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CHIEF obstacle to the disinterested pursuit
of the social sciences is the vital, not to say
inflammatory, matter they eontain. The
fundamental institutions of society are hedged with
a mysterious sanctity that forbids the serutiny of

Teason. ‘

Religion, group loyalty er patriotism, property,
the family, and eertain concepts of personal moral-
ity, not merely surround themselves with taboos, but
emit passionate fumes to blind the sight and eonfuse

the brain of frivolous scrutineers. The case of re-

ligion is notorious. No truly religious person will
submit his deity or his worship to eold tests of the
intelleet.  Industrious anthropologists may track
each of his holy rites back to its origins in sympath-
etie or imitative magic. But they will not eradicate

‘entirely the ‘‘superstitious’’ sentiment attaching to

this magie, and to the primitive ‘‘ Weltanchauung’’ of
which it was a part. But the most eonclusive testi-

“mony to the difficulty of a scientific study of religion

is. not the emotional bias of the believer, but the
counter-bias of the unfeliever, the odium anti theol-
ogicmn 80 conspicuous in professing ‘‘rationalists.”’

(3 ) _escape from Dmmd&ouenhﬁc" treatment.

sanctities stamped by early association upon the ten-

_der mind ean only be achieved by an emotional strug-

gle in which the combative instinet is engaged so
strongly as to leave behind a sentiment of hostility
and disgust, often intensified in passionale natures
by well-founded fear lest the emotional escape be in-
complete. Students of comparative religion, or of
the higher eriticism, will be well aware of the havoe
made in the application of laws of evidence to mat-
ter laden with such passionate appeal

But even more gignifieant is the sentiment of
sanctity when its veneration and taboos are applied
to the concepts of eountry, property, or sex. The
moral and legal supports of these coneepts, and of

- the obligations they impose on conduet, are termed

appropriately ‘‘sanctions.” For into each of them
is carried the same sentiment of awe or mysterious
veneration that is realized with fulleer conselousness
in religious ceremonial and beliefs. :

* - In order to exploit more advantageously this

_ sentiment,
- eare the divinity that doth hedge a king, or, when

poiitied practitioners cultivate with

personal government has dwindled or been dis-

* placed, the close linkage of ‘“God-and Country.”

'ﬂle elaboration of symbolic ritual i salutation of
ﬂll. national holy-days, patriotic hymns and
and the running of history into senti-

mental moulds of national heroism, for the educa-

hotoﬁrehﬂdnn,ia-mi-eoudomendeawr

divert to patriotic purposes the fund of supersti-
Tiberated for this work by the weskening of

s attachments. Where powerful religious
ninmmtheyunberdhedronndthe
ththortheholyFttheﬂand

—_—— e
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science Even when they
out of their hiding places, or restored from
the ‘‘scientific’’ treatment ac-
corded them is everywhere liable to the subjeetive
valuations of historians or seientists who ecannot
wholly divest their minds of personal sentiments.
The best, because the most truthful, histories are
those which make no attempt to conceal these nee-
essary biases. The pretence to a strietly scienti-
fic impartiality is both false and foolish. For the
human sympathy involved in the perception, inter-
pretation and valuation of events, aets, and char-
acters s mneompatible with the impartial attitude
that is claimed. This is net uncommonly admitted
as preeluding a reliable history of very recent af-
fairs. But it is applieable in a2 more or less de-
gree to the treatment of remote events, which ean-
the back-stroke of a selection and valu-
ation governed by the curremt ideas and feelings
of today. Though the ‘‘politieal scientist’’ may dis-
tinguish his ealling from that of the historian, he

are laboriously

defacement,

not escape

ean hardly esecape-the legaey of defeets in histor-~

whiech must form the staple of his

=

ical reeords

But not only are ‘““my country,” its King, its
Constitution. sacred. The fundamental  institu-
tions of its legal and soeial order are also sacred.
Property is peeuliarly saero sanet. It is hedged
with legal, intelleetual, and moral sanctions which
make it more dangerous and more wicked to tam-
per with its foundations than with those of any
other .institution. The genuinely religious awe at-
taching to®the property concept eould not be bet-
ter illustrated than in the shiver that ran down the
hackbone of all good citizens the world over at the
revelations of Bolshevism in Russia. It was not the
cruelty and bloodshed, the foreible autoecracy, or
even the eollapse of industry, with its accompany-
ing abherrenee. It was the sudden raking up from
the embers of a dateless past of the horror of ‘“the
unclean thing.”” The other feelings of pity and
resentment entered in but as accessories to this cen-
tral rush of inflamed horror. Normally 4ve do not
realize the emotional meaning we attach to such
a eoncépt or institntion as Property. We are not
obliged to realize it, and thcre is an intellectual
cconomy in not doing so. But when it is subjected
to a sudden challenge, the full foree of the “‘sur-
vival value’’ which it has carried down the ages.
<uddenly awakes in us We fcel that Property is
holy, and its destrovers in Russia, or elsewhere,
they and their remotest sympathizers. the profes-
sors of, any doctrine. the advocates of any poliey
that threatens any sort of recognized property are
sacriligious monsters.

T have no desire to dispute the survival value,
and, therefore. the natural necessity of this senti-
ment, but how are the seiences of politics and econ-
omies going to, conduet their processes with eold
scientifie rigor on the erustof a voleano like this?

"Phere remsing. however. one matter perhaps
even more intractable to scientific treatment than
property, namely. sex and the social relations into
whieh it enters. To sexual 4ctivity and selection,

with resulting parenthood, is sssigned the chief

- part in ‘organic evolution, the individual survival

"vhmgnglrdedpmrﬂynnmmtomrvwdof

:'aqnau. In-exmenhﬁty eomdsuandnﬁeon

.

- Taboos Aid the Social Sciences
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therefore,
human urges

psychology, finds the most: pot-
To soeiology the family is
among many social institutions; it
nest and nursery of those restraints and pro-
s whieh are the and condition of all
and higher modes of group life. For though
anthropologists hold, tribal groups may
preceded definite family life, the tender emo-
fostered in tMe narrow eircle of the family, is
more powerful edueator of self-restraint, al-
and eo-operation, the springs of soeial con-
than any of the thinner and more diffuse fee!-
ing of

not merely one
1S the
Visio source
large;
as some
have
tion
a far
truism
duet
because sex and
parenthood are the most potent and intraetable of
urges, the praectiees and institutions designed to
their utilization and eontrol are compelled to work
by strong regulations and repressions.

gregariousness. Precisely

Making all allowanee for these diversions or
transmutations of sex-passion into art, sport; rec-
ligion,
ual warfare is waged between the crude demands
for .sex-satisfaetion and the interests of the social
order. Especially is this the ease in communities

called sublimation of the instinet, a eontin-

‘or classes, where social order is sdughf to be en-

foreed by striet taboos, involving tight curbs on
thonght and speech as well as eonduet. Nature
here eomes to the aid of the repressed instinet by
ranging on its side curiosity and the related inter-
est of intrigde. When strong nataral promptings
are present, the sense of shame and moral reproba-
tion by which law, morals and custom have striv-n
to enforce their taboo adds zest to temptation This
is so well recognized among intelligent persons that
organized attempts are made fc remove the veil
of reticence which helps to Shed a glamour unon
The error of Puritanism econsists partly in
misconeceiving sex feeling as an enemy to society,
partly in supposing that foreiblec modes of suppres-
sion can be effectual. It is <cubtless true that
there ean be no better security fcr social order than
the provision of economic and other arrangements
compatible with a freer-satisfaction of sex-fecling.
not only in its sublimated but in its primary ex-
pression. It is, indeed, significant that a rapid and
widespread interest among social students is being
directed to the related pm\-)lems of quantity and
quality of population, and to the economic, politie-
al, racial, and moral issues invo'ved in birth-control

Sex.

and eugeniecs.

The most striking of all testimonies, however,
to the explosive and disturbing influence of sex is
afforded by the resent science of psychology. I
allude here not so much to the fact that sehools of
professional psychologists have gathered round sex
as the ehief centre of activity and interest in the
psychieal study of man. More signifieant for my
present purpose is the enormous and quite popalsr
reclame which this study has obtained. The fact
that everywhere huge numbers of otherwise ®min-
tellectual men and women are chattering psycho-
analysis, in clubs, drawing-rooms and improvised
smdyurele&mdandnbbhngmmﬁmtunmd
practices. furnishes a striking revelation of the
difficulties of an impartial scientifi¢ treaptment of
any social problem intd which sex enters as a fac-
tor. For it i quite evident that it is no purely
‘‘ disinterested eulture’’ that attra¢is most of thue

: O-M on page 8) :




In Two Parts: Part 1.

HAT ‘“weary Willic,”’ the acute business man

I imputes stagnation to short hours of labo:

high wages; and ca’canny. Yet armies of

unemployed cirele the market hunting a master,

and commission after commission reports average

wages less than ordinary standards of comfort
Funny.

Suppose labor worked to the limit, for long
hours, at gratifying wages to the boss. What then?
Business 'is organised solely for profit. Profits mcan
markets and competition for them. Even in monop-
oly. Market competition entails efficiency; efficiency
entails power machinery; and power machinery is
less labor eost, and high division of lobor. High
division of labor involves simplified proeesses by
automatie machinery, driven rapidly to ealeulated
operations. Labor is thus controlled by the mach
ine. Hence ca’eanny is eliminated—unless acting
unanimously. Which is seldom. 'The resulting in
creased volume of production lessens costs, thercfor
the price on the world market. Thus the mass of
the labor forees is increasingly superfluous, on the
one hand; the mass of production increasingly aug-
mented on the other. It is here, in augmented
maehine produetion, by displaced labor, where pro
fit is embodied in commodities. Per unit, per day,
machine production displaces hundreds of laborers,
producing for the priee of unit subsistence: the val-
nes of their technieal displacement. As value is
soeially neeessary labor .increased produetion at
lower cost cheapens the competitive price. Consc
quently the market struggle of increased quanti-
ties at cheapening prices, ie., greater machinery
and less labor demands increasing masses of fixed
capital (plant and material) in proportion to vari-
able Capital (labor). This process drives large pro-
difetion into-moneopolies; small production into ob-
livion. It enrolls the former in eombines; the latter
in wagedom. By inereasing fixed capital, relative
to labor, variable, the mass of values, and therefore
the mass profits are increased. But<he unit of value
declines, and the rate of profit falls. Consequently
this increasing volume of produetion, at lessening
values and prices, closes the doors of fhe
market on itself. Because it drives the purchasing
power of the soeial forces of production down to the

values “and prices of subsistence. - To hold
falling profits above cheapening price in the
competitive market, the market must either

be controlled, or progressively extended, to absorb
progressive produetion. The latter being impossible,
the former is inevitable.

The market is the salesroom, where the profit em-
bodied in eommodities is realized. But competitive
capital necessitates the reinvestment of realized pro-
fits, in production, in order to produce a greater
mass of commodities, for a greater market at en-
hanced profits. Capital is never for consumption.
It is always for exploitation. To be used in con-
sumption means bankruptey. That is why the Capi-
tal system is doomed. As capitalist property is the
social means of life, the process of investment and
ownership demands that social means of life must
first be capital means before they can be means of
life. That is, they must be used as means of exploit-
ation, by th capital elass before they can be used,
as a means of comsumption by society. - Consequent-
ly, expanding markets, by circulating the means of
comsumption, produce greater profits for the capital-
ist class, and more jobs for the workers. Hence the
iHusion of ‘‘prosperity’” in ‘‘boom’’ times; and- the
veiled Iie of identity of interest, at all times.

The regulation of the market—monopoly eon-
trol—sitess the mehod of the process, but not its
prineiple. - Monopaly control is the direet conse-
mdm-a&lx.ed(hplhl,ummtnm,nthe
direct consequenes of capitalist property. Massed

ﬁxedupihtmummrw'dnpmporﬂm_
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the means of production inerease faster than the
available - labor forces. In brief, giant machinery
displaces labor in production; generates an ever
creasing power of produetion, and an ever lesscning
power of consumption. As the power of the mar-
ket is the purchasing power of consumption, neces-
sarily the displacement.of labor entails the
plagement of consumption. Sinee produetion is
totally for profit, and profit is only realised in sales,
then the stoppage of sales involves the stoppage of
production. So the meaning of monopoly is the
regulation of the market to effective power, ie its
power to buy. Hetnee the old anarchy of individual
produetion, by the ‘‘initiative’’ of ‘‘enterprise’’ for
the largest market, is displaced by standardised
processes, and measured in terms of forecasted cal
culations of market probabilities. But this werld
web of regulation restricts the eirculation of means
of consumption.more thoroughly than before; it
deepens the industrial stagnation (practieally be
come chronie), widens the destruction of the social
forees: and prevents by the very intensity of its ex-
igencies, the necessary ecapitalisation of production
as its nature and intention demands. Hence sales
stop; profits languish for maturity and jobs vanish
like ““ghosts.”’ The workers draw in their belts with
grim resolve: go half time; or on doles; elamor for
work ; fot refoPm. The deep paunched lords of Lom-

dis-

bard -Street wait with Christian fortitade on the
absorption of the. market; while their political

henchman—of whatever eolor, red, or white or blue
—juggle with conciliation and trade issues. With
anything but the one vital issue, eapitalist property
in the soeial means of life — the single source
and abiding cause of the whole trouble. Conse-
auently, if business had its desire it would but the
more rapidly bring industry to a standstill ~ if
labor could do it, it would only suffer a greater de-
gradation. -Showing, in both ecases, how eompletely
‘‘Ephraim is jointed to his idols.”’ - But the capital-
ist elass—the fortnitous owners of the social means
of life—will not allow production, because the pro-
ceeds cannot be profitably realised. Showing the
profound deeps of ignorance of those ‘‘respectable’’
bums, who claim ‘“that labor is too lazy to work.”’

But there is another side to the affair. The two
momentous capitalist issues of the day are Russia
and Germany. The defeat of the Labor Govern-
ment, and the rejeetion of the Russian treaty, sig-
nifies that trade and manufaeture (industrial eapi-
tal)—and its ‘‘lion’s provider’’ labor—are to take
second place in the new phase of capitalist develop-
While, in effect, the return of the Conserva-
tives and the acceptance of Dawes—places the fin-
ance kings astride the ribs of the world. Russia
was rejected on technical grounds of insecurity.
Dawes is aeeepted on the secarity of German in-
dustry. In relation Russia would appear the better
issne. For Russian resource is intact. While Ger-
many is ‘‘lean as a eadger’s powny.”’ The real rea-
son is that capital had not control in Rassia. In
Germany it is dominant.

The ‘‘Reparations Seheme’’ has virtually trans-
formed Germany into a colony of high finanee. It
has given the keys of Central Europe and all poten-
tialities that were once Germany into the hands of
the money power—land, banks, railways, plant.
technique, government—all comiplete. The measare
of its triumph may be seen in the over subscription
of the (lerman loan in London and New York. For
unlike Russia, security is safe with finance. But'is
it? The (erman logn, being to facilitate German
““recovery’” will proceed to reconstitute German in-
dustry.and trapaport, and will spportion the-pro-
eeu“;mnly” That is justly eliniingte competition.

ment.

o

1600 m.m. (gold in all eases).

Qmee Germany "ﬁg?ec” to the A'ﬂb mm&o

anee is o deceptive—even in a world of *‘eternal
right.”’

For 20 years preceding the war Gemny had gn
adverse pommodity balatnice. In the same periog, the
invisible balance rose from 1000 million marks to
The sdverse com-
modity balance inereased faster tham the invisible
balanee, with oceasional-deficits. A tendency which
was reflected in the gradual depression of the ex-
change rate, in terms of London, Paris agnd Am-
sterdam. German foreign investments in 1894 were
12 billion marks. In 1913 they had risen to 20 b. m. _
An average annual of 400 m. m., but with a tendeney
to deefine in the later years. In 1913 German ex-
ports aggregated 10,000 m. m. Great Britain took O
1433 m. m., Franee 790 m. m., Russia 880 m. m.,
Austria 1100 m. m_,“U. S. A. 713 m. m. German
imports aggregated 10770 m. m.—a defieit of 673,
Imports of goods, raw materials and live stock"
showed 80% of total imports (over the period). In
1913, imports of food, 1723 m. m.; raw material
3485 m m., part manufaetured goods 9 9m. m. (net),
total 5307. Export of manufactured goods 4917
m. m.; defieit 390 m. m. In 1922 imports of food and
raw material declined 57% and 63% respectively.
The consumption of food fell by 529, and exports
fell to 4000 m. m. +1500 m. m. ‘‘reparations.’’ So
that the standards of living—never very high—per
capita’ consumption, 470 m.—is shown in the famine
stricken straits of the nation; while the decline in
the necessary raw imports_is reflected in the inevit-
able deecline of exports. (From 1919 to 1922 a de-
fieit of 10 b. m.) and the Versailles Treaty stripped
her of all invisible resource, and mueh domestie
potentiality. S

The proposition then, is: if Germany with a net
defiicit of 390 m. m. and a total trade defieit of
673 m. m. in 1913—a boom year in Germany—;
with all her resouree intact; and with the eeoncmie
and finaneial world in organic balanee—if with all-
this, Germany, with her exertions for expan;ion,
could only show a net surplus for foreign invest-
ment of 600 m. m.: How, with a trade deficit of 10 -
b. m. with a total export trade of 6 b. (1922); with
food and raw material jointly cut by over 100%;
with an impoverished population; with the loss of
all invisible resouree; with a 25% reduction of her
voal arca; and with 40% of her blast furnaces gone; -

—~how can she meet her own living requirements and
in addition pay 2 b.m_ per annum.

Sinee Germany has been deprived of all invis-
ible resouree, export is the only means. But ex-
ports entail imports. - Balance or bankrupt. There
18 no alterpative. In view of the actual Germany
today, the pre-war figures as a basis could not be .
altered downwards, materially. Modern indastry
rests on eoal and irony and the moloch must be satis- ™
fied. 1Im 1913 German produetion of iron ore was
2814 million-tons; imports 11 m. t. (approx. net)..
Exports of iron and machinery were nlone}"l% of
total exports). Owing to loss of iron fields, on &
pre-war basis, German imports would be i
1o nearly 30 m. t., and the valne, from 227 m. m.

the prices of today——pruﬁmlly double. So 'it‘l o

coal. ™ In 1913 German production was 190 m. w-.
Net exports 24 m. t. lnlm,mmpoﬂlm
m. t. (approx). By the loss of coal territory
ports would require to be increased to néd
m. t. (total exports 1913, approx. 34.5; imports,
m. t, lo-a!ﬁ%eodw&ﬂlt* 3
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eritical réview of the Marxian conception

of pistory, will be in the natare of & re-
statement of the conception dealing particularly
with that eharacteristic Marxian element of it, the
theory of classstruggles As 1 have previously
shown, the HegebBan dialectical coneeption of an
unfolding social proeess, evolving by inner neces-
sity through the econfliet and resolution of its emerg-
ing eontradictory elements to a goal of a higher
plane of being, serves as Marx’s point of departure
for his materialistic interpretation of history
““The contradietion,’’ said Hegel
all movement and life ; only in so far as it contains a
contradiction ean anything have movement, power
and effeet.”” In Marx’s hands, this Helegian post
ulate of the dialeetic movement of history assumes
that the contradictory or antithetieal elements to
which the modern world of private property has
given birth, are eapital and the propertyléss wage-
working proletariat. ‘““‘Private property,’’ says
Marx, ‘‘satisfied in itself is the positive side of the
antithesis. The proletariat, on the other hand, is
obliged as proletariat to abolish itself, and along
with it private property, its conditioned antithesis,
which makes it the proletariat. It is the negative
side of the antithesis, the internal source of unrest,
the disintegrated and disintegrating proletariat.’
The_political manifestation of the historieal phase
Antithesis is, to Marx, the elass struggle, which eon-
fliet is to end in abolishing its econtradietory elem-
ents, private property and proletariat (the wage
system) which constitute the present social order,
and in the establishment of social ownership of the
means of production and produetion for usc instead
of for profit. The phase of Antithesis, ie., elass
struggle, is a protracted and continuous one, **an un-
interrupted, now hiddem, now open fight'’ breaking
out into clearly apprehended expression, as in the
English working class Chartist movement, com-
meneing so soon as the contradictions develop, even
before the rising bourgeoisi¢ have completely over
come feydalism itself. At a eertain stage of his
torical development, however, when feudal interests
are not entirely abolished and remain as obstruetions
to the full development of the capitalist order, the
intebests of the bourgeoisie and the proletariat will
be more or less in harmony as against their com-
mon enemy until the social process has worked
itaelf free of reactionary bonds. Thus, as I shall
show in another issue of the Clarion by guotations.
Marx eould and did, consistently with his dialectical
concept of history, commend the Communist and
other working class parties in Germany, in the per-
jod around 1848, for aiding the petty bburgeoisie in
its politieal struggles with the large capitalist and
semi-fendal interests who were opposing & demand
for an extension of the franchise afid such other de-
‘mands as the liberal movement of the time agitated
_for. Likewise, on the grounds of the same concept
_of history Marx could draft a letter, which I shall
“also quete, for the International Working Men's
Am congratulsting Lineoln on his re-elee-
tion and for the sueceess of the industrial North over
thepro-hnS-ﬂmthoAmmavilnr And
- another quotation will show him appealing in the
medthemvﬂnhon,to&ghndmthelsﬁﬂ&as

TH]S article; last one of a series given to 2

‘“is the souree of

" a country of democratic traditions and politieal in-

mmmbytr-dbmthwve
and ambitious designs of fatoerstic, semi-
m Fortheﬁ-enldthm Marx

in Social Theo

struggle between seecislist parties and labo:
rties, chiefly. Oh, dim-eyed, degenerate sons of a
ble sire! Who ecan not see the wood for trees!
The following summary, partly takem from M
Life and Teaching of Karl Marx,’
v of the first two seetions of the Communist Mani
esto and will scrve to present Marx’s conception

the historical background of the modern class
struggle, and the part and function of revolutionary

” is main

Beer's ¢

socialist parties in it and their pesition towards
ther Proletarian Parties.

The Communist Manifesto (Kerr ed.) eontains
three main groups of ideas:

1) The history of the evolution of the geid(i].

iss, its character, its positive and negative achieve
modern capitalism and the,rise of the pro
iriat. Theoretical eoneeptions and conelusions
doetrine of the elass struggle and the role of the
letariat
2) Practical applieation— revolutionary aetion
the communists.

(3) Uniicssm of other socialist schools. The last
scctlon does pul CORCErn Our preselil purpose and we
need only deal with the first two secuons, though a
quoiafion or two may be taken irom otner secuons

“(1) The midle class (the bourgeoisie) developed
| the bosom of feudal society, in the medieval 1n-
iusinal towns. with the gcographieal discoveries
i 1he sixteeuth and seventeentn centuries its sphere
ol aetivities was extended; it revolutionized the
wethods of mwidustry, agriculture
tion; it broke through the medieval eeonomic and
political bonds; it overthrew feudalism, the guilds,

the little seli-governing regions, absolute monarchy;
and established modern industry with its accelerat
ed and eoncentrated produetivn, middle-class fran
chise, the national State, and, at the same time, In
ternational trade. It was the middle class which
first showed what human activity can accomplish
‘It has achieved greater miracles than the construc-
tion o fEgyptian pyramids, Roman aquducts, or
Gothi¢ cathedrals, it has carried out great move-
ments than the migration of the peoples or the erus-
ades. . Although it is searcely a century since 1t came
to be the dominating class. the middle class has cre-
ated more powerful and more gigantic forces of pro-
duetion than all past gcnerations put together.’
(Manifesto). The subjugztion of natural
machinery. the applieation of chemistry to industry
and to agriculture, steamships, railways, electric
telegraphs, the clearing of whole continents, making
the rivers navigable, the conjuring forth of whole
peoples out of the ground: that is the positive
achievement of the middle class. Now for the nega
tive: It created the prolctariat, immeasurable, un
controllable. anarchic economie conditions, period-
jcal crises—poverty and famine in eonsequence of
over-production and a glut of wealth, over-driving
and reckless exploitation of the workers, whose la-
beur power is bought in cxchange for the minimum
quantity of the necessaries of life. These facts show
that the forces of production are more extensive
and more powerful than is demanded by the condi-
tions under which they arc operative: the economic
system ean produce more goods than society can
use under the existing laws coneerning property. i.e.,
the distribution and the ciféctive demand fall short
of the manufseture and the supply. The material
foreea of production press upoh the limits imposed
upon them by the laws of property, which give to
capital the right of distribution. AH these condi-
tions taken together, the positive as well as the
negative ones, make possible and give rise to the

and eommunica-

forces,

~ struggles of the workers against the middle class—

-ndu&opm(hehveagenummrebelhon.'l‘hese
mum&hmmoﬁﬁewr&mm
trade unions, to the awakening of class eonscious-
ne-.ni.afnrmh,tothemoi&epoht
 jeal:labor party. ‘This orgsniiation of the prole-

mm mhhlah-.ndemw;poﬁt

ical party, is eontinually being upset again by the
petition between the workers themselves. But
ver rises up again stronger, firmer, mightier. It
pels legislative reeognition of partiemlar inter-
of the workers, by taking advantage of the di-
ms among the bourgeoisie itself Thus the ten
bill in England was carried.” (Manifesto)
( rade MeDonald to the contrary.
{he movements within middle-class soeiety, as
as in feudal and anecient society, where freeman
siave, patrieian and plebeian, baron and serf,
{-master and journeyman, capitalist and work-
nan stood and stand in constant antagonism to
inother, prove that the whole history of man-
since the rise of private ownership is the his-
f class struggles and that in these class strug-
carried on now openly, now under the surface,
new forms of society and of ownershap, new
mie systems arise or else end in the eommon
two classes. The antagomstic
ses are supporters of conflicting economie 1mter-
systems of ownership and ideals of culture.
| he craftsman and tradesman of the towns, the bar-
fought against the feudal lord and kmight for
individual property, for freedom of industry and
irade, for freedom to dispose of personal property
for the national State. With the triumphal pro-
s of the middle class private property fell into
ewer and fewer hands. The proletarians are with-
out property, they have no share in the wealth of
on the other hand, the production of
capital becomes more and more a matter of eommon
co-operation, and capital beeomes a joint product.
The proletariat can, aceordingly, no longer fight for
individual ownership but for the socially conducted
utilization of the means of production belonging to
the community and of the goods produced. The middle
class has therefore created in the proletariat a social
¢lass which must have as its object to do away with
the middle class system of ownership and to set up
the proletarian system of ecommon ownership.

ruction of the

)

heir country ;

“(2) In this struggle of the working classes the
Communists are therefore the pioneers.of the move-
ment. They are at once the philosophers and the
self sacrificing champions of the proletariat awak-
ened into class consciousness. ‘The Communists do
not form a separate party opposed to other working-

class parties. They have no interests separate and

apart from those of the proletariat as a whole. They ~
do not set up any seetarian principles of their own,
by which to shape and mould the proletarian move-
ment.’ (Manifesto.) The Communists lay stress on

mon interests of the whole proletariat and

the co

of the colleetive movement. Their aim is the or-
eanization of the proletariat into a class, the over-
throw of middle-class domination, and the conquest
of political power by the proletariat. They ‘every-
where support every revolutionary movement
against the existing social and political order of
thines. #In all these movements they bring to the
front. as the leading question in each, the property

question. no matter what its degree of development
at the time. Finally, they labor everywhere for the
and agreement of the democratic parties of
Comrade “R"™ to

union
all countries.” (p. 58. Manifesto).
the contrary

The eist of Comrad R’s article in last issue
is that he would not support a movement of the pro-
letarian masses which was not yet eonscious of the
revolntionary implications inherent in itself as a
movement of the proletariat, which was not class-
conscious in a supra-intellectual sense. ““R.’s’’ sap-
port is for the proletariat when it has reached ma-
turity. The proletariat, sweaty and breathless from
the heat of the eonflict now over, might well say to
his offer, “‘thanks for nothing my supra-revolution-
ary fnend,vmhdpundumutm!dbem.

. work of sapererogation. Wc-ldaournetuy not

ontofthewholedo&.umd—-nded,&ehu
53 (W‘E.“)
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BE'I'WEKN OURSELVES.

7E approach the end of another year, and

\ onee more our Party pulse-register awak

ens anxiety among our friends as to our

state of health. Once more, we say, because fears

for our wellbeing and hopes for our early demise

(as the case may be) have had their innings before,

and we are not unused to the diffieulties of hard
breathing. -

At this time, however, our party friends are
netably concerned as mueh over our seemingly here-
tical and allegedly death-bed utterances as over the
decline of our onee organized usefulness in this vale
of tears, and, tb avow the truth, it would appesar to
be as creditable as wonderful that after these many
vears we should still be able to extend intelleetual
hospitality to new ideas, or new interpretations of
old ideas, even though these are conceived and set
forth by folk of our-own party kin for whose eapa-
cities we have high regard.

We have reference, of course, to the family quar-
rels on doetrine that have been an ont.st‘ndmg fea-
ture of these pages for some time, particularly over
the past year. In what passes for our wisdom we
had held that they were bound to come, and we are
not so certain that they are bound to go, or that im-
mediately. ;

We are very well aware hopes have been ex-
pressed that soon the philosophical battle shall end

.80 that we may then endeavor to abandon eritieal
examination of each other’s Doint of view, thereupon
flag the man in the street and erave a word with
him. Which hope expressed simply asks compromise
among ourselves on doetrine and a yielding to the
insistent elaims of the atmosphere of every day prae-
tice. It is very likely a poor philosophieal gar-
ment to put on and quite likely nobody will alto-
gether commend its pattern, but this much appears
certain—if it fits it will be worn.

Likewise, while our writers, readers and party
members have been re-casting (or re-affirming) their
opinions, the query has been abroad - What is the
party point of view? Here it would appear to be
coneeived that a party point of view ear exist out-
side the membership of the party in Juestion—
which obviously is not so. Whereby we reach the
stage wherein the established party point of view,
being so seriously challenged as to set the party
into discussion, beeomes disputable as much through
inconsistency -among those in support as through
strength of challenge. It appears also as if a party
point of view may be coneéived of as of consistent
applieation over such a period of years as we have
covered as an organsation, and also that the general
prineiples which we hold to be identified with our
work as a party should be and should always have
been unmistakable, wholly reeognisable and, among
ourselves, forever agreed upon in full eontent. And
that appears reasonable, if it would only work out
so; but it doesn’t. It would be logical to suppose
a party was fully agreed on the prineiple first bind-
ing its adherents together, and upon the applieation
of that prineiple, else its members had mot come
togetherntnll.bntitupmhblytmeto-ythu
the binding principle in the first instance is only

| W

" the melting-pot.

dttracqve‘ featun. “The pnnciplu are worked out
later and are }ived over in time ‘and experience,
-'ums we fifld that while ‘we_have heen encouraging

amination of our text-books, ‘we have been at the
same time rounding out our own. education—to
whieh we see no end. Here it is worthy of remark
that whereas party controversy has ranged itself
around bur presentation in these colamns of philose-
phical and political matter, charging against the
trend of these a marked change from the accepted
past, our eontroversies have not yielded reeognition
of any new departures, in that sense, in matter that
has been presented in economics.

If further evidence were required as to differ
ences of outlook more or less identified with our gen
cral prineiples, in columns other:than these we find
furnished by one of our party members an interpre
tation of recent happenings in Russia which, we ven-
turd to say, would be hard put to find any support
at all among us. We have reference here to Com.

Lestor’s articl€’ in that connection recently publish-
ed in the O. B. U. Bulletin (Winnipeg), and al-
though we are loathe to be very critical of the efforts

in any direetion of anyone who has to endure the
hardship of socialist propaganda on the Canadian
prairie, particularly under S. P. of C. conditions,
we nevertheless disclaim Lestor’s expressed opin
ions in the article in question. It by no means fol
lows, of eourse, that the matter or method of eritic-
ism maliciously launched against him in" certain
quarters 8 viewed by us as commendable. Imitation,
it is said, is the sineerest form of flattery.” Poor im-
itation is often a form of idolatory. His eritics
would steal from Lestor his coveted failings and
turn these to their own use! This is a disgression.

With so much variety of opinién ameng our-
selves there would appear, therefore, to be good
ground for our holding that the party position is in
Our several writers’ opinions, all
put together with t}'nose of the party members, com-
prise what point of view we have, and in this we in:
clude in proprieforship those whom circumstances of
one sort or another have removed from actual per-
sonal contaet with us but who arethrough past
association, still actively of our kind.

It scarcely needs asserting that whatever atti-
tude we have taken in the years gone by has been
suitable to the circumstances,~insofar as these af-
fected its survival. At least that is so insofar as we
have been able to exist at all and to put forth effort,
effort which has certainly been felt even though we
really never have been at any time more than a
eorporal’s guard as a pélitical body. A view of our
position now prompts the question as to how far
party acceptance in whatever degree by the people
at large is to be eonsidered as influencing party
poliey, and how much that has to do with our pres-
ent controversies. It is apparent that the degree of
that aceeptance may influence party policy, because
it may become so negligible as to mean rejection, or
insufficient to encourage the possibility of organised
usefulness. Or do taetical considerations , apply
wherein it is conceived that complete isolation has
the sole merit of bringing to prominence ‘‘The
Straight Issue’’ point of view (using ‘‘R’s’’ phrase;
—please note we by no means mean to foist this in-
terpretation on to him), a point of view always
threatened with- being swamped if given into the
majority custody of the practical brethern? If the
masses even momentarily reject an adopted point of
view, and if it is the ease that the mass i8 never
wrong, as Harrington asserts and with whieh opin-
ion we agree, in what respect does that—by nega-
tively affecting membership of the party, its fin-
aneial support, its originized existence—in what re-
speet does that affect the survival and possible use-
fulness of the theoretieal structure of the party?

We gather that due to the attitude we adopted
here in B. C. in the last Provineial “election period
the impression has gone abroad that we have been

wﬁfnnyﬂlﬂmgmththohborpmws,withmm“
to amalgamation. Consequent upon that impression
themhunppnmtlybmlookod!vrtfnnkm'@
ment, an intisiate revelstion #thw-u- 2
verygemﬂynndemoodndthtﬁuhim rehoitln: dlbged phﬂmdah‘. thm alr

‘education among our fellows, and. invxting their ex-

tron'blc letmlly was to show enonch m
ahhtodnioue:oodworkint*eeh‘tﬁalﬁﬂ’
to hold ourulmﬁu!romumalamnmv&m
bodies, apontwnwevere able to take through the ~
goodwxlloftheothorbodien,mpledwhhuuw
regard they held as’ mueh for the qualities of our
candidates as for us as a party. We were not then *
and we are 20t now committed to the policies of any
other party, yet circumstances have given rise to the
“attitude,’”’ somewhat a change from the past, to
be sure, yet not wholly unpleasant. “The same eir-
cumstances, in the same way, will compel us to main-
tain that ‘‘attitude’” this winter by holding joint
meetings with the F. L. P. Neither they nor our-
selves appear able to hold eontinuous meetings alone.
This is perhaps reprehensible, but it is a fact

Here it is-worth noting. that while “‘C" eon-
tinues to press for reeognition by us of labor parties
in the political field, official recognition of their sta-

tus as working class bodies has been foreed from us. _

We are not so sure that we did not recognise them
2s such long ago, the while we denounced them for
not functioning praperly ‘as ‘wrking class bodies.
Nor is that privilege now denied us.

Looking forward to the year to come the path
ahead seems not very smooth for us. We have never
been given to boasting of our party strength; we
certainly have no eause to now. Our membership is
low and likewise our finances. Our crities hold that
the Clarion contains matter indigestible to the phil-
istine, and with that we agree. And to. that we
would add, it was ever thus. But meanwhile the
Jprocess seems to be to clear our own heads first and
attend to the philistine after. There is sense enough
in the intention, if the methods employed will do it.
One thing we can never do, and that is to superin-

tend an mte]lectnal closed shop. We don’t know

a heretie. .

ALBERTA NOTES.

’ Calgary
Businpss meeting of local Calgary, 8. P. of O, is
held every second Tuesday at 8 p.m.
Bconomiuch.uevu-y'ﬂmndayatap.m.
Address: 134a 9th Ave, West, Calgary, Alberta.
Everybody Welcome.

HERE AND NOW.

These days enthusiasm runs to the solving of
cross-word puzzles. Here and Now we are worrymg
over cuss-word puzzles. These totals represemt two
New cross—or cuss—words—if
there are any—have a elaim on our devotion :

Following $1 each: W. A. Blake, J. Jacob, J. Rob-
erts, A. Miller, J. Loheit, W. T. Grieves, J. W. Dar-
gie, W. J. Sim, C. Woolings, B. Foltz, G. Fitehett,
E. Jolinson, Geo. Paton, J. Olson, A. J. Beeny, Geo.
Bowden, R. Law, Jack Shepherd, H. Cottrell.

Following $2 each: C. Lestor, E. Fiala, H E.
Mills, H. W. Speed. '

H. Judd 50e; T. Uubill, ML A., $5; P. J. Den-
Outer $1.40; J. A. MeDonald $11.10; M. W. Smith
$7; H. Williams 50 cents. ' i

Above; Clarion subs. received from 14 Nov. to
11th Dec., inclusive, total $52.50.

issues in finanee.

CLARION MAINTENANCE FUND.

Following $1 each: W. T. Grieves, H W. Spad,

Geo. Bowden, Jack Shepherd, J. C. Chrystal SR

M. W. Smith $3; F Cusack 50e. : =

Above, CMLF. receipts from 14th Nov. t? llti =~

Dee,, inclusive, total $8.50. : o
Noto:(ln_our last acknowld_aunt velctﬂqu

e




vmmn CLARION

HEN the Socialist Party of Ameriea d
| Wcided' to join the Lafolette parade thc)
tried to justify their attituge by quotin:
Marx. The official organ of the Party—Th
New Leader’’—found in the Communist Manifes
the material considered essential for this purpos:
Under the heading ‘‘Proletarians and Commu:
ists’ Marx and Engels stated that ‘“The Commnuu
ists do not form a separate party opposed to othc:
working-class parties. They have no interests scp-
arate and apart from those of the proletariat as a
whole.”’ 3
What could be clearer than this? reasoned tin
S. P. as to the position of Marx on the matter? I
advises us to be a seetion of a working-elass party
and, in the Lafollette movement, have we not
Just sach-a party as Marx describes?* As this mod:
of reasoning has been adopted by the Soeialist Parts
« of Canada as well since the recent compromise with
the Canadian Labor Party it is surely worth whi!
to investigate the respective claims.
" The Communist Manifesto was written in the yea
1847. It was, to begin with, the theoretical an
practical programme of a small secret organizatiol
known as ‘‘The Communist League.”” This Part,
was composed of a handful of refugees, or exiles
from different countries, who met in -London, and
decided to play a conspicuous part in shaping the
working-class movement of that time.

The League had its inception in a revolutionary
atmosphere. Great social ehanges were presaged
prior to the stormy, war-nmfd year of 1848. As
Labriola states, ‘‘The League everywhere earried an
odor of revolution, both because the thing was in
the air and beeause its instinct and method of pro-
cedure tended that way; and as long as the revolu-
tion was bursting forth effectively, it provided
itself, thanks to the new doctrine of the Manifesto,
with an instrument of orientation which was at the
same time a weapon for combat.”’

The social perspeetive of that period was vastly
different from what it is today. There was no pos-
sibility of an organised Communist Party entering
the. political field in opposition to the  capitalist
system and class. They had to make use of the ma-
-terial at hand. The only possible means of pro-
eedure Jay in beecoming the vanguard of the work-
ers parties in all countries and so explaining ‘‘the
Line of march, the conditions and the ultimate gen-
eral results of the proletarian movement.’’

To understand what Marx fneant by the term—
working-class party—we ean see his deseription in
the same section of the Manifesto— ‘The immediate
aim of the Communists is the same as that of all the
other proletarian parties: formation of the prolet-
ariat into a class, overthrow of the bourgeois sup-
remacy, conquest of political power by the prolet-
ariat.”’ Could the New Leader or the Western
Clarion associate the parties led by Lafollette and

@lacDonald with sach a program? ’

=~ A short time later in his address to the ((mral

’Antboﬁ:yofthebugnemlm Marx after paying

his respeets to the bougedis democrats who were led

by the Laffollettes and MaeDonalds of that My
. says, “The demoeratic demands ean never satisfy
oL -the party of the proletariat. While the democratic.
pettybmgeommldliketobmgthemvolu-
tion to a elose as soon as their demands are more or
less compiled with, it is our interest and our task to
- niake the revolution permanent, to keep it going un-
ﬂﬂl’th!ﬂmglﬂlmdmaredepnved
dmﬁeMmehmryoempxedby
andthomnhﬁnnofthework-

to make good the change

and Labor

By J. A. MeDONALD

tagonism, but of abolishing the classes, not of ameli
orating the  existing society, but of establishing a
new ‘one.”’

Surely these quotations from the pen of Marx

imself will suffice to make clear what he had in

mind when he spoke of the Communists not being
opposed to other working class parties,.and having
no interests apart from those of the proletariat as
a whole. But what would Marx do in the midst of
present conditions?

In the first preface to the Manifesto written by
the two authors in 1872, and again in the fourth pre
face by Engels alone in 1888 we are told that the
programme had become antiquated in some of its
details despite the faet that the general prineiples

re as correct today as ever. The details referred to
the revolutionary demands ,
of literature, and the remarks on the then existing
political parties. These had all changed to such an
cxtent that any reference to them now would have
to be worded ialtngether different

But making use of the lessons so well driven home
by Marx and Engels in the Manifesto and else
where what must be our attdude in respeet to the
political parties of today? | scarcely eonsider it
essential to review the make up of the Independent
Progressive conglomeration led by Lafollette, as I
am of the opinioh that even the Soeialist renegades
of the S. P. of C* wouldnot contend that this a
party of the working eclass

But, on the question of the British Labor Party
we have abundant evidence scattered through the
pages of the Clarion to the effect that our erst-while
comrades consider it a eclear expression of inde-
pendent working class aims and interests.

include the eritieism

Just how such a eonelusion ean be arrived at I
am at a loss to know. One would, indeed, require an
imagination as fertile as the valley of the Nile in
order to picture the British Labor Party as an in-
dependent working eclass forece in British polities
which views the interests 8f the masses to be separ-
ate from, and opposite to those of the ruling elass;
and that sees in its representation in the House of
Commons the means of changing ‘‘Capitalist pro-
perty in the means of wealth production into socially
controlled economic forces.”’

Ever since its inception the Labor Party has
proved itself to be a prop of eapitalism. Even in
the period of opposition its leaders’ were always
ready to align themselves with the bourgeoisie for
the purpose of lowering the age of children leaving
school 8o that the mills and factories could secure
ample cheap labor to maintain eapitalist supremacy.

Again when the Plimsol mark had to be raised
on British ships so as to carry heavier eargoes and,
consequently, endanger the lives of sailors, the labor
leaders were at the beck and call of their masters
When government troeps
were called out to quell disturbances in different de-
partments of indusfry the same leaders Were found
voting against their own amendment censuring the
governmeny for its action :

If the attitude of the party in opposition is not
sufficient to demonstrate the interests they represent
them the attitade in office is even plainer stil.
Imagine a workers’ government .voting thirteen
millions of dollars to increase:his Majesty's air for-
ees, and laying down five new erumisers and two de-
stroyers for the purpose of enabling British workers
to massacre the workers of other lands in order to
preserve British Imperialism.

But, we are told, the support of the Labor Party
comes from the” workers of Britain. Granted So
does-the great majority of the seven millions of
votes reeehed ‘by thg Baldwin Government, and the

./w-mmmgon beh!tofMenme
frontieunhoﬁhwrkfudn. -In their ignor-

anquﬂdrd:spdﬁon the ‘workers flock to
emwmwrop;"mmum

VoS Tt
¥R

Parties

1, and elsewhere be-
ore any drastie change can be effected in Soeial
1ffairs. -

e dispersed in Britain, Canad:

This is precisely our function as Marxians and

revolutionists. We must maintain and extend an
cduecational programme that will assist to brush the
cobwebs from the brain of labor, and make possible
the day when-the capitalist system of soeiety is re-
placed by a social form in harmony with the needs
of thé world’s workers. To accomplish this we re-
quire a revolutionary programme and a revolution-
iry party. Nothing less.

AVAST YE CRITICS.

F course I mean ““C.’s”’ ecrities. Your ef-
On'orts are hopeless; you will never out-write
“( It can’t be done; he is invineible in
that respeet. _In spite of hell and high water ‘““C”’
will have the last word. He
story about the Irish ¢ook who was having a row
with her mistress. Says the lady: ‘“Nora, ydu al-
ways insist on having the last word.”” Says Nora:
Sure and how the devil do I know when you are
going to stop?’”’ It is a cinch that if the ecrities
don’t stop' the argument will go on forever, or at
least until the disputants have left this vale of tears
and woe.

““C"’ tells us that he stands ‘“all, all alone,’”’ and
I might add like ‘““brave Horatious,”’

‘““‘But constant still in mind:
Thrice thirty thousand foes before,
And the broad flood behind.”’

And even Horatious eventually took to the water,
but I don’t think there is one chanee in a million
that ““C”” will ever do so. Consequently I would
suggest that his critics stop fighting with him and
write on other subjects that are more instructive,
and-let ““C’” ““have at it’’ his own way.

This will, no ‘doubt, furnish ‘‘C’’ with a text for
about three pages in the ‘““Clarion,”’ dealing with
my shortcomings, fallacies, and mistakes, but I know
they exist anyhow, so it does not matter and, ‘fur-
thermore, I don’t mind being a martyr in a just and
holy cause like this

. J. MeNEY.

therature Prlce Llst

Cloth Bound. Per Copy
Revolution and Counter Revolution (Marx) — 115
Ancient Society e i LSS

Capitalist Production (First Nlne and 32 Chapters
“Capital,” vol. 1, (Marx) .

Vital Problems in Social Evolution

Science and Revolution _

The Militant Proletariat

Evolution Social and Organic

Puritanism ___ ok

Ethics and History

Germs of Mind in Plants

The Triumph of Life

Social Revolution (Kautsky)

Essays on Materialist
Conception of History (Labriola) RASSEREN S L < |
Social Studies (Lafargue) .. ___ 80

Paper Covers.

Evolution of Man (Prof. Bolsche)__ SR
Wage-Labor and Capital . E—
Independent Working Clm Dduat.ion — 10

Communist Manifesto - R L
The Present Economic System (Pmt W L Bonzer) 10e

Socialism, Utopian and Secientific ___ 16ec
"Slave of the Farm 10e
M#fifesto, 8. P.-of C. 10e
.Causes of Belief in God (Latargu) et ittt
The State and Revolution (Lenin) ~. 36
Value, Price and Profit (Inrx) 16e

.25 coples TSe
35 copies $2.00

Communist
"Inhtﬂnumwablohllulmd,?.o.h

'no,Vm,B.C.. Add discount en

reminds me of the.

TS A T 00 b

A A )« A




P~ ENIP W, SNSRI

vy~

g ,_.‘-—A<-<-T’v‘—‘:—-“A ariettgmasnn

O e

Page Six.

Correspondence

RE THOSE TABLETS.

Editor Clarion:

It 18 hell to be misunderstood—laments “C”—as he lays
the birch on to the posteriors of the groundlings and slamt-
heads, the obsurantists, ramanticists and fanatics who tura
up their contemptuous snouts at the pearls of wisdom which _
“C” hms cast before théem. But such is everthe reward of
the dispenser of wisdom in all ages: “the dunces are all
in confederacy agnlnut‘ him.” 2 >

But “C” has worse dunces to contend against; thére
are magic-mongers of socialist revelation, like the writer,
exorcising capitalism by spells and incantations, formulas
and recipes culled from the medieval chap-book of Karl
Marx.

What a versatile personality is “C”. Now we see him
as the cool intellectual philosopher; again as an e:xperl—
enced practioner in the shyster lawyer's art of scoring
“points”—by imputatjgpn. That is to say—that those partic-
ular doetrines of the socialist Budéha with which he dis-
agrees, he ascribes the authorship of such to his oppon-

" ents in the present controversy.

A perusal of “Our Holy Family” would leac the reader
to believe that one F. C. was the author of the 32 chap. of
Capital—the carver of the tablets of socialist revelation.
Why not impute to me the theory of increasing misery—
the doctrine of “violent overthrow” contained in the Com-
munist Manifesto and all the rest of the antiguated ideo-
logical remains in Marxism—and by the vicarous sacrifice
of a “disciple” expiate on the high altar of modern science
the sins of that archalc scientist Marx. Do I believe in the
divine revelations of the prophet Marx? Do [ believe in

“ the second coming of Christ? “Yes, he does,” answers “C".

Because, forsooth, I set down the central thesis of the
Father of the Church over against a socialist Luther, I am
immediately eonicted by “C” as the auther of that wish-
we-could forget-it 32nd Chap. of Capital. Not only am I
indecently exposed to the reformist multitude as a prac-
ticioner of necromaney, disguised as a monk of the primi-
tive church, I also stand accused as an insidious propon-
ent of mysticism among the revolutionary proletariat.
Give up the game, “C” of flailing straw-men, and boldly
state that Marx as a prophet was, in vaudeviile pariance,
a “flop.” All this marching and counter-marching before
the Rubicon, with sallies against the barbarians on the
flanks gives the spectators the impression that a great
historic event is in the making Too much fudtian! The
transit has Already been effected and the present contro-
versy is of the nature of senatorial investigation—ex post
faeto. :

Why. not be consistent with “your philosophy of it,”
“Cr™

Veblen afirms: that the Theories of Marx must be con-
sidered as & whole. Skelton asserts: Marxism 1s a elosely
jointed creed. If there is anything revolutionary about the
Marxian doectrines, it is in its social and political aspects.
The economics of Marx belong to the classical school.
Thousands have read the Communist Manifesto—the Civil
War in France—the Eighteenth Brumaire—as against the
tens who have read the first nine chapters of Capital. Yet
it wss in the field of volitical prognostication that " Marx
assumed the mantie of an inspired prophet, much to the
dts~gmfort of hig Intter day disciples. who may have scien-
fific antitudes. MarY's propensity to induige in Hegelian
teleology and devict the immanent laws which governed
the inevitable development of capitalist society to a self-
realizing goal. ie. socialism, sorely besets the present
day rationalizers of Marxism with modern science.

According to “C,” the process outlined by Magx in the
“Historical Tendencies of Capitalist Accumulation,” is in
violent contrad&’ction to Darwinian norms of evolation. The
whole chapter needs to be recast, avers “C,’ as “it is a
eol’mology as old as the hills,” though the “little cherub
gitting up aloft” may be concealed within the garb of the
iuterhlht conception of history.

Of course, ¥. C. is the exponent—how easy it is to pass
the buck—of a cosmology which reeks of mysticism, as-
trology, divination; the auguries of Egyptian priests; the
omens of the soothsayer. 1t is food for infantile minds,
half-wits, merons, millenial dawnites, and the lunatic
fringe of revolutionary romanticists who loudly twang the
class-war harp, thereby proving themselves idiots.

1 agree with “C’s” interpretation of the tablets of soc-
ialist revelation, that they are blabh-bunk-hokum! But
slas, the “tablets” are inseparable from Marxism! No
Iarx!lmwlthoutlurx! Nothing can be snd not be at the
unethnemthelmempect' If consistency is the bane

tumomlmmn“ule-imou who can never -be Wrong™

are the reposiiaries of broad-guage political inteflects. A

little observation and Teflection is suficient proof of this

assertion. Nevertheless, the “revolutionary hokum” of

Marx which hag “iis actusl boid on'the minds of great mass-

uumummmmnwm.mun

mmW(mmmm Sciente, it is
sald, has discounted. the revoiutionary myth and relegatéd |
ummnmum mmmmm't

violent ~upheaval of the froltariar” ;
wuuuonmdm baye not materialived

‘ﬂt saying; that they havé. been_ WIJ' dbq'odltn is

another matter, -:

Should the British Labor Pu't)l w memn
means accomplish any substantial social re-adfustments
then the arguments of the high piiests of demoeracy will
be given a new validity. As it is now, the :Clynes,
Thomases, et al, are assuming the role of policing the
proletariat tm the inte of normalcy. Their slogan is
another versiom of the gospel-millers’, “the poor ye have
always with'you” It may be quite scientific, if not inspir-
ational, to the underdogs in “the land of skilly and pauper

institutions.”
Boy,” said old Blaichford, “run up to the forepeak and
nail the Jolly Roger to the mast.” F. C

MARX IN BOCIAL THEORY
(Continued from page 3)

came to us not of our will; it was our fates pressed
us into battle, ill-equipped as we were; look at our
defeats, histery is full of them, and would take no
When the Manifesto was drafted, by dem-
ocratic parties were then understood working elass
movements such as English Chartism,
whose most revolutionary ‘demand was a universal
manhood suffrage. Says the Manifesto on pp. 56-7:
“‘Seetion TL. has made elear the relations of the
(‘fommunists to the existing working class parties,
such as the Chartists in England and the Agrarian
Reformers in America. The Communists fight for
the attainment of the immediate aims, for the cao-
forcement of the momentary interests of the work-
ing class; but in the movement of the present, they
also représem and take care of the future of the
movement. In France the Communists ally them-
selves with Social Democrats, (*) against the eon-
servative and radieal bourgeoisie, reserving, hew-
ever, the right to take up a critieal position in re-
gard to phrases and illusions traditionally handed
down from the great Revolution.”” . . ‘‘(And) they
never eease, for a single instant, to instill into the
working class the clearest possible reeognition of
the hostile antagonism between bourgeoisie and
proletariat . . . .’ Whatever “R’’ or the rest of
those who support the anti-laber position of the S.
P. of C. may make of the intentions of Marx and
Engels when they wrote that into the Manifesto, it
means this to me, quoting myself from an article I -
wrote some months ago in which I held ‘“that reeog-
nition of Dabor parties does not hinge on the mat-
ter of their reformist character, bat on whether they
are representative of an independent movement of
the working class in polities.”’

In another article, while in eharitable mood, I
suggested my Marxist crtics were rusty on Marx’s
theory of history and offered in this series to refresh
them on it. Now, however, .I/suggest that they never
understood the materialistic dialeetie of Marx, the
point of departure for all of his theorizing. Let
them think on this: Writing of his programme as
editor of the Franeo-German Year Books, Marx is
remarking to the effeet that it is not true, as the
French and English Utopians have thought, that the
treatment of political questions is beneath the dig-
nity of soecialists. Rather is it vork of this kind
which leads into party eonfliet and away from ab-
stract theory. And, he goes on to say: ‘“We do not’
then proelaim to the world in doetrinaire- fuhon
any new prineiple : ‘ This-is the truth, bow down be-
fore it!” We do not say: ‘Refrain from strife, it is
foolishness!’ We only make clear to men for what
they are really struggling, and to the eonsciousness

of this they must come whether they will or no
That, says M. Beer in comment, is eoneceived in a
thoroughly dialectical vein. The thinker propounds
no fresh problems, brings forward no abstract dog-
“mas, but awakens an Mh&m&
of the future outonhegut,mmpw
and soeisl warriors with the W of. &elr
own action. :

denial.”’

puli!i('al

“Mnmoahbn&mmhm 7

men bécome’ waaﬁ'«w«m fight it

out’) ‘‘must rather be explained from the contradie-
tions of mterhl life; from the existing confliet be-
tween the social forees of producti)n and the eondi™
tions (mshtntional) of production." {Preface to the
B ( rmque ”)

l'o Marx, the matenahst Hegehan, every form
of society was fated by other powers than man’s will.
By force of economic evolution, the warrior ehief in
the wandering of the nations during the decay and
fall of the Roman Empire, the itinerant trader and
the journeyman eraftsman of the same era, each, his
form of soeiety in its preorduned sequence already
lay in the womnib of time. But Marx m.mgated the
fatalism in the coneept, for his view was "that while
we could. not affect the general trend of history;
man could shorten and lessen the. birth pangs of
every social order by adding to that class-conseious-
ness which i8 born of habituation, knowledge of
and about thingsthat is got by conscious observatiorr
and reflection.

learn by habituation rather than by reflection.

A few words more to ‘“R’’ in respect of his be-
licf that Marx hoped the 1848 revolutionary stir-
rings in Europe were the expression of the proletar-
ian revolution,-and upon which “‘R’’ does some un-
necesary moralizing upon his speculations in last
issue, a8 to whether Marx was too optimistic or,
whether there had been a loss of intelligence among
later generations of the working class. “R’ is
wrong in his belief. The Manifesto itself furnishes
a flat eontradiction to him. Yet he reasons upon it
with such assurance -and air of knowledge on the
matter against me. Marx ‘knew’ that the 1848 re-
volutionary insurrections were the revolution of the
liberal bourgeocisie, and refers te them as sueh, and
moreover, threw his energies into the struggle with
that consciousness and in aceordance with his under-
standing of the dialectie of history. His view was
that the issues must first be fought out with tradi-
tional feudalism before the way would be clear for
the proletarian-bourgeois class struggle to reach

maturity, with the maturing and final exhausting of

the possibilities, in 1848 still latent, of the bourgeois
order of society. Among other matters in our argu-

ment: If pacific English Chartism collapsed, the ~

armed uprisings around the same period on the eon-
tinent were also abortive. But the liberal bour-
geois movement won out—later, be it noted, mainly
by constitutional and other non-violent means. And
the European working class have -gained sinece—in

economic well-being, in intellectual culture, in pol- -

itieal and social status, gained a class heritage of
culture as the spring-board for further advances.
““ Away with culture,’’ I hear ‘‘R’’ say. I pay, would

he expect to find a moedern flying machine in Neo~
lithic pastoralism. Culture begets eulture, but it

takes the culture, material and immaterial, of a
state of the industrial arts known as the machine
technology to beget such an offspring. 8o working
class advance has been made largely by virtae that

the. ' liberal -bourgeois movement first cleared thq,,«

ways of history and feudal eoncepis. and mﬁtnﬂnn-
al obstacles. Suek is the dialectic way of hutor;—-

-loeurdmgtolux—ﬂenl. 3 C.’

ECONOMC CAESES

The lesson of history is, however, 2
~ that men, taken individually or collectively, mainly




From ‘‘The Medern Quarterly’’
(Continued from last issue)

not materialize. The workers were dis-
satisfied, and they demanded eertain things
—above all, work—but it seems that they were not
ready for the revolution. What should the revolu
tionary army do meanwhile? It was necessary to

THE'!_mpes for a speedy world revolution did

" do something, so the order was given out from the

general headquarters, ‘‘Start the revolution by all
means, call out a revolution artificially, get th
workers to rise in arms, even if you have to fool
them a little; it is, after all, for théir own good.”’
There were great. strikds and much underlying
labor unrest in Italy, sa the Italian party was ord
ered to start the revolution, but before starting the
revolutien it had to expel all the reformists and sce
that none of them held a position in a umion or co
operative soeiety. Serrati, in the name of the great
majority of the party, replied:

We, living in Italy, knowing well the conditions of our
country, know that to start a revolution now would be
madness, and as to expelling the reformists, it would
cause a split in our ranks and weaken us just at the
moment when we need all the strength we can get. We
cannot take away the jobs from all the pon-communists
because they don’t agree with us on certain principles.
They may be bad socialists,*but they are good specialists,
able and experienced men, and to put inexperienced com-
munists in their places would ruin our co-operation, and
in the unions we have not the power to do it,
we should wish to,

The Italian party, notwithstanding Serrati’s
admonition, was split, the majority expelled, its
strength broken.

The German Commiunist party knew its duties.
They knew that their business was to make a re-
volution ; besides, they were steadily reminded of it
by the communist international. But the great ma-
jority of the German workers did not want such a
revolution. The communists then proceeded to
compel the workers, to provoke them to it. The,re-
sult was the tragie and infamous March ‘‘putch”’
That the Germian workers were not ready for the
revolution is now admitted by the eommunists them-
selves. - Zinoviev has this to say about both up-
risings in Germany :

even if

In the year 191818 only a minority of the German
workers followed Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Lyxemburg.
On the opposite pole, again only a minority of the German
‘workers followed the bloodhound Noske. The main mass,
the center of the German working class, vacillated. This
_kernel—the general mass of the working class—sought
peaceful means. That “middle” mass, which in the final
instance decided the course of the styuggle, at that time
m«lndﬂmummmhm it reckoned

1 the M lmlons. through

Communism

By HAIM KANTOROVITCH

was lulled to sleep with counterrevelutionpary, sweet and
senseless lullabies and hopes. And once more conside:
able sections of the Gérman workers regarded mot withou!
sympathy the daring revolutionaries who time and agair
carried the blows of the counter-revolution. But once more
these heroes remained without support from the greater
mass of the workers. The vanguard, which rose up [0
early, was defeated.—(Worker, December. 8, 1923. “Th
German Working Classes, th> German Communists ar
the German Soecjal Demecrats.")

Of course, it was very wrong of the Germal
workers to follow the social demoerats, but what
could be done? The eommunists should have waited
until the workers would have been eommunistically
cducated, but impatience is the chief characteristic
of neo-communism. They started their Mareh Re
volution, a puteh, as advocated by Bakounine. Th:
national chairman of the party, Paul Levi, had pro
tested. He had written a brochure to show that dis
honest and anti-soecialist means were being used to
déceive the workers. Ulara Zetkin, Hoffman and
others protested; later they resigned from the cen
tral eommittee. The third congress- of the Com
munists pronounced the March uprising a erime, but
Paul Levi was expelled, and many others went with
him, and the communist tacties remained the same
In the article that T mentioned before, Zinovies

says:

The lesson was not in vain. WTth the help of the
Third Werld Congress of the Commuynist International, the
German communist party was abls to correctly gange the
mistakes of the past. The question of uprising, of the im-
mediate struggle for power, was pushed aside in the year
1921, and without # moment’s hesitation a new {ask was
set—theé winning over of a majority of the workers.

They have learned their lesson, it is true, but too
late. Since March, 1921, the communist movement
in Germany, as well as everywhere else, has been dis-
credited. The workers view it with' distrust and
look upon the organization very much as upon &
band of adventurers. But one thing they have sae-
ceeded in, and that is in breaking every party in
Europe.

-On the eve of the third congress of the communist
International (June, 1921) a new spirit began to
manifest itself within the communist movement
Lenin had published his ‘“infantile sickness, left com-
munism,’”’ in which he bitterly eriticized his fol-
lowers for believing and trying to practice what he
himself was preaching er endorsing. = But more
frank than Lenin was the chief propagandist of
Communism, Karl Radek. In an article entitled
‘‘Qlossen Zur Congress der Communist Interna-
tional,”” published.in the German Communist maga-
sine ‘‘Die Internationale’”” (September, 1921). he
SAySs:

The belief in a speedy world revolution was very wide-
spread in ‘our movement. . . The second congress did not

_ do anything to correct this false view because the red army
was thel victorious over Poland, and it had aroused false
hopes. . 2 ‘ -

What were these hopes? Radek related that
evenmehaﬁn belicved in the great role that the red
_army would play in the world revolutiod. One of
the dslogatu told Radek very clearly: A

Ithev!dentthuuaruﬂtolmvmmmm

not '”m&ammmwmmm

Mﬂﬂethem

Trotsky summed up thes
lowing words:

We learned this through our own erroneous acts . . that
we are not so immediately near our final goal—the con-
guest of power all over the world, and the world revolu-
tion. In 1919 we said to ourselves, it is a question of
months, and now we say—it is perhaps a question of years.
(Bulletin of the Third Congress of the Communist Inter-
national, “une 27, 1921, No. 2)

cxperienees in the fol-

What was to be done?! The tacties of the Com-
inunist Tnternational, as expressed in the theses and.
resolutions of the second congress, were good for
> but now that the realization had

perhaps it was a question of years’’ un-

‘war time only,
come that
til the world revolution could arrive, what was the
communist army to doin the meanwhile? JEvidently
it would not do now to try and create more splits,
to isolate itself from the entire working class, and
ignoring the latter’s struggles for his immediate de-

mands, go on shouting, ‘‘Make the soeial revolu-

tion.”” The third congress, therefore, adopted the
so-ealled ‘‘new taectics,”” the tacties of the ‘‘united
front.”’

The united front is a thorough departure from
what was known as communism. Instead of anathe-
matizing everybody that did not agree with them
and always looking for points of disagreements, the
equmunists were told to try and find some way to
again unify proletarian forces, ereate a united front
with the same people whom they before had de-
lackeys of the bourgeois,”’ as the real
cnemies of the proletariat, ete. Moreover, the neees-
sity for a united front was declared to be the result
of a new eonviction of the éommunist leaders, the
convietion that they needed a majority of the work-
ing elass in their favor in order to accomplish their
The Bakounist ideas that largely determined
the charaeter of the communist movement were dis-
carded. and a return to the old social democrat view-
point effected. There were, of course, delegates at
the third congress who understood perfectly well
that the united front meant the abandonment of the
chief prineiples of Thus Delegate
Tetracini, of Italy (to quote only one), said :*

c¢lared as **

aim.

communiso.

It should not be said in the theses that we need a ma-
jority of the workers for communism, because this will be
a weapon in the hands of the reformists against us, be-
cause they, the reformists, always argued that we must
have a majority of the proletariat before the revolutionary
fizht can successfully begin

Tetracini was right. This was always the social-
ist-demoeratic against which the communists
put up their Bakounist view of a ‘‘revolution by a

View,

minority.”’

More important still, is the new view on the re-
form aectivities of the workers that the third con-
gress adopted. Until the third congress every re-
form activity was declared to be detrimental to the
class struggle, and any one who was willing to fight
for reforms within the capitalist soeiety was an
‘“agent of the capitalist elass,”” but the third eon-
gress pow declared: ‘‘It is the duty of the com-
munist parties to endeavor by mesns of thcir -in-
fluenee in the trade unions, by increased pres-
sure on other parties conmected with the working
masses, to bring abdut the struggle for the achieve-
ment of the immediate needs of the proletariat . ;
every objection to the establishment of such puﬁll
demands, every accusation of reformism in connee-
tion with the partial struggles, is an outeome of ‘the
mmapdwh’cl?lqih live issues of revolu- -
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THE RISE AND DECLINE OF NEO-COMMUNISM
{Continued from page 7)

tion in trade-uniop aectivities and parliamentafy
action.”” (Theses and resolution, third congress of
the Communist International, New York, 1921, pp.
52-55.) Every social demoerat, of course, will agree
with this paragraph; he will-only claim that it was
copied from the social democratic platforms and
resolutions, and especially from their polemical lit-
erature against the communist romanticism. That
the eommunists repudiated this view only one year
before is plainly shown in Zinoviev's letter to the
L. W. W_, where he states that

The question of whether or not Communists participate
in elections is of secondary importance; some Communist
organisations do, others do not, but those who do act on
the political field do so only for propaganda. ((Quoted by
Postgate Bolshevist Theory, p. 234.)

And Bucharin plainly said at the Second Con-
gress that

The Antiparliamentarism of the I. W. W. which in-
stinctively hates opportunistic parliamentarism and dis-
trusts it, i3 more sympathetic.

The Comintern even declared officially that:

The Parliament cag by no means be the arena for strug-
gles for reforms for cemmmunists—for the amelioration of
the conditions of the '\orking class

This is why the Comintern, while refusing to en-
roll sueh men as Kautsky, Bauer, Hillquilt, Mae-
Donald and others, made every effort to get within
its ranks all the varions anarchistic and anarcho-
syndiealist elements. But the tMird congress, at
last, repudiated its former tacties, expelled’the an-
archistic K. A. P. D. and rebuked its more ardent
followers for their ‘‘Revolutionary Romanticism.”’
Karl Radek interpreted the new tacties in the fol-
lowing words:

It is clear that in 1918-1919 we fought with other meth-
ods. Then we strove with all our means for splits, we
placed the dictatorship of the proletariat in the foreground.
while now, without changing our general demands, we
place concrete transitory demands jn the foreground. The
communist parties have now the task of beginning the
struggie for the conquest of the majority of the proletariat.
Thh struggle can obviously pot consist in repuﬂng
p.rroHIke the slogan of the dictatorship of the proletnrhl
Our duty is to take part in all struggies of the proletariat,
to explain, step by step, the meaning of each struggie, ac-
cording to the worker's own experience; to extend the
battle front more and more; to increase speed toward the

final goal.

That this is the correet standpoint of social de-
moeracy will be admitted by every one who is but
superficially acquainted with the social demoeratic
view on reforms and partial struggles. The third
congress has really abandoned their nee-communism
and returned to soeial democratic taeties—but they
lack the eourage to acknowledge it.

The new taeties were of too ‘‘sharp a tum” for
the communist movement. Most of the national see-
tions revolted ; in some parties splits oceurred. The
Comintern, therefore, hastened to give a new defini-
tion of the new taeties. ‘‘We want a united front
with all the other factions of the labor movement,
so that we ean break them up from within.”’

Evidently nene of the non-communist parties
could agree to such a united front. A united front
is only eoneeivable when all the parties to it have
good intentions, but it is ‘absolutely impossible when
the party that asks for a united front simultaneous-

ly declares that its aim is to unite in order to move

quickly and destroy its partners. Thus the Comin-
tern defeated its own aim. The new tacticg of the
united front have not only failed of their purpose,
but they have also failed to strengthen the commun-
ist movement. From the reports of the fourth eon-
gress of the Communist International, we learn that
every party in the Communist International is torn
by internal strife, that the masses who followed the

over, the iron discipline of the Communist Inter-’

national did not suceeed in holding the national see-
- tions within the bonds of ‘‘true revolutionary ecom-

munism.”’

left wings in all parhex who more and more tend
te beeome anarchistie, and on the other hand, most
of the communist parties are communist in name
only, but reformists and opportunists in practice.
The situation in the International Communist
movement from the thlr(l to the fourth congress is
described by Zinoviév in the following manner:
It is comparatively easy to adopt a resolution; but it is
a much harder task ‘when it comes to practical work;
even the atlempt to carry out an international membership
week failed because our parties are still heterogenous, be-
cause our parties are in many cases not yet communistic.
During the past vear we have atempted selvgml interna-
tional campaigns. Amqng these the campaign for the
front was of special importance, and it must be
kly stated that this campaign did not proceed without
hindrance. (Fourth report of Congress of the Com-
International, English Translation, pp. 15-16.)

united
frar
mu
mu

sitnations in different parties are not more
cheerful
the tactics of the Communist International.”
There are ““three tendencies and
two minor tendeneies’’ that fight each other. The
Italian communist party (that is, what is left of the
Italian party) ‘‘has-often acted against the policy
of the the
Czecho-Slovakia the opportunist majority expelled
the revolutionary minority

“The French party had failed to apply

b R

in France today

executive 1in Italian question.”” In
In Norway the com-
It is
to take action in Nor-
way so that the demapnds of the Communist Inter-
national may be compiled with.”” The executive of
the Commumist International had also ‘¢

munist party is only ecommunist in name.(*)

high time,”” says Zinoviev, ‘'

certain diff-
erences of opinion with the Polish party’’
agrarian question and the question of nationalities.
““The Balkan Federation is funetioning pdorly.”’

. ““In England . . . we are growing very slowly;
in no other country, perhaps, does the communist
movement make such slow progress.”’. .. “‘In
America we have . . . a communist party with
violent factional strife. Therefore, America is one of
our most difficult problems.”’ ‘In Hungary . .
the situation is pitiful.”’ (See Zihoviev’'s Report to
Fourth Congress. In Abridged Report (English)
pp. 16-19-20-, 22-23-25-26.) In general it can be said
that the fourth congress showed that the
tactie”” was not-effective in arresting .the deeline of
the communist movement; on the contrary, it added
theoretical confusion to the mood of despair that
had set in on the movement. On account of its over
valuation in the revolutionary possibilities of the
movement, the new tactic created instead of isolated
revolutionary sects, isolated opporturﬁst sects, try-

‘“new

ing desperately, but without success, to unite with ©

the same ‘‘traitors and counter-revolutionists’’

whom they condemned only two years before.

* The Norwegian party has been split since then.
(The End.)

TREATIES AND ‘‘ ‘BOES"”’
(Continued from page 2)
reparations, in addition, total exports would have
to be 16000 m. m. On the basis of 1913 exports,
reckoning only a nominalf half, Britain would take
2100 m.m. _(in 1921 she took £20m.) France 1185
Russia 1320; Austria 1650 m. m., U. S. 1000
m. m. Most of these mations would ‘‘view with
Alarm’’ any such tendency even, toward such a cap-

m. m.,

acity.

We can take the measure of the sagaclty that
claims, ‘‘Germany has the goods,”’ ‘‘that she ean
pay if she likes,’”’ “t}mtlhe is too lazy to work,’
ete. If Germany could work, the only visible move-
ment ifi eountries outside would be the transport of
corpses—for German glue, maybe. Germany ‘‘won’t
work,”’ for the same reason that the individual
‘““won’t work.”” Because the means of life in the
hands and control of finapeial capital prevent the
cireulation of eonsumption untjl, -and unless, they
are first available for profit.

Baut, if ‘‘reparations’’/are so fanciful, why.the
loan? Where do the profits come.in- If Germany is
to deliver 2 m. t. reparation cosl per monthto
France, that just equals 1913 exports (net). - If Ger-
many.is to eome ‘to pre-war efficitncy she must im-

on the-~

Joss of purebuin; pogr m
involves exports far in exeess of 1913 Voltime. Sueh
a market would be . good for - huhe-. Suech 3§
volume would raise the mass of profits enormously,
but it would also deptess the rate of profit to frae-
tions, and the standard of life to meagrest need. In
1911 Carnegie reckoned an immigrant at $2500, ie.,
his labor prodfieed values to that amount. Assum-
ing $8600 as an average wage, surplus produetion
was four times the necessary. Technology must
have muaintained the rates at least. What the ac-
tual rate of exploitation may be, I know not. But
that the ratio'is high is undoubted. Percentages of
10, 20, 30 and over, are not wncommon. The 3 and
5 percentages shown are but flicker of the ‘‘dust.”
on the ‘““water.”” The market price of shares at
twice and three times par tell the same tale. The
miner’s election (1924) manifesto gives the eapitali-
sation of the mines at £130 m. (approx.), and frem
1914 to ’23 inclusive profits and-royalties of £259 m.
Imperial tobacco, from ’19 to 24 shows profits of
£24 m. General and Keen, (eoal and iron) 18 to
'24 £4 m Brunner, Mond, £6 m. (same time).
Bleachess (textiles) £3%5 m. J. P. Coats, £1214 m:
Courtald’s (silk) £10 m. nearly. Lever (soap) £684
m. All "19 to ’24. Showing that the organic eom-.
position of capital is high, and with it the rate of
exploitation. Showing -also that the very things
that Germany is réquired to exeel in, coal and iron,
chemicals and (textiles probably), are also highly
organic. Consequently, if the individual in ithe
pro%lnvtinn of necessities produces magnitudes that
make life a weary struggle with penury-in like
terms the production of interest on bonds demands
a magnitude of commerce in the eompletion of in-
ternational fixed capital, whose gathering will be
frescoed with wool = R
(To be eontinued)

TABOOS AND THE SOCIAL SCIENCES
(Continued from page 1)

devotees, but the lure of sex itself, masquerading
as a scientific interest. This is as evident in the
denunciation of what for convenience may be call-
Everywhere, up
on both sides, the note of passion is discernible 1 -
der the coolest parades of discussion. The assail-
ants of the study exhibit (in trying to conceal it)

the same scx-sensitiveness as the devotees them-

ed Freudism as in its aceeptance.

selves.

Y When, therefore, we reflect that none of these
studies can exclude this inflapmmable material from
its treatment, and that, for any eomprehensive
sociology, sex urges and activities and the institu-
tiond they help to mould and sustain, are of primz
importance, we are driven to smile at the naivete
of a social science boasting reason as its sole ar-
biter. It is not merely that instinetive emotions
and valuations prevail in the social arts, but that
they deflect the balanee of reason in the social

scxences —(Socialist Review.)
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