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Kodaks by the Way

- ABOR Parties, like Cleopatra, have ‘‘infinite
.variety.”’ And also, like her, they cause
mueh eonfusion among their admirers. They come

- .“and ge, wavering like moonlight on a lake, with
* gvery disturbanee of the moment, until the woed of

the ehuss issue disappears r in the forest of emergency
legislati

Why this confusion! Why this running after
falee gods? Patently, lack of knowledge of the class
imsme. For, if that issue were understood, the pas-
sing iucidentals of labor exigencies would melt like

_ mist in the morning sun. Yet that is but a state-

ment earrying no explanation. Since, if that issue

_were understood, we should be on the verge of the

new-seciely.: And conversely, not being understood,
the mew society is net a thing of the immediate fu-
ture. I is a more dilatory affair than we thought.
Most of us ecame out the ‘‘last war’’ with the
feeling that the eapitalist system was done for. We
eould not see—perhaps do not yet see—how it could
stand the shock and strain of peace dissensions. Yet
it stands, apparently more concentrated in the means
of life and power than ever. That had to be ae-
counted {pr. And aceounting it earned for the purely
Socialist Parties the heavy-weight title of ‘‘reaction-
.’q  From the alleged failure of the Socialists to
good." wpoﬁt by the upmhst crma,” fo
s 10 TIOtOTy,” CAlE DEW
wierd methods of attack, and still wierder notions
of virility. Not that the Socialist Parties could
make good, not that there was a crisis, or the slight-
est chanee of vietory. The idea itself proves its own
futility. But because that hope and belief was there
and was found wanting; progressive reaction dis-
carded the old propaganda of knowledge and turned
to the more alluring vintage of direct means. And
direet means led—as it could not fail to lead—by the
meandering usages of opportunism, to the blind
alley of compromise. Reform of parties; reform of
program and policy; reform of method and tactic—
all were called to book, and new views of attack
and initiative were culled from the drastic change
and sad experience that confronted the deeaying
hapes of that ‘‘new world after the war. ” . S0 we
stand to-day, divided and embittered, each nursing
his own prejudice and animosity; each * ‘ander his
own viue and fig tree.”’ e
Bi the vine and fig tree of individualism has
completely gone by the board. Our issue, the class
jssue, i a social issue, caring nothing for man or
gmup. It is an international society, heedless of
nation gr empire, or their expa‘umae& And in the
temu!mlumtynmmt—proeeed There is no
room for this or that idealism; for this or that pan-
acea; for this or that pursuit of eclectic good; for
thhcrthttvisimﬂngofeommonm That is but
begging the question. For the common aim is of the
bloed of unity, and unity pulses with the vim and
gtrength of social vieissitude. That unity is to be

" achieved through the burning experience of social

mﬁemﬂmldedu@mmmm-m

-_flitafle of condition. Tt is not the progeny of reason,

" thongh renson is 2 factor in its promotion. Tt is not
&Md!mthwqﬁbrumyhenndo—me
dfﬂt Tt is not s yrediey of contrivance,
‘ithltmdinmm. It is born of the
‘agencies of socizl forces and conditions.
*Wﬁy&mmdﬂm
‘sivag MMMW%-&r-

pried loose from eur ancient proconceptions by the
new order of living conditions. Our individualist
traditions are scattered by the trade winds of mon-
opolist activities. Our cherished eonvictions and
their visible institutional forms are laid low by the
expansive forces of the developing maechine, and
driven more-and more insistently into the orbit of
high finance. We are drawn into a eommon plane
of social perception, as we have already been herded
in the common realty of economic necessity.

We_ may say what Soeialism is, but who can
divine the changes and chances on the road of its
aecemplishment? Beecause i3lism (as a eoneept)
iz static and faetual, while the détail of its becoming
is dynamic and eireumstantial.  And it is just this
circumstabtial - negation of our social theorising
which has divided us into weak and struggling fac-
tions, and has turned the one time comely edifice of
the socialist eoneeption into a hissing and a bye-worg-
And because of the disappointments engendered by
a vanishing ideal we turn te other and seemingly
more promising means for its fulfilment, seeking in
the darkening conditions of our time the provfs to
justify our new eonditioning of things.

But-it is forgotten that the eircumstantial nega-
fion of our theorising is not the same thing as the
ﬁrcumwtnl negation of reality. It is not the

" eonception which .roquives " Vrbishing ;
it is only our eoneept of it whch need. .o be b!ulcht
into harmony with the faets. The fact itself is true
enough. It is our idea that is at fault, a matter
zbundantly evident in the shifty programmes and
emergency policies of the labor parties of to-day.
And by the same token, until that harmony is effect-
ed we batter at the doors of method in vain. For,
just as we do not get Soecialism, because we do not
understand it, so we do not get a united front be-
cause we do not understand our soeiagl organisation
and its necessgry relationships. The one is a con-
sequence of the other. And it is just as futile to ex-
pect Socialism without understanding it as it is im-
possible to obtain unity without the prerecognition
of our social status, and its resultant clear cut issue
of class. We are slaves in bond, and our first neces-
gity is to erush the lie that we are free. That done,
the seales shall fall from our eyes. That not done,
we are blind men, wandering among the tombs of
tradition.

To crush that lie brings us to the Socialist posi-
tion and its tacties. Since the question is immediate :
How is it to be done? Clearly not by trying to ham-
mer into the head of a soc.-disant freeman the notion
that he is a slave. Clearly not by expecting the
schools of initiative to accept a philosophy apparent-
ly antagonistie to experience and training. Clearly
not by offering us ecertain plants from the tatter
demalion rafts of expediency,in hope that thereby
we may oeeupy a common platform. And. just as
cdlearly, not by counting the particular heads of
specific polities, in the belicf that eustom shall vin-
dieate our choice. That is not the role of custom,
bnt of materisl fact, out of which proceeds both the

custom and its necessity. The teaching of Socialism
-ﬁhtontotthe whole body of historic material of
the fime, develop the forces and influenees which
negate the conditions of the time, abrogating thir
basis use and necessity, and theréeby amulling their
power, aﬂ&aaommmughmmmmin
of new.needs and new necessities, the forees and in-

ﬂmvﬁ&mm&fﬂlﬂﬂrum_

And that the agents of this process—those forees
and influenees—are the material conditions and cap-
acities of produetion, and the human interests of the
several eomponents of the soeial organisation. And
it teaches farther—direetly or by implieation—that
the human element does not impose its will or eon-
trol upon the process, except and until it beeomes
censcious of the impinging eontradictions of the con-
flicting forees of society. That is to say that man
reacts to the stubborn momentae of conditions only
through the modus vivendi of experienee, medifying

“those condlitions through the thwarting interven-

tions of elassie inheritanee.

We may be glad and rejoice that labor has ae-
hieved a revelution, and a government ; has inereas-
ed its represemtation, its vote, and its spectaculsr-
isms. But only as they bear witness to the indomi-
tability of hamanity. They are not indiestive of the
near triumph of Socialism. Rather they are sympto-
matic of the gathering oppressions of the great
steam roller of capitalism, crushing the fife of the
peoples if the bloddy wine press of its acenmulms
tions. Nor need we fix our eyes upon them to ”v
fit by their mistakes. For assuredly the future shell -
not be called upon to do what it is requn'eldﬁe
present. The one lesson they convey is ‘the utter’,” <
failure 3f the cross-roads system, nnd&ewqd’
the forgedsmasrches of mi :
ix & pfotean complex in motion, !
tomorrow will be arrayed and deployed quite other-
wise than those of today. Differéent eonditions must
call for different modes of procedtire, and diffevemt
answers must be given to their appeal. And if we
hope to answer their questioning we must be pre-
pared, not with the simple intimacy of their pheno-
mena, but with the deeper fundament of their con-
ditionming :

Out of that complex will come the forees to
vitiate and overrule the capitalist system. It will
generate its conflicting interests, erushing the weak
in the triumph of the strong. Changing methods
will make class interests more desperately implae-
able ; necessity make them more irreeoncilable. Thus
it shatters the social concepts of ‘‘right,”’ ‘‘ justiee,””
“fairplay,”” ‘“‘morality.”’ As it has blotted out in-
dividual enterprise with its ruthless competition
so the continuation of the process will extinguish
the lesser group. Thus ‘‘freedom,”” ‘‘initiative,”
and the ‘‘reward of endeavor’’ wilt in the hot glare
of its rivalry. In the pursuit of imperialist ambi-
tions it will subvert the probity of every parlia-
ment, as it has already whelmed the vaunted honor
of every state. So ‘“liberty’’ and ‘‘demecraey,”
and ““social serviece’’ are flouted and disrupted. So
society becomes more corrupt and vieious; its morals
being shaken, its moral code vanquished. 8o its
life becomes more precarious and despicable, its
notions of value distorted, the whele fabriz of its
cherished institutions traduced.

But society cannot continue to exist in depravity
and distortion. It is the subvertsation of the very
thing it was organised to achieve: soeial preserva-
tion. The social interests and satisfsetions voided and
set aside, gather to themsélves out of the mighty
magma of progress, the means and powers of their
preservation. While the vitiating of the old system
mgdngon:bcve,thembhnbonof'thenewhh-

ing accomplished underneath. And when. the ‘coun-
terllimng of eunﬂiding vested iutel'el! has ained
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Political Representation

All true political representation must be, and can only
be based on definite economic interests.—(Marx)

IRCUMSTANCES (camp conditions prineip
ally) operate against my desire to rv;')ly to
my erities and at the same time push on to

social

more considerations of ways and means~of

change resort to whole-
sale quotations of matter needful to support the pos
itions 1 assume in regard to working elass politieal
It is the immediate
future I have in mind in reasoning on this strategy
Far

mer-Labor parties, politically representative of the

In this pass I propose to

strategy, Socialist and Labor
particularly in Canada and the United States.

chief produring elements of those national communi
ties, have been formed in certain loealities, while in
others such coalitions are either agitated for or else
close affiliations of existing farmer and labor politi
cal parties are advocated. The desire in these pro
posals is for a larger mass of co-ordinated radical
clements in the struggle against the more powerful
business interests who exercise preponderating eon
trols as to the formation of-public opinion and over
both
Chiefly, the basis of unity of the economic groups is
the
against the exploiting business elements; and on the

state policies in home and foreign affairs

claimed on ground of common interests as
possession of a ecommon psychology as produeers,
having concepts of the superior funetional worth
to society of the producer and his rights as such.
Many
foster or form these hyphenated Farmer-Labor par-
ties on the ground that farmers are employers of
wage laborers and that therefore there inevitably
arises a conflict of interest between the two classes
whieh is bound to have its political reflex. On the
whole I see the matter in the same light though I am

socialists disagree with the attempt to

inelined to have some greater regard than some of
them for the integrating power of the interests and
mental trnitsl]vld by the groups in (*umnmn‘Thouzh
the proposal for the amalgamation of Farmer-Labor
groups in one political party may have its virtue, I
can not see that it woald have any chances of per
manancy. This, partly because of the confliet of in-
terest alluded to as wage workers and employers,
and partly—perhaps mainly—because the groups
are of different occupational interest to a great de
gree. The problems of the farming class in the
futurg will have to be dealt with by themselves with
a minimum of interference from those who have no
first hand aequaintance with the facts of agricul-
tural technology and economies. Better each group
have its own party so that conflict of interest Ybe-
tween the groups may be fought out without im
pairing organization, while there is nothing to pre
vent them acting together spontaneously or by ar-
rangement when common interest prompts them so
te do

come

Sueh promptings, we may prediet, will be
frequent with the spread of socialist
ideals and as needs dictate. My belief is that there
is a period of development in political formation

more

along the lines of economie group representation on
_the North American continent, tending to take some
sueh shape as fnllows: a political party of the bour-
geois interest, a party of the agricultural interest,
and a party of the wage-working interest, the two
latter parties making up the progressive left and
beeoming, in course of time more and more impreg-
nated with socialist ideals.

Here then I propose a discussion for two issues
of the Clarion, dealing with the inherited system of
political representation whose seeming breakdown,
due to the deflection of Farmers and wageworkers
from the old-line parties to partit'jq of their own in-
terest, is the ocecasion for my prediction of a de-
velopment of political representation by eeonomic
groups.
structure and working of a group system omnee ob-
taining in Medieval times. T eleet Professor Charles
A. Beard, historian of high reputatiom. I lift Beard
from the pages of his ‘‘Economic Basis of Politics,”’
a series of four leetures given at Amherst College,
U.8,, in 1916, the last lecture revised in the light of

Other issues will contain a review of the

later political experience, the whole published in

ook form in 1923 by Alfred A. Knoft, New York:

The Doctrine of Political Equality.

HE grea

ceptions, havg-regarded

t political philosophers, with few ex-
the
power,

property as

fundamental element in

political
nd have looked upon a constitution as a balanee of
The and

.eveloped before the nineteenth eentury were in fact

economie groups governments founded

complexes of group interests. Nowhere was the re
presentative system, in its origin, designed to reflect

the opinions of mere numerical aggregations of hu

man beings eonsidered in the abstraet apart from
property and employment. On the contrary, it re
fleeted the sentiments and views of different sorts
and eonditions of me: estates or orders rlvrgy.

nobility, burghers, and peasants
In the United States whers

estate or established nobility to be represented in

there was no clerieal

the government, the existence of the two fundamen-
owners of realty and the
taken
positive eonstitutional law or in the check and bal

tal property groups—the
owners of personalty—was into account in
ance system provided by the separation of powers
If the first Ameriean constitutions were more demo-
cratie than those of Europe, the faet is not to be
attributed to radieal changes in human nature, in
duced by a voyage aeross the Atlantie, but, as the
great Webster pointed out, to a very wide distribu
tion of property, due mainly to cheap land

So things stood in the elosing years of the old re
gime. Then suddenly came two great revolutions,
cne in economie faet, and the other in political theo
rv. The first was brought about by the invention of
the steam engine and machinery, ereating an im
mense amount of property which *had hitherto ex
isted only as a minor_element in economic life, name
ly. industrial and mereantile capital
did this new form of property acecumulate that even
in the United States. by the middle of the nineteenth

century, it exeeeded in value the agricultural land

So rapidly

of the country

Being more mobile and more easily concentrated
than land. a vast portion of it quickly fell into the
hands of. relatively speaking, a small portion of
society. As land was the great stabilizer of the old
order, so eapital became the great disturber in the
new order. Like a mighty giant tossing to and fro
in a fever. in its quest for profits, it tore masses of
men from the land. from their sleepy villages and
hamlets. and hurled them here and there all over the
globe. Under its influence the old sharp class differ

ences were disarranged. 'The peasant might be-
ecome a suecessful eotton spinner, a financial mag-
nate. a eontributor to party war-chests, a peer of the
realm. The Manchester individualists, Cobden and
Bright, looking upon the new order which they had
helped to create. pronounced it good and declared
that because anv hustling individual might rise from
poverty to wealth. the era of individual equality had
arrived. Instead of studying the new groups, the
new class divisions, more subtle and complex than
ever before, they proclaimed the glad dayofequality

While James Watt was experimenting in (}las-
gow with the steam engine, and thus preparine to
blow up the old economie order in the realm of fact,
a Freneh philosopher. Jean Jacques Rousseau. was
experimenting with ideas scarcely less dangerous to
the ancient regime than the operations of the Scotch
mechanie. Unlike his distinguished predecessor in
politjeal science. Montesquicu, Rousseau did not
search assiduously among the institutions and habits
of mankind to find a basis for his political philoso-
vhy. Rousseau was not a man of seience or a de-
tached scholar. He was a passionate propagandist.
He formulated the sentiments and views of the third
estate in France then beginning to thunder against
the monarehv. which was buttressed bv the special
privileges of the clergv and the nobility. Tn his

Social Contraet he set forth the moral and philoso-

phic justification for the revolt of the third estate.
In his system of political thought, Rousseau, in
cffect, advanced several negative propositions. He
denied that ‘there was any inheregt and essential
ccnnection between economies and politics. He re-
pudiated the idea that the nature and amounf of
men’s material possessions and the character of their
cecupations could have any substantial influence on
their political sentiments and their political aetions.
He rejected the age long view that the transmission,
alienation, aceumulation, and distribution of wealth
bore a funddmental relation to the form and prae-
tices of the denied the doetrine
that society is a complex of more or less conscious
For the group or class-man he
substituted the abstraet, the cosmopolitan, the uni-

government. He
groups and interests

versal man

In order that we may get the essence of this
rew political philosophy, let us make a somewhat
close examination of the doctrines laid down by
Rousseau. He simply cannot be ignored, for his
Social Contract became the text book of the Freneh
that equalization

movement which has in our day penetrated even the

Revolution and of world-wide
heart of China, preparing the way for the overthrow
of absolutism and the triumph of the third estate

The origin of the state Rousseau finds not in a
divine ecommand that one should rule over others, or
in the fusion of estates, but in a voluntary union of
free men. Of course Rousseau knows that this was
not true, in point of faet, and respeet for the truth
But he carnot allow the
matter of historicity to interfere with the founda-
tions of his system of political ethies

compels him to admit it

"If,
then, we remove from the social contract sl that is

In Book I of his Social Contract, he says:

ot of its essence, it will be reduced to the following
terms: Each of us gives in common his person and
all his force under the supreme direetion of the gen-
eral will; and we receive each member as an indivi-
sible part of the whole

“Immediately, this aet of association produces.
instead of the individual person of each contracting
party, a moral and collective body, composed of as
many members as the assembly has votes, whieh re-
ceives from the same aet its utility,—its common
being, its life and its will. This public personage,
thus formed by the union of all the others, formerly
took the name of city, and now takes that of republic
or body politic. This is called the state by its mem-
bers when it is passive; the sovereign when it is
active; and a power when comparing it to its equals.
With regard to the associates, they take collectively
the name people, and call themselves individually
citizens, as participating in the sovereign authority,
and subjeets, as submitted to the laws of the state
[‘ut these terms are often confounded and are taken
one for the other. Tt is enough to know how to dis-
tinguish them when they are employed with all pra-
cision.

Having found the origin of society in a general
agreement of free and equal men, Rousseau natural-
ly places sovereign power by moral right in ““th»
people’”’—a collectivity of all the imdividual mem-
bers of the state. The law of the state is therefore
not the will of some class (like the landed gentry)
imposed upon all others, or a compromise rule pro-
duced by a balance of conflicting group interests,
but is, according to Rousseau, an expression of ‘“the
general will.”” This alone is its justification. If it
destroys the rights and property of the individual
still he must abide by it. ‘‘In order then that the
social contract may not be an idle formula, it in-
cludes tacitly this engagement, which alone ean give
foree to the others, that whoever shall refuse to obey
the general will, shall be compelled to it by the
whole body. This signifies nothing if not tbat he
will be forced to be free; for it is this condition
which, giving each eitizen tothe eountry, guarantces
him- from all personal dependence—a _condition
which forms the deviee and working of the politieal

(Continued on page 8) :
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Was M

UMEROUS have been the ]
years, to pin the badge of reform on the

lapel of Marx. Spargo, in his Marxial
Socialism and Religion,”’ went so far as f emas
culate the Communist Manifesto in order 1 produ

2 Marx of his own calibre. Hillquit, in several of his
books, classifies Marx among the advoeats f e
form, while carefully refraining from ar ¥ quotatior

that would support his contention

Now, it is our comrade “*C"’ who atten pte-to per
form the Herculean task His efforts are erowned

with no more suecess than those of his
in the same endeavor Although we ean unreser
vedly concede that ““C*’ has made a more br found

study of seience and philosophy than

or Hillqun_ yet his self 1m po S d labors ha
to attain the objective. The )
ures 18 found in the fact that the works of Marx ar

not susceptible to sueh treatment

reason for all these fai

Let us examine ‘(s

contribution. After qi
ing two whole pages of the preface to Cap.. Vol 1
with four specially emphasized sentences. he sums up

with the following statement ‘11
my quotation shows that Marx was far from hostile

to parliamentary proeedures and reforms and did not

read carefnlly

regard them as necessarily inimical to the progress
of the English working class. even when reforms
were brought in under the auspiees of the bourgeois
parties. Indeed he expresses a desire for them in Ger
many as a necessary phase in the development of the
German working class.’

Now, who in the world ever contended
social reforms were necessarily inimieal to the pro
gress of the working class?! ““C’’ has been a
ber of the SP. of C. for some vears, He
disposal all the party literature. May I ask him to
point out where any official statement has ever beer
rendered to the effeet that the Party considered
reforms inimieal to working class progress?

If he can produce such a document, then he is surt
iy entitled to his premise. If not, then he is simply
beating the air. We eliminate the
faetor and proeeed with an argument. Tt requires at

mem

has at his

ecannot human
least two to eonduct a debate

I will shoulder the responsibility“of stating that
the Party has never been anti-reform, but rather
anti- capitalism Every propagandist, to my knowl
edge, has admitted that certain reforms. under cer
tain eonditions, may prove econducive to working
class progress, If we find
them to our needs as a class.

them useful we adapt

But this coneession by no means implies that our
energies should be directed to striving after remedial
legislation. Here is where ““(C’s”’ postulate falls to
the ground. He assumes that Marx was a reformer
instead of a revolutionist

There is no desire on my part to enter into
quibbling ecompetition over the fine points of distine
tion between reform and revolution. nor to show
Dietzgen-like, that a reformer is a revolutionist and
vice-versa. The generally accepted definition will
suffice. The differences between the position of revo
lutionist and reformer are well exemplified in the
Labor Party and the Socialist Party.

What, then, was the attitude of Marx? Was his
stand synomous with that of MaeDonald, Sehiede-
man, Yandervelde, Branting and other errand boys
of the bourgeoisie? Or did he take up a clear, defi-
rite revolutionary position and leave the extension
of reforms to the ruling elass, whose citadel was be-
ing bombarded !

Any student, who has paid striet attention to the
teachings of Marx, should have little diffienlty in
arriving at a conclusion. A perusal of the animated
pages of the Communist Manifesto, the Criticism of
the Gotha Program, the Civil War in Franee or the
Bighteenth Brumaire, leaves little doubt of the fact
that ““C”’ is up in the air.

Space prohibits a lengthy series of quotations
ﬁvﬁtheworhm&ned,httheﬂnﬂp&nmph

iltempts, 1n recent

BY J. A. McDONALD

Ma , good exampl
re Marx st Here 1 'he Communists
S Int ( VIEwWSs 11ms T}i'} opel
¢lare t s eal imed only by the
v | Xis social eondit 1S
, o S i ( munistie r
l ."f " ¥ - " }'\' !
* Ins i v v T \'}1
D SIS Sup 11 S
| < '~ Y 18 I‘ r { ‘I’V“V 1S5 1
A X ar Encels N was adduced
ks \ <. All “a ¢ n is vagu
. Ene I face y Cap
ITT . % k 1894 1s seleetion means
M1 4 I here no labor parties
suel I English Labor Party did not have its
D 11 years afterwards. Engels was obvions

eferring to organizations like the S.D.F.. which
hat ti ivowed olutionary objec
He terme hem both lal parties 1n the samq¢
hat we could ecall the Socialist Party a party

r representing the workine class
\s to Marx on parliamentary proeedure. well
1S another story. Marx well understood the
f parliamentary action to the revolutionary
ent.  Quotations much more emphatie in this
spect than the one given by ““C’’ could be intro
1 10 present his attitude But this is unneces

S iS the point 1s not in dispute

\ few faets, however, will not be amiss ane nt the
Iuireduction and operation of the Factory, and Fac

tory Extension Aets. It must not be thought that
those Aets were the result of working class pres
sure or capitalist generosity I'hey were the out

come of the inter-aetion of a complicated series of

tors

The struggle between landlord- and cap

italist and later, similar conflicts between the vari

us sections of the capitalist class made it possible
or eertain benefits to aeerue to the workers

Neither can it

be contended that those acts d
trimentally effected capitalist <!|\r-1n}m|~ nt Un the
contrary the opposite was the case The re port of
the T‘;n’w.’_\' mspector, 1865, states The inconven
lenees we expected to arise from the introduetion of
the Factory Aets into our braneh of i anufacture, I

happy to say, have not arisen. We do not find
the production at all interferred with: in short. we
produce more in the same time Cap. vol. 1, p. 522
Where the Aets did pinet capitalist he found
means elreur iting ther See Cap. vol 1. p
265

\s for the differences between English and Ger
man conditions regarding reforms of this nature
had Marx been writing thirty yvears later his con
<}u\ll'."~ would have { \‘A\Ti_\ amended The
greatest of all social reformers—Bismarek—found

favorable eonditions, followinge the Franeco-Prussian

War, for placing on the statute books legislation of

A nature

re much more advanced than anything found
m England or The Workmen’s Compen
Act all had

their birth in Germany and not England. But

edsewhere

sation the Old Age Pensions Act. ete

even
thess
demoecratic administration have not solved the work
ers’ problem. They still havé need of a forcible
revolution to abolish eapitalism and its hideous ef-
feets
N\l\\
on the

drastie measures and almost six years of soeial

I am asked to present my ““poimnt of view”’
With pleasure!
But would it not be apropos to have, first of all. the
S. P. of C. ““point of view?”’ Regardless of its anti-
working class character, the advent of a Labor Gov-
e¢rnment was a great event. Practically’every work-
ing elass organization in the English speaking world
has voiced its opinion either in favor or opposed.

It has ‘been jofficially admitted that the many
eontributions of ‘“C’’ present what the Party does
not stand for. What could be more appropriate than
an article showing what it does consider in this
respect?! Such an effort might obviate the necessity

British Labor Government

arx a Reformer ?

point of view Being official it w uld have
r influenec«
course, references 0 non-commital
ve b | 1a 1IN the 1 columns Irom
time, bu whole poliey he Clarion has
‘ pussy S the 1ssue while allowing
wander in the paths of reform without as
s an edito cauti or show the
Us nature his nerou By-the Ways
1 past up I [ | v has been in
the S. P (
time w ned { [ 'o Tunetion pro
the revolutionary mover 1 Party must
‘
ething more thai nomi lass. It must
nome a scientifie con ceptliorn he class strug
nd strive to lead the workers info those ehan
r-els, which history has shown to he h st adapted to

ar lutionary purposs This the S. P of C. has

lately failed to do, The failure is eflected in the

pres 411\]!1]:!1",1']‘1" of the Pariy
PLATFORM

Socialist Party of
Canada

We, the Socialist Party of Canada afirm our alleg

fance to, and support of the principles and programme

of the revolutionary working class
Labor, applied to natural resources produces all
wealth

The present economic stystem is
capitalist ownership of the means of produc
quently, all the products of labor belong to the capital-

ist class The capitalist is, therefore, the
worker a slave

based upon
tion, conse-

master;

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

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

The interest of the working class lies in
itself free from capitalist exploitation by the
of the wage system, under which this exploitation, at
the point of production, is cloaked To accompligh
this necessitates the transformation of capitalist pro-
perty in the means of wealth production into socially
controlled economic forces

The irrepressible conflict of interest
capitalist and the worker necessarily
as a struggle for political
Class Struggle

Therefore we call upon all workers to organize un-
der the banner of the Socialist Party of Canada, with
the object of conquering the political powers for the

setting
abolition

between the
expresses itself
supremacy This is.the

purpose of setting up and enforcing the economic
programme of the working class as follows
1 I'he transformation, as rapidly as possible,
of capitalist property in the means of
wealth production (natural resources, factor
les, mills, railroads, etec.) into collective
means of production
°

The organization and management of indus-
try by the working class

3—The establishment, as speedily
of production for use instead of
for profit.

as possible,
production
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VANCOUVER, B. C,
POINTS OF VIEW.

HE present attitude of the 8 P of C. and the

I Clarion toward labor parties and the like

is a matter of comment in our pages, and

we take it that our attitude has not been sufficiently

definite in the form of its utterance to emphasize the

hostility of the S. P. of C. to all other politieal or

ganizations ‘‘allegedly labor or avowedly capital
ist,”” or words to that effect—as in past days.

It is quite true that reeently we have been hesi-
tent in criticism of,say, such newly arrived appear-
ances as the British Labor Government, or the cut-
ting edge of our remarks has not been so keen &&
has been hitherto usual when dealing with people
whose outlook has not been precisely like our own.
Likewise in the local field of endeavor, although we
have not sunk our organizational identity in assoc-
isting with other groups in politics we have taken
aetion quite contrary to the aetion taken in the pre-
vious B. C. Provincial Election.

In the local action we had little or no alternative
confronting us otherwise than to play the part of a
nen-participant negative, and when the situation is
looked at now the election is over we are unable to-
see that any harm has been done or that our tradi-
tion as & faetor in the eduecation of th: working class
has been amended or detrimentally :ffeeted in any
way. Otherwise than that we have reached more
people than has been usual at our eleci. ™ meetings
and our propaganda has suffered no hurt.

The war years and the years after have brought
problems of party attitude and tactics to us whieh
hitherto we had escaped. The war years brought
offitial hindrance to our activities in various parts
of the eountry, brought a censorship on the party
organ and tended to disintegrate the organizational
machinery of the party. Following upon that when
we had began to rebuild after the war the industrial
union enthusiasm pervaded the westerm Canadian
atmosphere, and its organizations, in building them-
selves up, tended to weaken our own by recruiting
to their work the energies of many of our people.
The Russian revolution and the literatare that came
from it set our membership, in common with other
people, in a turmoil, and the whele movement seems
to be at the present time suffering apathy which
may be accounted the opposite extreme from those
days of expectaney. The matter of the Third Inter-
national affiliation brought forth a split in the party
and divided opinion among workers generally: Those
were different days from these. Revolution was
abroad then. Party loyalties were suspended or
broken throughout the Buropean world. Capitalism
had lost its grip. And ideas were loging their rigid-
ity, a migidity which they have not regained.

Afterwards, we have not had the same inelina-
tion to be degmatic in our attitudes and we have
.weleomed various points of view.

In the practieal play of polities any body, labor or
sceialist, will sooner or later find itself ecufronted
with cirecumstances which will tax its resources o©
overcome, consistently with ideas prevailing inside
and eut of its body as to its priyeiples, aims and the
rature of the groundwork it has already laid down.
Se far as the Eabor Government in Great Britsin is
concerned its own baek benehes appear to be very
mneheo“medviﬂlt&uqmnthm

time. Their eritieism of their own governmest’s
action concerping the adoption of the recommenda-
tions of the Pawes Report is a case im point. Yet
the government received the support of its own
party. It is so‘with all its problems, and these pro-
blems will be set before’ it as hard fact matters
wherein theory and practice must get along with
the best.possible grace.

In our own ease, we have the relationship of our
past and present attitudes te work out, and if we
are in no'-speeial hurry to decide upen _definite
courses it is an indication of the fact that while we
can teach we éan learn, and perhaps gather strength
as we go along. One thing is certain: in the past we
have suceeeded in imparting to the workers at large
in Canada where we have effected eontact with them
#n idea of the value to be gained in study and re
fleetion and the worth of such an attitude in meet-
ing the problems of working class life and aim. For
the moment we are somewhat introspeetive.

Perhaps our attitudes have become less me-
At anyrate we are working them out as
best we can

chanieal.

SECRETARJIAL NOTES.

Writing from Nanaimo, Comrade Arthur Jordan,
Secretary of the S. P. of C. Local there; advises us
as follows:

‘““We are hbldjng a joint picmic at Oyster Bay,
Labor Day, September 1st. The workers of Cowich-
an-Neweastle and Nanaimo Electoral Divisions have
amalgimated for this big pieric. I have been made
secretary and Comrade Ratlef is chairman, along
with a live eommittee from Nanaimo, Ladysmith,
Northfield, Extension Mines, South Wellington, ete

‘T was instructed to invite Comrade W. A. Prit-
chard to speak, also Frank Brown, M..A., and R. L.
Neelands, M\ILA. All workers in Vancouver who
are interested are invited to come and join the crowd.
Oyster Bay is elose to Ladysmith. If enough eom-
rades can be geotten together in Vancouver they may
be able ta charter a boat and make the trip to-
gether.”’

We have given this such publicity as we have
been able to among our own membership in the hope
thatit might be possible to muster a sufficiently large
contigent from Vaneouver which would warrant
chartering a boat for Ladysmith on that day. The
obstacles are many, however, and at this time of
writing the likelihood is that we shall not succeed
in organizing the needed number. The return trip
can hardly be made in one day, leaving time and
energy for the pleasures of the picnic. However,
this is an earnest of the organizing capacities and
enthusiasm of the Vancouver Island workers, and it
seems to us to be a good sign. Whoever gets to that
picnic will have a good day of it and a good wel-
come.

Comrade C. Lestor is at the moment in Edmon-
ton. In the past few months he has covered many
hundreds of miles of prairie country talking in the
fzrming communities. Recently he was in Drum-
heller. He says District 18 is suffering from the ini-
tiative of the mine owners at the present time in the
tendency to provoke trouble. Lestor has had meet-
ings there which have been attended by police armed
with smoke bombs. At Drumheller there was arrang-
ed a meeting and demonstration in Elgin Field,
Saturday, 2nd August, and on the following day a
meeting was held in the Regemt Theatre, Com. Lestor
being the speaker on both occansions. Theré and at
Wayne the police seem to have deemed it their duty
to attend in number. The miners have been five
months on strike Lestor reports that the excitable
scrt of propaganda among the miners is not what
is wanted, and this they are beginning to 'see. He
says his meetings were well attended and that his
talks were well received.

Calgary, Alberta.—At the headquarters of Tiveal - |
Calgary every Thursday st 8 p.m: there meets a -

elass for the study of economics. Everybody inwel-

‘eome. Come to this address and hear-working clasy -
‘matters and pbleml dealt ‘with- bt”ﬁﬁ'

moment and intewest m:ecs, 134A Dth-l

West, Cdom Alberta.
M good field for the study of WM.
ing cultural changes. For, in‘the first 7
place, there is a wealth of material, beeauss, st thé
present time many social problems: are: oednsioned
by the frequent cultural changes. Furthermore, the .
student of modern social changes has a ecrisin ad-
vantage over the student of changes in-earlier cul-
tures because of the greater detail and fuller record.
Of course the faetors in modern social ehanges are
not instantly elear, but they are certainly. not as ob-
scure as the forees of the remote past. Very prob-
ably, therefore, an examination of some present-day 3
changes may reveal additional factors aftecting eal-- Lo
tural change. It is not necessarily true, though, that, ' g e
the same forees operating today to effect or resist ¥ =
cultural change have operated at all times or oper-
ated in earlier cultures. 2

One faetor affecting change in modern society
that is quite easily observed is the power of a par-
ticular economie elass. Modern society is differ-
entiated into eepnomic classes. Wealth and income
are quite unequally distributed, so that one class or
group has a very large proportion of the total
amount. And there is plenty of evidence to show
that the group or class that has the major portion
of ‘““the good things of life’’ is net so eager for
ehange as those whose incomes and material posses- :
sions are seant: Those who derive execeptional bene-
fit from remt, interest and profits resist changes that
endanger or affeet adversely these sources of income.

The interests of these groups have been referred to

as ‘‘vested interests.’”” Groups not benefiting so

much but suffering from the existing disposition of

property are more likely to institute and support

changes. Two other points should be noted in this
deseription. One is that the possession of money

and property in modern society is closely eorrelated >
with power. The othér point is that economie eon- '
ditions are elosely interrelated with many other ecul-
tural features, so that many suggested changes to- :

day affect the economic gituation and the effeet of z

the economie situation in modern society reaches far
into other fields of culture. The result is that an
economic class is in powerful opposition to a great
many ; forces of social change.

It is also true, however, that the power of this
economie class has been very influéntial in promet-
ing change. As employers they are in large part
responsible for business enterprise, which has mater- s %
ially trasformed the Ameriean continent in a very
short while. Of eourse this material progress is not
to be accounted for wholly as a result of the ability
of the class of entrepreneurs. Much of this material
change ,through inventions, was inherent in.culture;
that is, such material ehsnges as the development of

ODERN social problems are an’

steam and electrieal power would probably have ge-~ .
curred under various ems of property distribu- . "
tion. Still, in the past, the opposition to business . A%

enterprise on the part of the wealthier class has not .
been conspicuous save in exceptional csses In a

society differentiated into social groups; some grewp -\ -
will be identified with the forces of changs while V™7
another group with interests more highly vested in
the existing enlture will resist the forces of change. = =~

Opposition by the vested interests (o ehange has =

caltares. m.wmm
to changs among peoples with more primitive eul-
tures seems indieated by Dr. Pu-uuw.
da-h-. She points out that there is s ‘“willsto-
power’ Mhmmiwﬂ.
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F Bome were not built in a day, what can b
<J - ®aid of the great fabric of modern industry’
''hat certainly is not a produet’of mushroom-lik

growth. Rather is it the result of eenturies of d

S velopment, and of the operations of forces which
have transformed continents, annihilated distances

.. . and brought well-nigh the whole world under con

: ‘tribution for the purpose of supplying the means
whereby those forces ean continue to operate. It is
perbaps mofe necessary today than ever that in
dustrial workers should realise how industry has
repeatedly changed its form, because there appears
to be a tendency to regard present day changes as
being of a character separate and distinet ffom any
thing that has gone before, and as something in thi
nature of a movement from a fixed econdition of
things to a state of flaidity and uncertainty. It
would be much more correet to regard the present
changes as a continuation of past mevements, di
ectly conneected with and-related to all past d
velopment.

It is not possible for us to draw a straight lin
down the pages of the story of the evolution of in
dustry and to say that development has followed

: precisely that line and no other. There have been
tao many wanderings from the path for this to be
possible. Too much going over the same ground
again, and too many hold-ups and temporary set
backs have taken place, due mainly to the actions
of vested interests which from time to time have en
deavoured—always in the end without success—to
preserve the status quo and to prevent new and
striving interests from coming into their own

3 Similarly it is not possible for the growth of in

{2 dusiry to be considered apart from political  de-

velopment. Movements of note in industry have
produced new economie classes that, either in town

: B administration, or in national assembly, have used

= every means that came to their hands for the pur-

i pose of maintaining their own supremacy, clinging,

even when their day was done to that last refuge

of an economically useless class—the political ma-

chine. But, in spite of all this, it is possible for a

general statement to be made of the lines along

which industrial development has proceeded, and for
its history to be divided into four periods:—

1. Family Industry—Ending about the middle of

ing rough and coarse, it is true,
disposal of the people did not permit of a high stand
ard of guality being reached, and there was littl
incentive to alter the methods of production,
if the
was not the ease.
and things were judged fronrthe standpoint of what
had been
family and eould be.dispensed with in favour of

. Evolution of Industry

BL: W. McLAINE.

and made the clothes for their own immediate us
The crops were seanty, the sheep poor, and the cloth

but the means at thi

even
knowledge had been there, which certainly
Custom ruled over all aetivities,

Any goods that were not required by the

others of more immediate usefulness, were exchang
cd within the

narrow limits of the willage, by th
that cambersome form of ex
that the
rust find a buyer who would purchasg what he
e sell, but that he must find a buyer who would
make his purchase with goods the seller required
Without money to faciliate the
duets, and without a freec movement of the people

(the Feudal system with its serf-basis and the ab

barter,
change whieh required not

process ()f
merely seller

had
exchange of pro

sence of means of communication between various
parts of the ecountry prevented real freedom of
movement) trade and industry were bound to keep
within very narrow limits. But as the means of pro
dueing food improved, it hecame possible for some
members of the household—the most adept members

to give more of their time to special forms of pro
ductive activity, and, almost imperceptibly, within
the old form there eame into existence a body of
handieraft workers, the heralds of a new system and
the destroyers of the old. The beginnings of a
money cconomy, the visits of foreign merchants
bringing with them the vision of a world wider than
that eircumseribed by the narrow confines of the
villagt, and thé agri¢ultural movements which tend-
i the en-
terprising individual greater scope for developing,
&1l helped along the movement, and broke down the
family and village organisation whiech had become

too narrow to contain the forces within it.

Handicraft Industry.

Handieraft industry
though growing out ‘of the family form of produc-
tion, was yet a long way in advanee of it. It needed
a form of speeialisation wide enough to allow of the

as a productive system,

v % : existenee of men engaged almost wholly in industry
& | the;zne::;?g;ft Sy T the 1361 to the‘and dependent upon the agricultural community for

; 5t conturies food. Tt needed also a body of merchants to find

5 Pomaatis Industry—From the 15th to the 18th marl'wt..s f?r the great: r{ volume of goods that the

eittittes. . specialisation m-ad(- possible. Goods were no longer

E 5 s 4. Factory Industry—From the 18th Century to -produt"ed to satisfy purely loeal ncvd.s‘ but fmj sale
¥ the present day. in a wider market. "rhv nwr('hn'nts— -chiefly formgn‘.-—

T Notics of thiss etorieal penods can be eclearly travelled from \'l-“M,L’(‘ to village, met the Ahan(h-
e marked off from the period preceding or following craftsmen at the fairs and markets, took their pro-

ijt. How intermingled they are is evidenced by the
existence today, side by side with the most modern
snd up-to-date maehine-opernted manufactory, of
the small jobbing eraftsman working up his own ma-
terials and selling them, and, of that other industrial
: anachronism, the worker who takes his customer’s
R s raw materials into his own home, works them up inte
: 3 what is required, and is paid for the labour he ex-
o . These survivals of a past age are out of
thefr true economic element, but they are typieal of

what was at one time the prevailing mode.

Pamily Industry.

duee to London or to more distant markets, and
brought with them the products of the Far East and
¢f the Mediterranean cities. (The fair of St.
was noted in the 12th Century as a centre for the
sale of hides, wool and silk; the fair of St.
Winchester, was abhout the same period as
heing the centre for traffic between Franee and Eng-
land ; the fair of Stourbridge, in the 13th Century,
for embroidery and silk, and so on.) - These market
centres, it need hardly be said, became the nucleus
of many a new town. Merchants settled there, and
craftsmen either stayed where they were while the
town grew up round them, or they moved to the

Ives

(iiles,
noted

Eaeh productive systam is distinguished as 2 trading centres and made their homes in distriets to
e degree o!'mmhiﬁon attained and which their eraft gave the name. The new towns
t of thie: market that eould be supplied. were hampered by the exactions of the Feudal lords

apasialitasion: was pradtically unknown and that the merehants whose economie imterests were affected
m%thmmmmrketiiﬂumdm were obliged to contend from time to time against
g _Of produeis between them, and were forced to bring pressure to- bear

m ‘Bach N lmon the central authority in order that greater free-

features of Family Industry were that who levied toll upon them to snch an extent that the’

hants who eould pay for them. The need for com-
hination amongst those whose interests were identi-
¢al and who, by eombined effort, eould achieve what

therwise they would have failed to aceomplish,
forced the merchants to form those organisations
vhich did so much to build up the towns of the

Viiddle Ages—the Merchant Guilds. The merchants
lecame the leading men in the towns, and though
their guilds were distinet from the organs of town
dministration, they were yet closely eonneeted with
them. The leading men in the guilds were almost
Iways also the aldermen of the towns, and they pro-
ide us with many an exeellent objeet lesson of how
conomieally powerful groups have, from time to
time, gained control over administrative and legisla-
Parhament at
any, more than any
Indeed, it was only

tive assemblies, beecause best noted.

that time counted for little, if
f those loeal regulatory bodies
one of a number of organisations which attempted

to legislate and eontrol i

When ‘the merchants had secured their freedom
and their trading rights, they began to use their
power for the purpose of keeping back others who
came into competition with them. They refused to
allow the to take part im trade, their
ouilds beeame exelusive and oligarchie, and crafts-
men who were members were not allowed a voice in
(etermining the poliey of the Guild. The eraftsmen,
therefore, in their own interests, were forced to form
their own organizations, and to struggle for their
place in the sun, in the same way that the merchants
had struggled for their freedom against the author-
ity and domination of the Feudal Jords. Thus did
one set of vested interests eompete against another,
revolutionary when looking ahead, but reactionary
hieved.

craftsmen

when its objeet was ae

By the 14th Century the eraftsmen had reached
the height of their power. Their Craft Guilds had
taken the place previously held by the Merchant
(tuilds; they dominated in town authority, and their
influence was felt to some purpose in the National
Assembly. But, like the merchants, when they had
secured freedom for themselves, they were by mo
means anxious to allow others to be free. When op-
pressed, they were all for the overthrow of the ex-
isting order, but when they llad secured their eman-
cipation they teo began to be restrictive and monop-
Produeed as a class by economie develop-
ment, in other words, by the growth of industry,
they tried to hold back the very forces whieh had
created them, but which did not eease operating with
their emergence from obscurity. Trade and industry
fostered and helped by them. Their guilds
reculated industry and framed rules which provided
that good work should be done, that periods of ap-
prenticeship should be served by all who entered
the craft or ‘“‘mistery,”” and which regulated the
prices and conditions under which work should be
sold. These regulations had for their main object
the restriction of the number of people whe eould
enter the particular industry with which the guild
was connected, but they nevertheless placed industry
upon a much sounder basis than it had hitherto oc-
cupied. But, as trade grew, as voyages of discovery
opened up' new markets and as agncn!tnral changes
loosened the manorial ties, the monopoly of the
craftsmen was broken down. They did not give way
without a struggle, however. By raising the én-
trance fees to the guilds, by enforeing longer periods
of apprenticeship, by more stringent restrietions,
such as compelling journeymen to declare that they
would not ‘‘set up’’ for themselves and by means of
politieal action, which took the form of Aets of
Parliament prohibiting the setting up of industries
except in the towns—where they were the dominsnt
element—they sought to maintain their M
ascendancy: But forees were at work greater than
they,foreeaagumtwhmbtheymwmm ﬁe

(Conunned on»w 8 S

olistie.

werd




(Continued from last issue)

The current periodieal press, whether ephem-
eral or other, is a vehiele for advertisements. Thisis
its raison d’etre, as a business proposition, and this
Gecides the lines of its management without mater-

ial qualifieation. Exeeptions to the rule are offieial
and minor propagandist periodicals, and, in an un-
certain measure, scientific journals. The profits of
publication come from the sale of advertising spaee.
The direet returns from sales and subscriptions are
now a matter of wholly secondary consequence.
Publishers of periodicals, of all grades of transieney,
aim to make their produet as salable as may be, in
order to pass their advertising pages under the
eyes of as many readers as may be. The larger the
cireulation the greater, other things equal, the mar-
ket value of the advertising space. The highest pro-
duet of this development is the class of Ameriean
newspap‘ers called “‘independent.”” These in par-
tieular—and they are followed at no great interval
by the rest—edit all items of news, comment, or gos-
sip with a view to what the news ought to be and
what opinions ought to be expressed on passing
events. :

The first duty of an editor is to guage the senti-
ments of his readers, and then tell them what they
like to believe. By this means he maintains or in-
creases the circulation. His second duty is to see
that nothing is said in the news items or editorials
which may diseountenance any claims or announce-
ments made by his sdvertisers, diseredit their stand-
ing or good faith, or expose any weakness or decep-
tion in any business venture that is or may become
a~valuable advertiser. By this means he inereases
the advertising value of his eireulation. The net
result is “that both the news columns and the edi-
torial eolumns are commonly meretrieious in a high
degree.

Systematie insineerity on the part of the .osten-
sible purveyors of information and leaders of op-
inion may be deplored by persons who stickle for
truth and pin their hopes of social salvation on the
spread of accurate information. “But the ulterior
cultural effect of the insineerity which is in this way
required by the business situation may, of course, as
well be salutary as the reverse. Indeed, the effect
is quite as likely to be salutary, if ‘‘salutary” be
taken to mean favorable to the maintenance of the
cstablished order, since the insineerity is guided
by a wish to avoid any lesion of the received pre-
eoneeptlons and prejudieces. The insincerity of the

newspapers and magazines seems, on the whole, to
be of a eonservative trend.

The periodical press is nof only a purveyor of
news, opinions, and admonitions; it also supplies the
greater part of the literature eurrently read. And
in this part of its work the same underlying busi-
ness principles are in force. The endeavor is to in-
crease the eireulation at any cost that will result in
an inereased net return from the sale of the advertis-
ing space. The literary output of the magazines is
of use for earrying the advertising pages, and as a
matter of business, as seen from the standpoint of
the business man’s interest, that is its only use.

The standards of exeellenee that govern this
periodical literature seem fairly to be formulated
as follows: (1) In each given case it mmst conform
to the tastes and the most ready comprehension of
the social strata which the particular periodical is
designed to reach; (2) it should eonduee to a
quickened interest in the various lines of serviees
and eommodities offered in the advertising pages,
and should direet the attention of readers along such
lines of investment and expenditure as may benefit
thehrgendvert’,enputialhﬂy. At least it must
in no ‘way hamper the purposes of the advertisers.
Nothing should go in a popular magazine which
mldun:mhteruhadovovermxfomofbun-

BY THORSTEIN VEBLEN.

ness venture that advertises or might be indueced
to advertise.

Taken in the aggregate, the literary output is
designed to meet the tastes of that large body of
people who are in the habit of buying freely. The
successful magazine writers are those who follow
the taste of the class to whom they speak, in any
sberration (fad, mannerism, or misapprehension)
and in any shorteoming of insight or force whieh
may beset that elass. They must also conform to
the fancies and prejudices of this class as regards
the ideals—artistic, moral, religious, or social—for
which they speak. The class to which the suecessful
periodicals and which gives tone to
periodical literature, is that great body of people
Cul-
class

turn,

easy ecircumstanees.
turally this means the middle
(largely the dependent business class) of various
chades of conservatism, affectation, and snobbery.

On the whole, the literature provided in this way
snd to this end seems to run on a line of slightly
more pronounced conservatism and affectation than
the average sentiment of the readers appealed to.
This is true for the following reason. Readers
vho are less eonservative and less patient of affee-
tations, spobbery, and illiberality than the aver-
age are in a position of doubters and dissentiénts.
They are less eonfident in their convietions of what
is right and good in all matters, and are also not
unwilling to make condescending allowances for
those who are less ‘‘advanced,”’ and who must be
humored sinee they know no better; whereas those
who rest undoubting in the more conservative
views and a more intolerant affectation of gentil-
ity are readier, because more naive, in their rejec-
tion of whatever does not fully econform to their
habits of thought.

So it eomes about that the periodical literature
is, on the whole, somewhat more serupulously de-~
vout in tone, somewhat more given to laud and
dilate upon the traffic of the upper leisure class and
to carry on the discussion in the terms and tone
imputed to that class, somewhat more prone to speak
depreeatingly of the vulgar innovations of modera
culture, than the average of the readers to whom
it is addressed. The trend of its teaching, there-
fore, is, on the whole, conservative and conciliatory.
It is also under the necessity of adapting itself to a
moderately low average of intelligence and informa-
it is those who

who are in moaerately

respectable

tion; sinece on this head, again,
possess intelligence and information that are
readiest to make allowances; they are, indeed,

mildly flattered to do so, besides being the only ones
who can. It is a prime requisite to econciliate a
large body of readers.

This latter characteristie/is particularly evident
i1: the didaetie portion of the periodical literature.
This djdactic literature, running on discussions of
a quasi-artistic and quasi-scientific character, is, by
foree of the business exigeneies of the ease, designed
to favor the sensibilities of the weaker among ita
readers by adroitly suggesting that the readers are
already. possessed of the substgnce of what purports
to be taught gnd need only be fortified with eertain
general results. There follows a great spread of
quasi-t;chniea] terms .and fanciful coneeits. The
sophisticated animal stories and the half-mythieal
narratives of industrial processes which how have
the vogue illustrate the results achieved in this dir-
ection.

The literary output issued under the surveil-
Janee of the advertising office is exeellent in work-

manship and deficient in mtelhgenee and substan-.

pa.l originality. What is encouraged and cultivat-
ed is adroitness of style and a piquant presenta-
tion  of commonplaces. Harmlessness, not to sy

pointlessness, and an edifying, gossipy optimism are

mnmmmwmmw

mwmamm,m» qu&ionhtrtm

Business enterprise, therefore, it is believed,
gives a salutary bent to periodical literature. It
conduces mildly to the maintainence of archaie
ideals and philistine affectations, and ineuleates the
forms of patriotic, sportsmanlike, and
spendthrift aspirations.

crasser

The largest and most promising faetor of ecul-
tural discipline—most promising as a corrective of
iconoclastie ‘which business prin-
ciples rule is national polities. The purposes and the
matetial effects of business politics have already

vagartes—over

been spoken of above, but in the present conneetion
their incidental, disciplinary effects are no less im-
portant. Business interests urge an aggressive na-
tional policy and business men direet it. Such a

The direct
cultural value of a warlike business policy is un-
equivocal. It makes for a condervative animus on
the part of the populace During war time, and
within the mlhtary organization at all times, under
martial law, eivil rights are in abeyance; and the
more warfare and armament the more abeyance.
Military training is a training in ceremonial pre-
cedenee, arbitrary command, and unquestioning
obedience. A military organization is essentially a
scrvile organization. Insubordination is the deadly
sin. The more consistent and the more comprehen-
give this military training, the more effectually will
the trained into
habits of subordination and away from that grow-
ing propensity to make light of personal authority
that is the chief infirmity of demoeracy. This ap-
plies first and most decidedly, of course, to the sol-
diery, but it applies only in a less degree to the rest
o the population. They learn to think in warlike
terms of rank, authority, and subordination, and so
grow progressively more patient of encroachments
upon their eivil rights. Witness the change that has
latterly been going on in the temper of the German
people.

The modern warlike policies are entered upon
fcr the sake of peace, with a view to the orderly
pursuit of business. In their initial motive they
differ from the warlike dynastic politics of the
sixteenth, seventeenth, and eighteenth centuries.
But the diseiplinary effects of warlike pursuits and
the warlike preoceupations are much the same what-
ever may be their initial motive or ulterior aim.
The end sought in the one case was warlike mas-
tery and high repute in the matter of ceremonial
precedence; in the other, the modern ease, it is
pecuniary mastery and high repute in the matter of
commercial solveney. But in both cases alike the
pomp and circumstanee of war and armaments, and
the sensational appeals to patriotic pride and
animosity made by victories, defeats, or compati-
sons of military and naval strength, act to rehabili-
tate lost ideals and weakened eonvictions of the
chauvinistic or dynastic order. At the same stroke
they direet the popular interest to ether, nobler, in-
stitutionally less hazardous matters than the un-
¢qual distribution of wealth or of creature comforts.
Warlike and patriotic preoceupations fortify the
barbarian virtaes of subordination and preseriptive
authority. Habituation to a warlike, predatory
scheme of life is the strongest disciplinatory factor
that can be brought to counteract the vulgarization
¢f modern life wrought by peaceful industry and
the machine procesg, and to rehabilitate the deeay-
ing sense of status and differential dignity. War-

policy is warlike as well as patriotie.

members of the community be

’ fare, with the stress on subordination and mastery

and the insistence on gradations of dignity and
honor incident to a militant organisation, has al-
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“ A& daw of Social Science, or A Social Law, is a state-
m;'&htleuwnwnmo(actbnmyhexpected
under-gertain conditions from the members of a social
group. Economic Laws are those social laws which re-
late 0 branches of conduct in which the sirength of the
motives chiefly concerned can be measured by a money

< " “price”—Marshall. Principles of Economic, 3rd ed., p. 105

“Magnitude of value expresses a relation of social pro-
duction, it expressee the connection that necessarily exists
between a certain article and the portion of the total labor
time of soclety required to produce it. As soon as magni-
tude of value is converted into price, the above necessary
relation takes the shape of a more or less accidental ex-
change-ratio between a single commodity and another, the
‘moneycommodity. But this exchangeratio may eéxpress
either the real magnitude of that commodity’s value, or
1be guantity of gold deviating from that value, for which
according to circumstances it may be parted with. The
possibility, therefore, of quantitative incongruity between
price and magnitnde of value, or the deviation of the
former from the latter, is inherent in the priceform itself
This is no defect, but on the contrary, admirably adapts
the priceferm to a mode of production, whose inherent
laws impose themselves only as the mean of apparently
lawless irregularities that compensate one another.”
Capital, vol. 1, p. 114 -

“This balance between goods in respect of their mag
nitude as output of human labor holds goods indefeasibly
in point of the metaphysical reality of the u'l‘e-process.
whatever superficial (phenomenal) variations from this
norm may occur in men’'s dealings with the goods under
the stress of the strategy of selfinterest. Such is the
value of the goods in reality; they are equivalents of one
another in the proportion in which they partake of this
substantial quality, although their true ratio of equivalence
may never come {0 an adegquate expression in the trans-
actions involved in the distribution of the goods. This
real or true value of the goods is a faet of production,
and holds true under all systems and methods of produc-
tion, whereas the exchange value (the “phenomenal form”
of .the real value) is a fact of distribution, and expresses
the real value more or less adequately according as the
scheme of distribation in force at the given time conforms
more or less closely to the equities given by production. If
the output of industry were distributed to the productive
agents strictly in propertion to their shares in production,
the exchange value of the goode would be presumed to
conform to their real value. But, under the curreni, cap-
italistic system, distribution is not in any sensible degree
based on the' equities of production, and the exchange
value of goods under this system can therefore express
their real value only with a very rough, and in the main

fortuitous, approximation.”—Veblen, Place of Sciencg. ete. /
page 420. \

R the purpose of the present enquiry it is to
4 be understood that the Value (magnitude of
value) of any commodity is determined by the

‘

labor-time socially necessary to produce it ‘‘under
the normal conditions of production, and with the
average degree of skill and intensity prevalent at
the time;”’ and that the Value, so determined in the
field of production, may be thought of as mani-
festing itself in the sphere of cireulation in its phen-
omenal form—exchange-value. Further, exechange-
value is to be considered as the ‘‘quantitative re-
lation or proportion in which values in use of one
gort are exchanged for those of another sort,”” that
is the quantitative-ratie between commodities in ex-

the case, it is known as Price.

-- Since, however, there exists, and must exist by
virtue of the operation of the Marxian law of value
itself, a™ quantitative incongruity between price and
magnitude of value,”” so umeh;o that, as Veblen
puts it, prices ‘‘depart erratieslly and incontinently
from the proportions that would - legitimately be
given them by the real values whose only expres-
sions they are,” it is, clear that the immediate d
terminants of price are to be sought in the field o
dirclation, that is to say, in the market.

> -

_ ‘ change. When exehange-value is exprem'ed in term
e m Iof- the money-commodity, which is now invariably

dtheir combined aetion.

i

ing the legal rights of property and contraet

Value is an attribute of commodities and com
modities only, that is of labor-products which have
been produced for sale. Price, on the other hand,
concerns everything bought and sold and, therefore,
the law of prices, if such be discoverable, must
cover the relations of exchange of many things
which are not ecommodities at all, such things as
Jand and natural agents, stocks and shares, credit
loeuments and elaims on wealth of many Kinds,
unigue objeets, the rate on money lent and so forth
Prices. therefore, are facts of the market which
arise from the action of factors operative in the mar-
ket. There are a number of such factors and the
market price at any given time is the resultant of
The factors econcerned in
fixing the price of any given object are found to be
The demand for the object; the supply of it aciu-

2lly placed on the market ; the possible supply may
kilso have some effect; the cost of production; the
g‘pnrf-hasing power of money and the existenee or

{ctherwise of taxes and tariffs. All of these factors

without the‘means that had been taken from them—
punished by the very class that profited by their
misfortunes.

(To be continued.)

HERE AND NOW.

We are enduring in these parts what is termed
Safety Week.”’
week of safety, but it is a period of seven days mark-
¢d off on the calendar wherein everybody is sup-
posed a vow that he or she will not
linock down or be knocked down. This, of course,
in the matter of weapons, has reference to the war-
likt mature of the automobile. Otherwise there is no
connection between Safety Week and the No More
\War demonstrations.

Thus we get the idea, through reading the detail-
¢ items featuring fatalities on the street that there
iz cternal hope that destruction may be avoided or
delayed by focussing attention on a serious mat-

Safety week is not necessarily a

to register

ter. And so we suggest that the idea of a Safety
W cek, Here and Now, would perhaps tend to pre-
ent  the

SafetyJies in numbers, they say, and we would add,

world at large from running us down

big numbers
Following $1 each: R. Near, H. T. Spencer, G. R.

fsre variable and their relative variations take effect
fin changes of price. -

This question is usually~dismissed by a reference
to the so-called Law of Supply and Demand which is
often stated in a very misleading manner and there
appears to exist, very generally, considerable misun-
derstanding on the whole matter.

We find, in general, that an increase in price will
result from an increase in the quantity demanded;
a decrease in the quantity offered, actual or possible ;
an increase in the cost of productien; a decrease in
the purchasing power of money and, in mest -cases,
by the imposition of a tax. The opposite effect, of
course, is to be expected from a decrease in the de-
mand, an inerease in the supply and so on eon-
versely.

On the other hand we find that prices have a
reciprocal effeet on the quantity demanded of any
object, on the quantity which will be supplied and
even on its cost of production.

Finally the priee arrived at tends to be such that
the quantity of any article demanded equals the
quantity offered.

It will be necessary to take up separately each
of the factors eoncerned in the formation of prices
Next issue I shall consider the question of demand.

3 GEORDIE.

THE EVOULTION OF INDUSTRY.
(Continued from page 5)

town, like the village before it as an economic unit,
was not wide enough to contain all these elements
for whom greater opportunities were presenting
themselves.

From the earliest times, English wool had been
valued on the Continent both for its quality and be-
cause France, Flanders, and what “is now Germany,
had been so often and so continuously the scene of
long-drawn-out wars, that sheep-rearing there in
‘large numbers had been almost impossible. In Eng-
land, comparative peace had reigned from the time
of the Norman Conguest, an important factor to be
taken into account when considering English econ-
omie development. By the 15th Century wool had
become the chief export commodity, and the English
landowners, scenting greater profits from sheep-
rearing than could be obtained out of ordinary hus-
handry, commenced on a large scale those opera-
tions which had before that time been_ proceeding
but slowly, those operations which had such a dis-
astrous effect upon large numbers of the English
_ peasantry. Great tracts of arable land were en-

elosed, villages depopulated, families turned adrift,

Williams, W. Power, P. M. Christopher, T. Faulston,
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Following $2 each: H. T. Miles, Wm. Seyer, J. A.
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VESTED INTERESTS.

(Continued from page 4)
Lhave little. Such distribution of power may or may
not be of value for survival or social welfare. The
“yested interests’’ of these individuals thus favored
by custom do not actually appear as inimical to
change, possibly because the processes of change
The resistance of
vested interests’’ to change is more evident in

)

" among primitive peoples are rare.
the
modern socifey.

derive a dif-

Those who have ‘‘vested interests’’

ferential advantage under existing conditions and

if they are likely to lose this advantage to others
because of changes in the situation, then the ‘‘vest-
ed interests’’ will offer a resistance to change. There
are of course ‘‘vested interests’’ in various social
conditions, other than the purely economic. There
are ‘‘vested interests’’ in schools, in churches. in

political organizations, and all resist changes that
shake their interests
—F. W. Ogburn in ““Social Changes.”’

While MacDonald and Herriot were conferring
in London troubles were acecumulafing behind their

backs. The shadow of Poincare has overcast Her-

riot’s mind ever since he took office, and neither on

the Ruhr nor on domestic questions such as the am-
nesty law has he acted as a free man. MaeDonald
has imperial worries. The Sudan question has stir-
red since peace-conference days, and Premier Zag-
hlul is on his way to London to seek an understand-
ing. Egypt, which has provided and paid for the
bulk of the army which has kept the Soudan quiet.
is not satisfied with the present status of the ‘‘con-
dominium’’ in which she shares-the name but not

*~Furthermore, seeing that what is actually trans- ), holdings of the agricultural population, togeth- the reality of rule. For England the Cape-toCairo

“ferred in the act of sale is the right of property oy with the éommon lands, upon which the people routc is at stake,

_in the object sold any consideration of the lws gov-

3 " erming prices must acdept, at least for the parposes

‘of ‘the ‘enquiry, the institutional fabrie of existing

3

_ given over to the rearing of sheep. Robbed of their
holdings, thousands of dispossessed labourers roam-

»

and with it a measure of imperial
prestige ; there is the usual white-man’s-burden claim
of solicitude fo= the natives; and the British capita)-
ists who have invested in cotton developments de-
. pendent upon the new irrigation projects are active.
—The Nation, N.Y.
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KQDAKS BY THE WAY.
(Continued from page 1)

the system by which alome they live, the new so¢ial

" intereals, servitors of the mew humanity, now devel-
oped and organised, take control and build, like the
fragile corals, a new life and nature on a wider
cyele of development, on the rains of the old that has
perished. §

Obviously man plays a part—and an increasing
part— in the drama. Yet, so far, the limitations of
his ancient heritage eonfine him to the role of crea-
ture. The game itsel, its power and sense and
sweep is latent in the environing media. Within
that environment man is compelled to act, and to-aet
in aecordance with vironing need. So he is the ehild
of his circumstanees. He does not contrive; he fol-
lows. He does not devise custom; he submits to it.
He does not create his conditions; he aecepts them.
Out of his ever great and changing necessity he is
foreed to struggle against his eonditions. And in
this struggle he learns both to contrive, to devise
and create. But he is also foreed, by the laws of his
development, to create, along with nis devices, a
new web of cireumstance which enmeshes &im as
irrevocably as the series that went before. While
at the same time the law of his being urges him to
prune the rose bush of desire to the contour of his
veeustom. It is only society itself, threatened in it~
satisfactions and preservation, that can inaugurate
the tremendous task of widening the borders of its
habitude. And then only when its life forces, driven
iz on themselves, are compelled to new outlets for
their spontaneous energies, new vestments for their
modified progeny.

As a working class party, a party claiming the
interests' of the wealth producers, ie., therefor,
Soecialism, is it not evident that if we must play
within the rules of the game we cannot dance to the
piping of exigent opportunity? Non-socialist parties
cannot serve the workers and retain political plaee.
Even if their policies did contain gems of value they
would be useless; because, if they were not truly
evaluated by those who must give them effeet, they
would be jockeyed out of court and memory. If
such contrivabiges were useful wouta we be the ‘‘in-
telligent eleetorate’” of toddy? Or conversely,
would an intelligent appreeiation of political soeicty
require such devices?! Every party going its oyn
way, after its own light, and funetiomng, is neither
3 help nor a prineiple. Such division is omly an-
other sign of the incidence of Capitalist oppression
that, in growing extremity, forees man self interest-
ed against man, and group in conflict against group.
Prrmarily it will neither be our arguments mor our
appeal than can weld their refractery antagomisms.
It will be the -mighty Napoleon of finance that will
whelm in defeat those separate interests and merge
them in the percept of a common ideal. To func-
tion together in unity we must have a common prin-
ciple. And a eommon principle implies a eommon
thought. Without that thought, funetion and prin-
ciple are but masks, jostling in the market place of
opportunity. Indeed, the function of an organisa-
tion derives from its prineiple. It serves its in-
terests; gives it vitality. It is the sping on whieh its
objeetive turns; and (soeially speaking) if it does
not pivot on fact, it will pivot on eonfusion. All
lzber bodies aré but vendors of commodities, mer-
cantile or political. As such they funection, for such
ix their principal. And in the act, they betray them-
selves—and us. And to dream of collusion with
such is to prove ourselves quaint votaries of Queen
Mab.

To get Socialism we must want it. To want it
we must know it. And the teacher who must prove
it Yo us is social experience. There is no short cut
to it. It camnot be forced upon us. It is not a
¢hance resultant. It will not descend upon us like
th¢ mantle of Elijah. We cannot jump the wall of

..environment; and we will not take it from a plate.
hist is, we will not seeept it—in the mass—by argu-
metit. ' Tt must spring, Jike Athena, grown and pan-
oplied, from the jealous monster who would-stifle its
advent. It mmust come. like an armed man, econ-
scions of its power. - It must eome, clear eyed, pas-

siotiate with reality, out of the fever and tumult of

eance.

*excludes

thwarlg-—goverment fouﬁod oif A eoﬁpto&ne, ors bnhn‘

common life, thAt withers our ef!ri" hope; AT

the simplest desire; seduces’ the mrost W

e 3

expectation; that smakes menrt . and initistive &
laughing stock; that brings the most earnest em-
deavor to a piece of bread ; that corrodes with the
vitrol of gain the heme, the heart, the soul, even life .
itself: and destroys. in the dripping crueibles of _
Capital the image af humanity.

To advance the camse of labor is to- advance So-
And to serve Socialism is to plead the
cause of\Soeialism. - Not fraternity or affilintion ; not
conciliation or custom; ncither expediengy nor eom-
promise. None of those things. But what it is;—
the demoeratic comtrol of the common means of
social -life, for the single heritage -of society. Most
workers will listen; for it pulses with terrible real-
ity. Some will aecept for their life proves a witness
to its truth. And those whe turn away from our
paliry logic with disdain will give ear to the impreg-
nable logie of time. When we do that, we do all the
conditions will effeetively allow. When we see that,
we can be sidetracked no more. And when we have
that, we have all i R.

cialism.

POLITICAL REPRESENTATION.
(Continued from page 2)
machine, and alone renders legitimate eivil engage-
ments which without that would be absurd, tyran-
nical, and subject to ‘great abuse.” ;

In the formulation of this general will. all indi-
viduals share alike. Herc Rousseau proclaims the
doetrine of absolute political equality with a veng-
If the state, he says, is compesed of ten thous
and citizens, then each member of the state has one
ten-thousandth part of the sovereign authon:y. If
the people is eomposed of one hundred thousand
men, then the citizen’s suffrage is redieed to a hun-
dred-thousandth part, and he has obviously ten times
less influence in the formation of the laws. Henee it
follows, declares the philosopher, ‘‘that the lar cer
the state becomes, the less liberty there is.”’

But Rousseau is face to face with the faet that
unanimity among citizens is impossible and that the
general will eannot be the will of the whole ten
thousand or the whole hundred thousand, as the case
may be, but must, perforce, be the will of a eertain
fraction of the citizens. He boldly mecets the prob-
lem, and following the old philosophets he holds that
the exercise of sovereignty is by majority. The gen-
eral will of which he makes so muech, is"in praetice,
the will of the majority. With fine confidence he
contends that the will of the majority is right and
works for the good of the state. The minority is
wrong; it i8 nothing, beeause it follows from the
rature of the social contract that the minority must
accept the decrees of the majority. With eourage
of his convictions, he says: ‘‘When, however, the
opinion contrary to mine prevails, it only shows that
I was mistaken, and that what I had supposed to be
general will was not general If my individual opin-
ion,_had prevailed, I should have done something
other than I had intended, and then I should not
have been free.”’

As he contemplates the consequences of this bold
doctrine Rousseau shrinks.-a bit. There ig a limit
even to the self-abnegation of the reformer. In
Chapter VI of the Fourth Book Rousseau safeguards
the oppressed minority in certain fundamental mat-
ters by requiring an extraordinary majority of two-
thirds—even three-fourths in some eases. But this
is rather an afterthought, though a very serious one.
It dees not vitally affect his extreme doctrines of
individualization. Neithér did .it- check materally
the fateful eonsequences of his general doctrine of
universal male equality. - Rousseau.is aware of the
dangers of mere numerieal apajorities, but he cannet
eseape altogether the results of his general levelling
down. There is simply a limit to whiech he can allow
the logic of his argument to. earry him. Just as he
from his “people!’ so he sets some
metes : 1o the (hinp of the mere msjority.

Nothing further need be #aid 10 show how revelu.

ef interest, i defilnce of mere mumbers op the ong.
8de or Ghe dthier, thus becomes not only indefensible,:

‘but immoral and undemoeratic. ‘Written to ex;lt )
“the individual, it subjects wny
the will of the majority:- For his safferingsdn*etn-

him to a"hew tyraniy—

scienee or in property, it offers him the

formation that his individual will, being comtraryto
the ceneral will, is wrong, and, in faét, not his in-
tention at all! :

consofiing in-

("Po be continmed.)

THE DECAY OF BUSINESS ENTERPRISE.
(Continued from page 6)

virtues of allegiance, piety, servility, graded dignity,

class prerogative, and preseriptive authority would

greatly eonduee to popular econtent and to the

facile management of affairs. Such is the promise

held out by a stremuous national policy.

The reversional trend given hy warlike ex-
pericnee and warlike preoccupations, it is plain,
does not set backward to the regime of matural kib-
Modern business principles and the modern
scheme of civil rights and constitutional government
rest on natural-rights ground. But the system .of
natural rights is a halfway house. The warlike cul-
turc takes back to a more arehaic situation that pre-
ceded the seheme of natural rights, viz. the system
of absolute government, dynastic politics, devolu-
tion of rights and honors, ecclesiastical authority,
and popular submission dnd squalor. K makes mot
for a reinstatement of the Natural Rights of Man
but for a revegsion to the Grace of God.

(To be continued)

ECONOMIC CAUSES
OF WAR

By PETER T- LECKIE.

erty

NOW READY
Preface by the author.
132 PAGES.

Per Copy, 25 Cents.
Ten oopies uwp, 30 cents eash.
Post Paid

Literature Price List
Per Copy

e ¥ |

Critigue of Political Economy
Revolution and Counter Revolution (Marx)
Anclent

®

Production (First Nine and 83 os
“Capital” vol. 1, (afarx) Pr——
Vital Problems tn Sorial Evoluuion

¥E

¥k Sebrestene

NMMMMW.LM
Sociatimm, Utoplan and Seientific -

555

E
?
!ﬁlf!ﬁ!#-ﬁ?

tiomary was -Reusseau’s doctrine for the old erder, "

of all groups and all glasses 2




