in few cases derived from
(termany at all, but have been the result of the in-
teraction of various historie forces and situations
more or less uniquely English or American.

were

It is scarcely necessary to call attention to the
manner in which the demonstrable racial mixture in
the historie nations of Europe rules out as utterly
impossible the thesis of the racial determination of
European history. Even if we were to grant, for
cxample, that the culture of Germany or the eudture
of Franee is unique and the produet of a dLﬁmto ;
racial basis, shall we assign this culture, in the cafe’
of Franeé to the Nordies of the Northeast, the Al-
pines of the Central portion, or the Medlters'anenns
of the South; or, in the case of Germany, is her cul-
ture primarily the product of the Nordies in the
North or the Alpines in the South? That there is
no basis whatever for the assumption of Jewish rac-
ial unity or purity to give aid and comfort to either
Zionists or anti-Semites was admirably shown by
Professor Roland B. Dixon in the article which he
contributed a eouple of years back to The Nation’s
series on the Jewish problem. Even if we could
feel sure. which we certainly cannot, that there is any
important relationship between race and culture, the
hopeless mixture of European races since the Neo-
lithic period would, then, most assuredly brand as
nonsense any attempt at a racial interpretation of
the history of the various European states. This
fact can probably best be driven home by a concrete
illugtration. There is no better one than the follow-
ing summary by Karl Pearson of the racial heredity
of Charles Darwin, long pointed to as physically and
mentally a typical Englishman:

He is deseended in four different lines from Irish
kinglets; he is descended in as many lines from
Seottish and Pictish kings. He has Manx blood.
He claims descent in at least three lines from Alfred
the Great, and so links up with Anglo-Saxon blood, ’
but he links up also in several lines with Charle-
magne and Yhe Carlovingians. He sprang also from
the Saxon. emperors of Germany, as well as from
Barbarossa and the Hohenstaufens. He had Nor-
wegian blood and much Norman blood. He had de-
dukes of Bavaria, of Saxony, of
and the kings of

scent from the
1"laml«~rs. the prinees of Savoy,

Ttaly . had the blood in his veins of Franks.
\lamnw \lumm;:nn\ Burgundians, and Long()-
bards. He sprang in direet descent from the Hun

rulers of Hungary and the Greek emperors of Con-
If T recollect rightly, Ivan the Terrible
provides a Russian link. There is probably not one
of the races of Europe concerned in folk-wander-
ings whieh has not had a share in the aneestry of
Charles Darwin. If it has been possible in the case
of one Englishman of this kind to show in a eonsid-
crable number of lines how impure is his race, can
we venture to assert that if the like knowledge were
possible of attainment, we could expeet greater
purity of blood in any of his countrymen?

—The Natio‘l’x (N. Y.)

MANIFESTO
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ta'do is to try and
Mr Trust: But Ié\demtmd th.pfe those -

tho cﬂitor ‘3

are sensitive and prv_‘d and dislike béng dlctuM to

by mere businmmen. ;

Miss Capital: Quite 0, Mr. 'l‘qi-t but it is 'not
really a matter of tﬁctanon but eather of commer-
cial life or death. Ko cditer could cxpect a man to
continue advertising in a paper that carried adverse
critieism of his product; moreever, the profits '6f a
paper come almost wholly from the advertlsements
and even an editor as such, eannot exist w1thout*pto-
fits. An editor, therefore, must cat out of our hands.
I don’t consider him in the least bit formidable,

Mr. Trust: The truth of your remarks are self-
evident. I can see we need not worry abeut the edi-
tors, but we still necd the suport of our schools and
colleges. Perhaps, Mr. Kashion would give us his
opinion on-the subject.

Mr. Ed. U. Kashion: Well, to tell you the truth,
in speaking for the edueators in general: that is'for
the immense throng of Terrestrians whose mental

outlook under Beélzebub I am supposed to saper-
vise, I might say that ncarly all of them from the

University professor to the nursery governess im-

agine quite falsely, like the great majority of their
fellow-citizens, that they are living in an atmos-
phere of freedom nofwithstanding the fact that they
have absolutely nothing to sayin determining the at-
titude that institutions of learning should adopt to-
wards the state ashools are necessarily capitalistic
institutions just a8 they used to be feudalistie and
will, in the future, be socialistic. .

The selections of our educators for positions of
responsibility is‘directly or indirectly in the hands
of the wealthy. It is, for instance, no uncommon
occurrenee, at least in that part of the earth ealed
the new werld, to see the executive heads of the
school systeln come and go ‘with the changing for-
tunes of the bourgeoisie politicat parties which are
themselmgpemmed to power by means of & gener-
ous snpph‘d campaign funds. How often do we
see men the well-known Professor Gearing
forced to relinquish his duties at a series of univer-
sities on aesount of his logical, if somewhat radical
views on lnjernanonal relations: indeed there is no
need tu aeeept or retain the services of a teacher
who does net.appreciate the hlessings of our glori-
ous civilization. Is that not so Your Lordship!?

Bishop Churchianity : The word ‘‘blessings’’ Mr.
Kashion, is well chosen and highly suggestive. -

I am delighted to be associated with so loyal a
champion of our eivilization. Loyalty is a. peril of
great price now-a-days. 1 remember the timé when
a youth did actually submit heimself ‘“‘lowly and
reverently to all his betters’’: as a matter of fact he
does so today, but not in so lowly and reverent a
manner. The same betters somewhat modified,-of
course, exist, but we find it eonvenient in the face of
the growing development of class conscipusness
amongst the poor, to conceal the fact: mereover,
Providence, in his unbounded mercy has provided
for the submission of the lowly by the creation of
a law ealled ‘“ Econemic Necessity’’ whose beneficent
effect may be noted everywhere in mereifully re-
stnmmthemmhofthemmwhgnthcytry
to wabder w: across the metaphorieal rubi-
con that it has pleased the Almighty, in his infinite
" ‘wisdom' to bﬂow‘&e pillars of society representing
the poweuqhehmd the sehools, the pulpit, and the
press, to erect aronnd them. . The influenee . of these

menimmmwud mththnt!aetup—
M»n«uery mmwhy we

" Bditor Clarfon:

I considered our d!scusm re tactics to he ﬂnllhod
three months ago, h_qz motice in-‘the last issue of the Clar
jon that J. H., indulges in some futtle sharp shooting in
order to resucitate ‘the argument. His attdémpt is hope-
less. There is too much demand for real work in the re-
vointlonary movement for me to dissipate my energy ex-
(-‘1angng compliments with one who has neither the ten'r
erity o debate nor thq common sense to keep quiet whén
he na% nothing to say.

b H.'s last comtribution is surely a convincing ex-
ample of intelleetual, deterioration. Scarcely a statement
worthy of attention fn the whole article. He rants about
my reference to the Prime Ministers of Britain, and thinks
he has scored a point when he discovers that Lords Bute
and North preceded the machine age. What if they did?
My explanation could utilize the names of RusseHd, Derby,
Pcel, etc., just as well us the ones mentioned. It was an
illustration to make plain the fact that all O them repre-

sented certain definite ruling elass interests in much the
same way as Lloyd (eorge and Ramsay MacDonald.

J. H’s superficial injection anent what Palmerston
sald to Victoria, or what Victoria said to Palmerston, or
what both of these worthies said to Mrs. Grundy is of no
interest to me. It. might find a responsive chord in
“Felix Penne,” or a fifth grade school boy, bnt has little

‘importance to a student of history.

His reiteration of the revolutionary character of 8.
P. of C. propaganda can be taken for what it is worth.
1 have it on good authority that the 8. P. of C. conducts
nothing in the pature of either lectures or classes in Van-
couver, at present, or for a long time past. The publica-
tion of the Clarion onee a month appears to be the chief
ifem of propaganda left. As to the clarity of the Clarion
I mill leave that to the judgment and conclusion of our
readers.

This discussion i8 now closed so far as [ am concerned.
There is much more profitable material to be attended to.
Our case for a continuation of the old 8. P. of C. policy

" has been presented in all essential phases. Comrades

“R.,” Lestor, “F. C..” Inglis and others have greatly assist-
ed in making clear the issue to Clarion readers. This is

all we can ¢lo at present.
Yours for Socialism,
J. A. McDonald.

San Francisee, Calil.

HERE AND NOW

Pollowing $1 each: D. MacLeod, E. Simpson, A.

Manson, Alex. Shepherd, K, Macleod, P. J. Hunt, H.  Ancient Soetety.
Capitalist Production (First Nine and 32 Chapters

A. Gilehrist.

Following $2 each: J. Pedley, E. Antijuntti, R.
Heilingher.

Jaek Shepherd $4.

Above, Clarion subs. received from May 1 to 31,
inclusive, total $17.

CLARION MAINTENANCE FUND

We, the Socialist Party of Canada sfirm our alleg-
ueoto,ndmctofmnhdplundm

of the fevelutionary working class.

Labor, applied to natural resources, produces all
wealth. The present economic stystem -is based mpea
capitalist Qwnership of the means of production; Sonse-
q‘ﬁt!y.l“thowohﬂlo!ltborhlouhthml-
ist class. The capitalist is, therefore, mastar; the

worker a alave.

So long as the capitalist class remains in posseasien
of the reins of government all the powers of the State
will be used to protect and defend its property rights ia
th emeans of wealth production and its contrel 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 degradatiom.

The interest of the working class lies in setting
itself free from capitalist exploitation by the abolitien
of the wage system, under which this exploftatica, at

the point of production, is

this necessitates the transformation of capitalist pre-
perty in the mesns of wealth production into socially

tontrolled "sconomic forces.
The irrepressible conflict

capitalist and the worker necessarily expresses Ituu

as a struggle for political
Class Struggle.

Thereforé we call upon all workers to organise un-
der the banner of the Socislist Party of Canada, with
the cbject of conquering the political’ powers for the

purpose of setting up and

programme of the working ciass, as follows:
1—The transformation, as rapidly as possible,
of eapitalist mpcrty in the means of

jes, mills, nnro.d:. etc.) into oollective
means of production.
32—The organization and management of indue-
try by the working class.
.—mmLuMuMﬂs
of production for use instead of productien

fer profit.

~ \ . e,
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