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Soviet Russia, from the S. P. of C. Viewpoint

Editor’s Note:—The length of the manifesto precludes
the possibility of its printing all in one issue. The other
half will appear In next issue and will include, following
from the sub-divisions of the subject herein presented, the
Socialist Party Attitude Towards Soviet-Russia; The Pro-
cess of Revolutionary Change; The Effort to Re-establish
Forplgn Relations; Soviet Mistakes., The reader is asked
to keep the present issue by him until the appearance of
the next, and to study the Manifesto in its appearance as
a whole.

S a perspective or point of view on social life
A drawn from the Socialist philosophy, it is

realised that what is outlined below falls far
short of what might be, both in conception and ex-
ccution. Taking eourage, however, of the knowl-
edge that individuals and parties are never so great
as the causes they fight for, the contents of his mani-
{esto are published in the hope that they may as-
sist in a general readjustment of views toward un-
animity of working class opinion on Soviet Russia,
s well as on the general social problem.

Tor the purpose stated above, a detailed survey
and analysis of Russian affairs might be most effec
tive but is for the present beyond our compass. In
any case, such a treatment would lose some of its
interest and value as the future brought on its
changes. "The Party perspective here submitted,
however, is offered as a permanent standpoint of
valuation, which the reader may acquire and fur-
ther improve by a study of the Soeialist philesoply,
and from which he may in ihe shifting course of
future events he enabled to evaluate them and form
his judgements.

Naught in what follows is set down in a censori-
ous spirit. When it is taken for granted that there
prevails a habit of reasoning from wrong prineiples,
or it is implied that opinions may be derived from
other than rational considerations, it is so done in
the belief that a frank recognition of the sources of
error is essential before a readjustment of views is
possible and unanimity of opinion reached.

Truth about Russia necessary

To know the truth about Russia is more than or-
dinarily necessary because that country has, to use
a figure of specch, conducted a reconnaissance into
the Socialistic future. The taking thought of and
diseussion of the experiences of that venture and
its successes and failures, credited to whatever fae-
tors or combinations of factors they may be—influ-
ences domestic or foreign, or to faets of adminis-
tration—should be of great value to the working
class movement everywhere and to society at large.

Yet the truth, prosaic and matter-of-fact, has
been hard to come by, not beeause its materials were
kidden, but because Russian affairs have not been
viewed clear-eyed, objectively. In the main they
have been seen through a perspetive of subjective
passions and prejudices, for the most part uncon-
seiously motivated by material interests, and blind
unreasoning partisanship aroused by the revolu-
tion’s challenge to deep-rooted social habits. It is
probabie that no other event in history has ever
evoked such a mess of ‘‘faked’’ reasoning, eman-
ating from all sides in the clash of dispute it bronght
on.

The deplorable lack of unity on the Russian
question in the working elass movement itself, is
due to lack of a common perspective rather than to
misinformation; subjective biases rather than ob-
jective considerations. liave, in general, been the
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bases of opinion. What is especially unfortunate,
even the class-couscious revolutionary section of that
movement is but little less at fault in that respeet,
and with less excuse. Much of its thought on Soviet
ussia has tended to degenerate into romantic sen-
timentalism. And this, largely because revolution-
ary ends have been kept in view, to the exclusion of
sny studied and rational regard to the means, al-
ways conditioned by cirewmstances of time and
place. Sentiment is not here deeried, for it is ree-
ognized as having a survival value in the struggle
ior existenee; but its value is as a stimulating, sus-
taining influence, not as a substitute for intellig-
ence strengthened by knowledge, without which it
is blind, impotent for good, and often a sign of
weakness and a-source of danger.

There should be, then, an effort of detachment
from all influences that would prevent an objective
consideration of Russian affairs. As the basis of the
manifesto’s argument, it is taken as a general truth
that the differences of opinion on the Russian ques-
tion are due to differences of perspeetive. From
the standpoint of the Party perspective, or line of
thought, by which it throws historical foreces, human

nature and human conduet into. perspeetive.in-the.

social flux, and whieh is submitted as a truly rational
perspeetive, what must be regarded as erroncous
opinions are to be attributed to faunlts of perspective.

The exposition will open up by outlining the
nature and origin of social perspectives in general,
and of the Party perspective in particular. As a
whole, the exposition will also serve to illustrate
why the Party recognizes and supports the Soviet
regime as a revolutionary administration.

Nature and origin of mental perspectives

Tt is often said, as clinching an argument, that
‘‘facts are faets.”’ Yet the saying scems inadequate
in that it eonveys the impression of ignoring the
quality inherent in facts, and of stressing mere
quantity. Opinions differ on social questions, in the
main because varying points of view lead to vary-
ing estimates as to the relative importance, or qual-
ity, of the facts considered. Where emotional in-
terest, or material interest, or hoth combined are
strongly engaged too, facts maybe are very often
under or over-estimated, distorted out of semblance
of reality, or altogether ignored.

But even when sueh irrational interests are the
motives, equally as when the reasoning process is
free from such ulterior influences, there are always
preconceptions held in common to which resort is
had as a basis of rationalization for conduet or op-
inion. These preconceptions are social standards
and prineiples of knewledge and belief, and of law
and morals, as to what is fact and eredible and what
equitable and good. By a people of any social epoeh,
such prineiples and standards of judgement are
regarded as matters of common-sense, eternally right
and good and true; they are, in fact, the common-
sense ideas of the epoch and make up what is known
as its point-of-view. So we ean speak of the point
of view of antiquity as differing from that of med-
jeval times, as does that of the latter from that of
modern times. Tn such wise. that witcheraft, sor-
cery, miracles, the casting of horoscopes, ete., once
believed in, are now no longer held credible in the
madern point of view.

Points of view are habits of thought uncon-
seiously acquired, which become orthodox under the

long enduring and unremitting diseipline of habits
of life enforced by the material conditions of social
life. 1In particular, among these forces of habitu-
ation, the facts of industrial use and wont must
be regarded as fundamental, conditioning the growth
and scope of culture and giving character to the
scheme of institutional facts which may obtain.
These latter facts in turn, react back upon the state
of the industrial arts and, as in fendal and predatory
states, where the social relationship between the
graded classes are those of status or mastery and
servitude, the high institutional character of the
society stamps its marks deeply in the culture of
the time—religion, philosophy and such science as
may be, betraying its influence.

So soon as new material conditions of life ap-
pear, including a change in the state of the indus-
trial arts sufficiently profound, enduring and com-
prehensive in character as to enforece new habits of
life, then there is a corresponding growth of new
habits of thought; a slow upward infiltration of new
principles and standards into the general body of
social concepts takes place. The old concepts may
continue in foree as traditional concepts gradually

—-losing foree, or-they nay perhaps disappéar by dis-
placement, those sections of the population upon
whom the new material conditions bear with great-
er foree being the first to give evidence of the aew
babits of thought in a changed and unorthodox
point of view. Thus, the character of the ‘‘idea’
appears as a matter of material causation or, as the
response of an organism to the stimuli of its en-
vironment. As it has been said: ‘“The history of
man shows that, collectively, he hes learned hy
Labitnation rather than by precept or meditatior.”’
Or again: ‘““While man may, to a great extent be
the ereator of *he world_he lives in; he will alweays
be its mirror.”’

he Machine Proletariat.
Cultural Basis if its Viewpoint.

Intellectually, in so far as new habits of life have
weakened or have displaced traditiora! habits of
thought with new ones, the modern praletarian wage
workers are ereatures of the modern method of pro-
duetion. As u cultural faetor dominuaas in their
daily life, direetly, the modern productive process
has two aspeets. In one aspect, that is, technically,
the charaeter of the process is a mechanical process.
Tor that reasun it is known as the machine process
of production, even so when in some branches of in-
dustry meehanieal appliances may not be nsed. It
is 'a question of the ““character’” of the process. In
is other aspeet, the productive process is large-
seale, the work being earried on co-operatively; it
is “‘social’’ production, world-wide in its scope and
inter-connections.

This “‘social’ nature of modern production, in
its enltural effect on those engaged in the process,
hegzets a habit of thinking on social affairs in social
terms rather than in individualistic terms. In the
other aspeet of its processes, being mechanistie in
character, the work of attending to taking
thought of the processes inculeates a habit of rea-
soning in the meehanistie or materialistic terms of
material eause and effect. ““The machine throws
ont. anthropomorphic habits of thought”” as being
nseless for the work to be done.

or

The ¢hance inferveniions of dacmonic
(Continued on page 3)
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The Origin of the World

By R. McMillan,

CURIOUS FACTS.

CHAPTER XX

HE things you read out of a book are not
half so interesting as the things you see for
‘yourself, and all book-reading is intended to
sharpen your powers of observation. 1f you do not
think -and observe for yourself, you will be very
In faet, I
have known people to read themsclves stupid. L
feel I would like to tell you some of the things 1
-have seen myself, and, while they may not e as

little better for all the hooks you read.

clever as the things I-have read in books, I am sure
they will interest you quite as muech.

‘When 1 was about eighteen or nineteen years of
age I was living in ‘a little town in Peru, named
Tumbes, and I used to spend a good deal of time on
the banks of the river watching the alligators and
the iguanas, and wondering about things in general.
I knew nothing at all about natural history, so of
course I learned very little; but all the same I ac-
quired quite a lot of knowledge, unconsciously. I
saw that the lizards liked the banks of the river, but
they never went into the water; and 1 remembered
{he snakes in Manila, in the Philippine Islands,
which had taken to the water, Wemsed to cateh the
snakes in Manila when we were fishing, and very
disagreeable things they were till you got accustom-
ed to them.

These gorgeously-coloured ‘‘guanas’® on the
Tumbes River liked to live near the water, but they
never went into it. It scemed to me then that the
lower forms of ilfe, like frogs, snakes, and iguanas,
could take to the water very easily, and become
either land or water animals, as necessity arose. But
that was only a vague notion. I did not really
think it out, but the idea was there. :

About 500 miles from Tumbes, away out in the
Pacific Ocean, right on the equator, there is a group
of islands called the Galapagos lslands. They are
nearly all voleanie, and they ara set in the deep,
deep sea. If T had understood the laws of nature
then, I could have learned such a lot; but I did not
know anything about seience, so 1 missed my oppor-
tunity. I knew the islands were made of lava, be-
cause they were mostly hard and black, or dark
brown, and the “‘soil’’ eut our boots to pieces. There
were no mammals on the islands, no warm-blooded
animals that suckled their young (that is what mam-
mals are), but there were plenty of birds and tor-
toises, and the sea was swarming with fish and big,
hungry sharks.

I had no idea of asking why there were no
warm-blooded animals on the islands. You see, I
had no idea of the way the world had grown, and
if you had asked me then as to the crigin of the
world I would have told you the wrong thing, and
been quite sure that:I was right. But now I know
how the world really originated, and T realize the
vest mystery of it all and its incomprehensibility,
and I never langh at anybody’s ignorance. I know
my own! I had not, in those days, read even Tenny-
son who tells the story in The Princess. He says:—

This world was once a fluid haze of light,

Till toward the centre set the starry tides.

And eddied into suns, that wheeling cast

The planets: then the monsier, then {he man;
Tattoo'd or woaded, winted-clad in skins,

Itaw from the prime, and crushing down his mate;
As yet we find in barbaroug isles, and here
Among the lowest.

You see that is just the story I have heen trying
to tell you, and if T had read Tennyson then T might
have known enough-to ask questions ahont the Gal-
apagos Islands. But I had no knowledge at all, so
I was dumb hefore the mystery of the voleanie is-
lands, the fieree tides, the rugged hills, and the

strange living things thercon. 1t was only when I
read Darwin’s books, years and ycars after, that
the veil fell from my eyes, and I saw the miracle of
the lonely occanic islands.

There were iguanas on the shores of all the
islands; but they were not ithe bright-coloured,
switt-moving things that lived on the banks of the
Tumbes River. They were big, black, horrid-look-
ing things that made you shudder to look at, and
they were very sluggish--on the land. They were
absolutely helpless, and scemed to have no idea of
cither fighting or rumming away. I had chased the
‘“‘gornas’’ in Peru; but they were too zwift for me,
and now 1.could lay hold of these horrid ones, by
the tail, and they would searéely strugele. 1f you
stood on the edge of a cliff and threw onc into the
sea, it appeared to wake up, and would swim as
fast as lightning to the shore, and come right back
to your feet and let you throw it in again. Why?
Mr, Darwin told me! ‘These iguanas came from
the mainland, ages ago, on the roots of floating trees.
The tough, leathery eggs of the iguanas stood the
trip, and were cast on to these rough, voleanie shores,
Then the little iguanas found nothing to cat, and
they were very hungry. The only green thing
about was the green laver, a sort of sea-lettuce, in:
the salt water; so the poor little bezgars had to cat
that. And they lived—at least, some of them did—
and their children learned to like the green laver
(it they did not, they died); and so through the
ages the family learned to go deeper and deeper for
the laver; and they learned to swim very fast, for
the sharks eame and caught them, and ate them up
if they were not pretty quick at getting ashore.

All the slow iguanas were eaten up by the
sharks, especially the coloured ones; so colours went
cut of fashion, and the only iguanas that survived
were the sombre-skinned ones, and -the ones that
could swim fast. The only danger that was recog-
nized by the “‘goana’’ was the shark; for its poor
Little brain could contain no other idea, and that
meant getting ashore as yuickly as possible. When
man came and flung it into the water, iis little brain
was tooslugeish to understand that men were worse
than sharks. So, as soon as it struek the water, it
same right back to the shore, where the man was,
thinking it was safe on the rocks.

Do you observe now how the law was working
cut? The iguanas loved life—as we ali do—and, iw
the struggle for existence, the only ones that sur-
vived were the ones that adapted themselves to the
new conditions. That is to say, the survivors were
the ones that had varied in a direetion that was
favourable to continumed existence. The coloured
cnes—sneh as T used to admire in Peru—vere soon
eaten up; therefore the coloured variety soon died
cut. Then the slow swimmers died out, and the only
ones that lived were the dark-coloured ones and the
swilt ones. They were the ones that brought forth
voung, which inherited the parental tricks and ap-
pearance; so that in the struggle for existence, on
the Galapagos Islands, the survivors were the ones
hest fitted for the new conditions.

Tt was not through any eleverness on the part of
the iguanas themselves, but just owing to the opera-
tion of very simple laws. The laws of Nature are
simple in the extreme; but we will keep on thinking
that they are compliecated. They are no sueh thing.
The entire world originated in respousc lo those
simple laws, and is kept on ifs course by them, and
we are what we arve by their operation.

I hope you see what T mean. and how things
work? If you do, and care to study the matter ecare-
fully, read good books, and keep your cyes open and
vour mind alert, you will eome to understand the
origin of the world.

The Galapagos Islands weve furnished from the
mainland of South Ameriea hy drifting timber,
careying the egas and seeds of living things whieh
found a resting place on the voleanie islets, and

found means to live there. But the change was ‘very
great from the mainland to the islands, so tlie living
things that survived had to adapt themselves to the
new conditions, just as the iguaras did. Thug it
has come to pass that nearly all the island life—
birds and tortoises, turtles and insects, snails and
trees—are different from those on the mainland. But
not much different. They are all South Ameriean,
with a difference. They have varied a little, owing
to the changed conditions of life on the islands; but
they are the same sort as they have in America,
only different. You see what I mean, do you not?

There ave differences, aiso, between the forms of
life on the varions islands, beeause the water separ-
ating the isiands is of oceanie depth. It forms a
barrier between island and island, exeept to the
fishes, which appeared to me to be the same all round
the islands. The abysmal depths of the ocean, and
the fieree tides which sweep between the islands,
have made the forms of life on them vary in each
place.” Taking them full and large, the Galapagos
Islands are the best examples | know of the law of
development and variation. But you will see the
same kind of thing wherever you'go, and as clearly
in Australia as in the Galapagos Islands.

We had no rabbits here (*) till somebody brought
them from England. Why were there no rabbits
here? DBeeause they did not develop in this con-
tinent. But as soon as ever they were let loose here
they developed into a pest that threatened, at one
time, to ruin the pastoral and farming industries.
‘We have spent millions of money in fighting them,
and I am not sure that we have gotl them down now.
1f you think out the rabbit problem and the briar
yuestion, and the prickly pear and the Bathurst
burr, and a lot of these things, you will see that my.
story of the origin of the world is neeessarily true.

Next Lesson: EARLY MEN,
(*) The book was written in Australia.—(Ed.)

GOMBADE James A, Teit died at Merritt, B, C, on

Oct. 301h, of cancer, a disease which had been under-

mining his constitution vigorously, particularly of
laie years. His death is a loss directly, not alone to the
Socialist movement specifically, but to the world of in-
vestigation in natfural history and racial development, and
cultural advancement generally. He had lived in British
Columbia about 40 years, landing on this coast {rom a sail-
ing vessel which had brought him from the Shetland Is-
lands, where he was born.

Since the inception of the S. P. of C. he had been aectiv-
ely associated with its work, especially those branches of
it whieh, in the educational field, bordered on the investi-
gation of primitive forms of society, in the written work
ol past stages or in the records of present researches in
tribal forms and kindship, customs, ceremonies, folk-lore,
ete, in which field of enquiry he had accomplished much
among the various tribes of Indians on the coast and the
inner and upper country ol B. C. He was known among
ihe Indians everywhere from the U. S. boundary to the
Siikine country and, possessing the “language faculty”,
he spoke over twenty tribal dialects, besides Norwegian,
Danish and French.

His researches, unfortunately, have been cut oif, but
we lhope the collected records of his unfinished work
will be preserved. His “The Thompson Indians of British
Columbia,” (1900) and “The Shuswap” (1909), both pub-
lished by the American Museum of Natural History, have
proved to be useful contributions to anthropology. The
reader of this note is referred to “Primitive Society,” by
Robert H. Lowie, (1920. Boni and Liveright). In this
work, and in “Culture and Ethnology”, Mr. Lowie is eriti-
cal of some of the conclutions of Lewis H. Morgan's “An-
cient Society,” a work which has served somewhat as an
anthropological text book for many years in Socialist stu-
dy circles. The work of comrade Teit, brought to the
use of this investigator, proves ilself invaluable, coming as
it does from the field of practical research and and perso-
nal association, and tends somewhat to modify that cri-
tical treatment which, in any case, is essential although
not necessarily altogether tenable, as a present day treat-
ment upon a work written in the day when a certain dog-
matic attitude was allowable, induced as no doubt it was,
by the then prevailing “fixity” ideas of orthodoxy.

e conclude our obituary note with the record of that
keen sense of loss in the comradeship of associalion in
our common cause which is the feature attending the pas-
sing out of any comrade. In addition, we extend our

carnest sympathies to Comrade Teit’s wile and children.
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familiar to superstitious ages, the personal will, lives
and dislikes onee atiributed to things, the rule or
thumb, are ail'ruled out of the machine process. it
is no longer even fargely o question of the arbi-
trary will of the worker, he but attends on the pio-
eess whose detail working out. is calculable and sei
peforehand. Thought on the process is in terms of
mechanieal foree, pressure, strain, veloeity, chemical
reactiond is in terms of quantitative preeision, known

end caleulable factors, standarized processes and

materials and predetermined output. As is the prae-
tice in the applieation of the seientifie method in
enquiry into natural phenomena, **the machine pro-
cess compels attention to phencmena of an mmper-
sonal character and to scquences and correlations
not dependent for their foree on human predileétion
nor ereated by habit and custom.”

This habit of mind, of thinking in the material-
istic terms aequired in work-day activity, tends fto
pervade all thinking. It asserts itself even when
thought is taken of religion, the propositions of which
are bf another, alien order of thought. The mueh
ado about supernatural powers in religious thinking,
*1o the materialistic habit of thought, seems “‘so much
ado, about nothing.” In likewise, social institutions
and conventions become subjeet to other ecriteria
than ““make-belicve’”. With the passing of time it
l;ceomes less and less generally aceepted that they
are eternally sacred, or have any justification for
existence at all, by merve vight of preseription, im-
memorial eustom, authorative enactment or divine
ordinatice,. o the materialist conception, institu-
tions and econventions are social habits, habitual
ways of response in which human energies and in-
stinetive impulses are enchannelled ; they ave a social
apparatus of ways and means, instruments for fur-
thering human welfare and, as they funetion in that
respect, well or ill, their right to exist is rated ac-
cordingly. o

Those interested in the dicipline of habituation
as a social foree, ﬁ’artriculm'ly as a causal factor be-
tween industrisl use and wont and institutional
facts, are referved to the “Tugiinet of Workmanship®’
and other works of Veblen. His development work
in that phase of the «Materialistie coneeption’’ is
proving the virility of that foundation tenet of
Marxian theory. .

Economic Basis of the Class Struggle.

Tn many other ways the modern produetive pro-
cess has brought into being conditions of life which
tend to foster a habit or settled frame of mind ini-
mical to the traditional institutions of the present
order. Chief amongst these ways is the confliet of
ceonomic interest between the proletarian masses
and the eapitalist class.

The growth and development of large-scale ma-
chine production out of small-seale handieraft pro-
duetion, has divoreed the once independent produ-
cing masses from ownership in the means of produe-
tion. Thus have been created vast armies of prole-
tarian wage-workers whose only means of seeuring
2 livelihood is to sell their labor power to the capi-
list owners of industrial plants. Henee there arises
a conflict of class interest over conditions of work
and wages. Another faetor contributing” towards
this conflict of interest is, that the means of produe-
tion are not operated primarily to provide a liveli-
kood for the workers or the community at large.
Industries being owned by the ecapitalist class, the
rate and volume of output are necessarilly restricted
to such point as the market price will guarantee pro-
fits for capital investments. As a result there is in-
creasingly a condition amoug industrial workers of
pari-time labor and unemployment, low wages and a
low standard of livelihood, due to excessive com-
petition on the labor market. Henee, the feeling,
and the ideas which correspond to it, on the prole-
tavian side of the conflict tend to take on the nature
of a challenge to the institution of capitalist owner-
ship of soeiety’s means of wealth production.

In so far as the point is reached of antagonism to
the present order, consciously or anconsciously, for
very often the revolutionary implications of the
standpoint of criticism are not recognized, the new

. )
habits of thought furnish the prineiples and stand-
ards which are the standpoint of eriticism. Thus, it
is coming to seem a common-gense propos'ition, not
to be objected to with any show of repson, that the
means of produttion should be instrumental in fwr-
thering nothing less than the welfare of society as
a whole; and that personal labor alone should con-
stitute a claim on the product of industry and not
absentec-ownership, whose only cvidences of con-
neetion with industry are stocks and bonds and
shares. Yet the tendency of thought of that*‘common-
sense’’ is not in the direction of a redistribution of
capitalist property, though, as.a relie, there is a theo-
ry that by raising wages to the point of sach worker
getting the full product of his toil that eud would be
achieved, The tendency of thought, howevet, is to-
wards taking dver in common to society as a whole,
sueh industries as are basie, large-scale and operat-
ed soeially. Among those who are consciously re-
volutionary to the established order, the new prin-
ciples and standards of criticism are conceived of
as the institutional foundations ol the future order
of society.

Socialism is of this modern proletariat and, in the
domains of social theory and soeial program is an
intellectual reflex of the same compulsion of things
in the soeial enviromment, eleborated by the findings
of mocdern seience in the study of man, his institu-
tions and social organizations. Significantly, socia-
list theory and program receive greatest acceptance
among those laboring in the strietly mechanical
trades.

The cultural background of the socialisg per-
spective, or so much as is given by the current si-
tuation in the social environment (as so laboriously
sketehed above), gives to that perspeetive a soeial
consciousness or a sense of society as a unity: a ha-
bit of reasoning along lines of material eausation,
and of rating institutions aceording to their fune-
tional capacities. So equipped, the Socialist should
be peeuliarly fitted for taking an objective view of
Russian affairs. Nor neced his sympathy for a
people struggling to reconstruct a new, order of life
bias his viewpoint; rather, his insight should -be
keener hecause he is able to reeognise the integrity
and social idealism of their motives: because he has
an aquaintance with them, in respeet of social theory
and ideals, intimate and confidential, to which other
men are strangers.

The Point of view.

(feorge Bernard Shaw onee said that, to an IEng-

lishman, there are only two classes of people in the
world—Englishmen and IPoreigners. That piece of
satire is recognized as a carieature of the English,
but yet as performing good service in holding up to
ridieule a national trait. If not equally so, yet with
almost equal truth the same may be said of all na-
tionals. Shaw’s satire serves as a text for the next
few remarks.

In studying Russian aifairs we must be on our
guard against measuring Russian ways of reacting
to Russian problems with the yardstick of our own
preferences, preferences acquired under racial and
individual experiences far different from those of
the Russian people. Our standards, being the pro-
duet of habituation to a different cconomic, politi-
eal and soeial environment, will hardly form a ba-
sis for an intelligent eriticism of the Russians.

Russian soeial enviromment, eompact of institu-
tions, and Russian peychology, should he taken into
account. The half-fendal, absolutist character of
those institutions had been a dominating faet in the
lives of the Russian people to the eve of the revolu-
tion, and their charaecter, through the centuries, has
left its impress on Russian psychology. 1t is gen-
crally recognized by Russians themselves. as well
as by those acquainted with them, that though they
are a people eapable of rising to moods of high exal-
tation and under that influence to states of intense
aclivity, that yvet, perhaps beyond most people
of the temperate zones, their characteristic state is
one of fatalistic resignation and soeial inertia. Con-
sequently, when the first white heat of revoiutiona-
ry ardour had cooled with the passing of the erisis
whieh had ealled it into being. and with weariness
of war and social strife, old social habits began to
reassert themselves. The Soviet administration
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then fell heir to an enormous drain on‘its energies

in the effort neeessary to induce that widely distri-

buted population to continue to sce Russia’s pro-
blem whole, and to enthuse and organize that popu-
lation for- soeial reconstruction and defense of the
revolution. In such a posture of things, what won-
der that centralization of power, that bug-a-boo of
idealists, blind to the compuision of ecircumstances,
should naturally take effect.

All of whieh is to say that in discussing Russian
affairs we ought to remember we are foreigners
discussing the domestie affairs of a neighboring
people, a people, moreover, who had inherited dire
distresses from Czarist times: prior to the revolution
whieh the old methods of action, the ecstablished
social institutions, had failed to relieve. In faet,
being the root cause of the distresses, those institu-

should naturally take effect.
1t is to the fact that Russia’s problems were in-

stitutional problenis, as are all social problems at
bottom today, that they assume such a baffling and
stubborn character. The social process has reached
a pass demanding a basie change in the purpose~(;f
organized social life in the interest of further pro-
gress and human well-being.  Things, as it were, are
ready—a highly developed state of the industrial
arts, modern seience, more than a sufficiency of ex-
rert technicians, production cconomists and pro-
duetion managers who even new are directing and
overseeing the industrial processes though under
the diseretionary control of the profit seeking bu-
siness class—things are ready, but the peoples stand
inert in the grip of old soeial habits and loyalties
while the calamities, inherent in the capitalistic or-
wanization of social life, prey on them.

Phe dead hand of the past on the forces of pro-
gressive social ehange! That is why, for one reason,
in studying Russian or any other country’s affairs,
we must apply thie- historical method. By that
method we may discover the underlying forees that
work against social progress. Behind every social
situation there is a historical background out of
which it evolved. Thus every present is related to
the past as effect to a cause. All societics are com-
pact of such things as institutions, customs and tra-
dition, conventional habits of life and thought whose
influence in retarding change must be considered.
sosides the internal factors in the Russian situa-
tion, there arve also external inHuences affecting it.
1t must be viewed as an arbitrarily selected section
of a larger whole, as a part of a world process in
whieh ineidents, events, and social movements are
surface indications of underlying forees of which,
in this age, the great characteristic forces are ee-
cnomie.

Much of present anxiety, or of exultation as the
case may be, would not prevail at the so-called Sov-
ict compromises with capitalism if the habit of a
farge, detached, historieal perspective were more
prevalent, In that respeet, it may be well to quote
tire historien John Richard Green: “ Writing of his-
tory,”’ he says, ‘‘or its interpretation, needs philo-
gophic insight or it becomes a mere chronicle of
events. . . . Proportion is apt to be forgotten
and the greater currents of history to be lost, while
intelectual and moral forees which tell only on long
intervals of time are overlooked in the erowd of
winor incidents which affect human action direet-
Iy and at onee.” Or, we might quote Premier Lenin,
when, in one ol revolutionary Russia’s darkest hours,
hecause he was eapahle of rising to a historieal per-
speetive, he, calmly. in seer-like mood made the fol-
lowing affirmation to Colonel Robins, United States
chiel of Red Cross in Russia:

“This system is stronger than yours because it
wlmits reality. It sceks out the sources of daily
human work-value and. out of those sourees. direet-
1y, il creates social control of the state. Our gov-
ernment will he an economic social control for an
1t will friumph beeause it speaks
You may see

ceonomie age.
the spirit of the age that now is. .
foreign hayonets parading across Russia. You may
see Russin dark again as it was dark hefere. But
the lightning out of that darkness has destroyed
political democraey evervwhere. 1t has destroyed
it not by physieal striking it, but simply by one
flash of revealment of the futarve.”
("To he coneluded in our next issue)
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T would appear to be obvious that as there is a
recognized antagonism between wage worlker
andmaster in the field of production, thatantagon-
jsm must find recognition and must manifest itself
in the body of thought in the community at large.
1t would seem that since in the workshop the wage
worker is in constant dispute with his master over
rates of pay, hours of labor, protective deviees and so
forth, and has come to distrust the workshop view-
point of the employing elass, he would readily get
to the bottom of that viewpoint on the outside. But
it is not so, and because it is not so, or because it is
insufticiently so, the 8. P. of C. study classes in hi-
story and economies are promoted. 1f the employ-
ing class bring their resources to bear in suppressing
workshop aspiration toward material betterment in
any sense, it is reasonable to suppose that they will
also order to the same end all the ageneies at their
command in the educational field, or in any or all
of the avenues of instruction, news information or
general institutional administration. -We know that
they do, for instance in school and eollege, press,
pulpit and in the political arena. The worker’s view-
point, considered in relation to these institutions, is
still the viewpoint of his master and it is the chief
among their functions to keep it so. The aim of our
educational efforts, therefore, is to uncover an alto-
gether different viewpoint than that which expres-
ses harmony and identity of interest and ideas De-
tween wage worker and master. Our aim in educa-
tion is to find the fundamental class antagonism that
exists, to be able to recognize it, to understand how
it arvose and to find its solution.

Eduecation—the word itself—appears to be some-
thing formidable to the average worker. He is not
yet familiar with the course of education as present-
ed by the socialist. A first acquaintance with that
course brings out, as a general rule, all the antago-
nism and conflict of the preconceptions and preju-
dices set in his mind and fostered by the ageneies we
have already referred to. He discovers that, parti-
cularly concerning sueh like matters as religion and
patriotism, his ideas and our explanations are far
apart. As his study and observation proceed, and
his understanding and knowledge develop, his at-
tention is devoted to the realism of life and the ob-
servable facts of his everyday cxperience are re-
cognized and accounted in the order of his ideas.
God, king and country, the ‘‘ever was and ever
ghall be’’ ideas of religious supernaturalism give
place to, the idea and understanding of social echange
in society’s development, and the supremacy of man
in harnessing to his use the forces of nature as a
gradual and unfolding process. Reliance upon the
superior man, the great man, charged with ideas
supposedly self-conceived, gives way aunder an ac-
quaintance with the historical process of develop-
ment to the appreciation of the influence of social
forces, broadly considered, in influencing change
and moulding the characters in whom it finds its ad-
vocates.

Thus, a consideration of the facts of life in pres-
ent day society at once directs our attention to the
past. It is obviously true that present day society,
considered in relation to the manner of its wealth
production and distribution, performs that function
insufficiently well to satisfy the needs of the com-

munity as & whole, 1t is a fact apparent that the
working class position is subjective, that its condi-
tion is miserable at the best of times, employed or
unemployed. At the present time, the ‘‘system’” it-
self {so-called) funetions only in such & manner as
{0 manifest its own weaknesses. Thus our new stu-
aent, interested very likely in the condition of the
members of the working class as these weaknesses
affect them, will find himself at once, through the
pressure of present events, thrown into a considera-
tion of the past. The process of accounting for ca-
pitalist and wage worker will of neeessity bring
to his attention patrician and plebian, chattel slave
and feudal lord, the day of serfdom, of guild masters
and journeymen, of propertyless and property-
owning, the historieal background of proletarian and
lourgeoisie.

Only by establishing the connecting thread be-
tween past and present will preseni events be un-
understood. The weakening structure of bourgeois
society appears now to be beyond repair, otherwise,
that is, than beyond argumentative repair. The hol-
low speeches of the *‘great men” representative of
the present ruling interests in the British elections
are devoted entirely to a defenee of eapitalist admi-
nistration. 1f theve is a ruling class confidence to-
day it is suvely inspired by working elass ignorancs.
Positively nothing else can explain, not only work-

ing elass approval of their point of view,
but the confidence of their own impudent,
audacious and  barefaced lying in  sup-

port of it. In support of their property right it is
1o doubt natural that the master class, through their
spokesmen, should present this as ““the best of all
possible worlds,”” *‘our country and our empire,’” of
course, being the most favored areas contained in
it. Mr. Lloyd George, for instance, a political porch
climber of considerable skill and repute, in support
of eapitalist property right in the essential means of
soeial wealth produetion portrays acquisitiveness as
this property instinet, an inherent and deep rooted
auality in human nature, That is to say, in actual
faet, this instinet is satisfied in but a very small pro
portion of the population (the capitalist elass) ar the
vxpense—forever and all time, we are to supposc-—
of the greater proportion (the working class). This
nice, innocent, natural and harmless instinet whicin
supposedly expresses itself in the washwoman’s half
crown in savings is presented to cover the greed,
covetousness and hoggish indecency of what we know
as the eapitalist class, rulers of what we are to eon-
sider as a natural order. Their property right is to
be “‘let alone,”” as a natural right. There is oz in-

stinet of which these apologists prate not quite so-

muech—on their own behalf—the creative, or con-
structive instinet which, in the social sense, is ex-
pressed in the fields, factories and workshops of so-
cial production, and is monopolized entirely hy the
workingelass. In the eyes of our capitalist it is
the outstanding virtue of the worker that he active-
ly exercise this latter instinet. How else could the
capitalist property instinet find satisfaction?

"Phis is perhaps a digression from the course ol
our diseussion, but it is illustrative of the flimsy
apologeties of the defenders of capitalism, the sub-
stanee of which is, coneerning property right as a
subject under general enquiry newadays, that the
working class have a *‘right’’ to property, but if they
have none—and it is agreed that they have none—
that is simply incidental!

The hold of the ruling elass on their system loses
its grip proportionately with the inability of that
system to furnish the means of procuring a liveli-
Iood to its workers, If the process of production
cannot smoothly continue, the maintenance of the
workers devolves in some fashion upon the rulers
of society. The workers themselves have no surplus.
The system is brought to the point where the pro-
duetion process is seriously out of gear. It is usual
for the working class to attend to the material wanfs
of society at large; if the rulers are now to attend
from their store to the feeding of the workers, the
whole strueture of the capitalist order is challenged
and thus we have the present tendency toward en-
quiry into its fundamental principles,.and the eon-
sequent tissue of more or less convenient acecomoda-

tions mouthed by Lloyd George & Co., with their usu-
al hard faced attitude, amid a welter of such general
community miseries as should weleome s universal
and wholesome proletarian damnation.

It would appear that we are educators with a pre-
Judice, Well, we deal with matters of fact., We are
appreciative of the circumstances surrounding us
and of the trend of events, We make no false pre-
tensions.. Such theories or interpretations as we har-
bor are useless to us if we cannot find their eorrobo-
ration in the world of reality. Such a matter, for
instance, as the identity of interest between employ+
er amq employee is clearly disproved in the everyday
cxperiences of employer and employee. Our stu-
tent will find in economies the theoretical expres-
sion of the fact. There is no desire and no need to
add color to it.

Onr new student may find education to be un-
attractive and to contain no pleasurable appeal, al-
though we hope not. Ie may be a good observer
whose contact with the mulliplicity of events has
mpressed him as being sufficient for his under-
standing, in keeping with his needs as a rule-of-
thumb, praetical man. Our educational eourses will
prove interesting to him. They are certain to be use-
rful. He may present the common excuses that he
cannot with confidence master the terrible words.
Certainly he will find all sorts of excuses for in-
dolence if he sets out to look for them. Ie may al-
ready have sagacity and no ‘‘learning’’, or he may
have some learning and little sagacity. In any
case, he will most readily appreeciate and understand
a treatment of those things he already has a praeti-
cal acquaintanece with,

His class-room skill will eventually parallel his
skill in the workshop and, unlike the uses to which
his workshop skill is devoted—the profit of his mas-
ter—his class-room skill he will be able to bring to
his own use and the use of his elass.

—_—
SECRETARIAL NOTES.

held in Alberta at Trochu, Swallwell, Collingwood

and Aberdeen, Carbon was unfortunately missed
through his misunderstanding of the arrangements, aided
by a slight attack of sickness on Comrade Lestor's part,
He reports bankruptcy on the part of the farmers in the
sense of financial health, but he records, nevertheless, and
asks us to extend appreciation of the hospitality extended
to him all round. Other meetings to be held in Alberta
beyond the schedule given in our last issue, are:—Decr. 5.
City Hall, Medicine Hat. Decr. 6. Seven Persons. Decr. 7.
Whitla. Decr. 8. New Dale School. Decr. 9. Winnifred.
Decr. 10. City Hall, Medicine Hat. Deer. 11, Thompson.
Decr. 12. Many Berries.

The comrades in those distriets will, we hope, bring
to the meetings as many of their friends as they can in-
duce to come.

Calgary reports the resumption of class study work
with the oncoming of the hard weather. Two or three
weeks will see the Comrades there back to tneir wusual
winter aclivity with the usual good educational results.

« * % %

We regret that the “Clarion Mail Bag” feature is
crowded out this issue through pressure on space and last
minute hurry. This, however, will allow for a wider treat-
ment in next issue.

COMRADE LESTOR reporis good meetings already

VANCOUVER, B. C.

Western Clarion office and D. E. C, address, 1305 Tower
Building, 500 Beatty St., Vancouver, B. C. address all mail
matter to P. O. Box 710.

Local (Vancouver) No. 1. Headquarters address,
Rooms 11 and 12 Flack Block, 163 Hastings Street, West,
Vancouver, B. C. Business meetings every Tuesday, 8 p.m,
History Class every Thursday, § p.m. (Present textbook,
“Socialism, Utopian and Scientific”). Economics class,
every Sunday at 3 p.m. (Present text book, “Wage-Labor
and Capital”). Propaganda meetings every Sunday, 8
p.m., Star Theatre, Main Street. Every encouragement is
offered to new students in class work, and every effort

should be made, and the invitation is here extended, to .

bring as many workers as possible to attendance.

CLARION MAINTENANCE FUND.

Tollowing $1 each:—J. Mitchell, C. Bright, A. M. Davis,
Mrs. Annie Ross, J. G. Brown.

Norman McAulay $2; John F. Maguire $2; B. H. L. 35;
Local Ottawa (per Peter T. Leckie) $3.50. Comrades of St.
John, N. B., (per M. Goulie) $12.50.

Above, C. M. F. receipts, 27 Oect. to 14 Nov,, inclusive,
total $30.
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Setting Us Right

TWO LETTERS.
South Vancouver, Nov. 4th, 1922.

Mr. E. McLeod.

Dear Comrade:

In your editorial of the issue of Nov. 1st. you quote the
following: “Incidentally it recently ejected through the
members’ expulsion route J. Kavanagh and J. G. Smith.".

This excerpt is in relation to the Workers’ Party. I
wigsh you to give publicity to my denial of this state-
ment. Comrade Kavanagh, myself and several others re-
signed from the Workers' Party on account of the action
of that party.in regard to the “Federationist”. A perusal
of the columns of the “Federationist” i the last few
months will give sufficient explanation of our actions

Yours for Progress,
James G. Smith.

'S. Vancouver, Nov. 3rd, 1022.

Editor, “Western Clarion,” City.

In your editorial, appearing in the last issue of the
“Western Clarion” you make the siatement that J. Ka-
vanagh and J. G. Smith were ejected from the Workers’
Party via the members’ expulsion route. That statement
is untrue. Your source of information for the same was
either mallcious or ignorant, probably both.

1 resigned from the Workers’ Party for reasons fully
explained to its C. E. C., and whicl, in view of recent hap-
penings locally, must be apparent fo anyone laying claim
to a modicum of proletarian understanding. I trust you
will give this denial as much publicity as the statement
of which it is a contradiction.

J. Kavanagh.

Editor's Note:—We had understood it to be a case of
expulsion, whereas it appears to have been a case of re-
signation. Comrade Smith will, no doubt, appreciate a
reminder that “those who never do anything never make
mistakes.”

The point we had laid under stress, it should be noted,
was not the matter of expulsion particularly but of divided
opinfon, which, on any fundamental principle of cohesion
renders unity useless in organizational practice. As a slo-
gan of working class appeal, with a surface appearance
of plausibility and solidity, it has been lately carried to
popular favor in working class sentiment. Momentarily,
it is a kind of “intoxicating self-deception.” It is, in faet,
as at present used, an importation from the Iiterature that
has come out of the Russian Revolution and, as Marx
said of the French lilerature (following upon 1830) im-
ported to Germany to the use of the “philosophers” of that
country, its practical significancz is lost through the
fact that the social conditions of the country out of which
it arose have not immigrated along with it. We stress
the point again that uaity of form is dependent, in practice,
upon a uniformly accepted and understood point of view
and common purpose. Without that, disintegration will
sooner or later show itself in any organization. The cir-
cumstance of resignation or expulsion Is altogether a
minor detail, a matter of form secondary to and dependent
on that condition. To De brief: its importance is only a
matter of personal importance.

A THIRD LETTER.
Vancouver, B. C., Nov. 2nd, 1922.
Editor Western Clarion,

Sir:

1 was amazed (on reading your editorial in the issue
of November 1st) at the dogmatic manner in which you
allude to the activities of the S.D.I. of forty years ago and
since, for only & person entirely ignorant of the propaganda
of the S.D.F. of that period could so flagrantly mis-state
the case.

The present writer, and the late P. Curran, M.P., were
the two first in Scotland to join the S.D.F., and as we
grew stronger, and enthusiastic to emancipate the world,
we had not the slightest or corrupt thought of com-
promise or affiliation with other parties.

Hoping you will publish ihis and show your readers
by avoiding in the future such palpable errors, and there-
fore a more trustworthy guide of public thought. I am,

Yours fraternally,
Joseph Cairney.

Editor's Note: The Social Democratic Federation, form-
ed in 1884, was an extension of the Democratic Federation
of 1881. The late M. M. Hyndman was active in the form-
ation of botlh. The D.F. (1881) was largely an embodiment
of the views of political radicals and followers of Henry
George. Nationalization of the land was its most import-
ant reature. The S.D.F. (1884) took on a decidedly Soci-
alist complexion, extending its programme toward sociali-
zation of the means of wealth production, distribution and
exchange. It is worth noting that before the S.D.F. was
a year old Willlam Morris withdrew in disagreement with
its poliey and was active in the formation ol the Socialist
League. (Many writers have ascribed the division to per-
sonal reasons, but while splits and divisions give vent gen-
erally to a measure of personal feeling, only surface ob-
servers fall to see that there is an underlyjng variation in
ideas and a reason for it.) Morrls undoubtedly enter-
tained a deep dislike of politics in its practical and some-

- represented about 80 per cent of their nominees;

times personal expression, and he did not gee il as an es-
sentlal course. .The Soclalist League devoted itself to
Comniunist propaganda, allenating itselt from promoting
practieal, political measures, and lived for scveral years.
Morris, we seem to remember reading somewhere, after-
wards supported -Hyndman's candidature for Burnley, ac-
knowledging a change In his ideas.

In 1893 the LL.P. was formed. Later (1900) the Labor
Representation Committee of trade unions, Socialists (in-
cluding the S.D.F.) and co-operative bodies was formed
to discover ways of mainlenance for political represent-
ation. Payment of members of parliament by the state
was not at that time a practice in Great Britain, The I.
R.C. beeame the Labor Party, following upon the general
election of 1906, at which time the L.R.C. candidates met
with suecess, forty (odd) of them being returned, which
the
majority were trade unionists. Over the years the S.D.I,,
in face of the uncertain and indefinite policies it pursued
and in face of the growing favor accorded the LI.P, and
trade union combination, found itself out of favor among
those who saw the need for a clear and independent policy
free from compromise and at the same time shut out from
success in the political arena by the policy of the LL.P.
At the same time it was common lo find members who
belonged to both parties and speakers who spoke in agree-
ment on both platforms. Arising out of this there natur-
ally grew such parlics as the S.L.P. and the S. P. of Gt. B.
In the meantime the 8. D. F. had followed the policy, lor
whalever reason, ol changing its name, and became in
turn S. D. P,, National Soc. P, and B, 8. P. It is now again
the S. D. F, and as far as we are aware its influence is
not great. It did good work in whal were really pioneer
days in the modern expression of the Socialist move-
ment. It would be foolish to overlook that fact. It would
be equally foolish to ignore the lesson of its errors.

When we mentioned the S. D. F. in last issue ofthe
Clarion we had in mind that the chief lesson to be learned
from the history of the 8. D. F, as a parly was that in
seeking lo merge itself in action with other bodies, by
lack of a certain rigidiiy, it had lost its identily as a use-
ful organization in a day when a definite and intolerant
soclalist expression was sorely needed in what was a time
of early development and consequent confusion.

1We have no wish to treat our correspondent unkindly
or to belittle in any way the strenuous efforts of forty
vears ago. That credit being extended (and it was never
witheld) we are unable to sec wherein Comrade Cairney
finds cause in our remarks for his disturbing amazement.
Not only the beginning, but the present appearance and
the in-between periods must be taken into accouni in
considering any organization and its histrory. It seems to
us that our correspondent has failed to appreciale that
fact, which must serve ag our excuse for entering a note
of this length,

ALBERTA NOTES.

Alberta and Saskatchewan P. E. C. of the 8. P. of C,
Secretary, R. Burns, 134 a 9th Avenue, West, Calgary, Al-
berta.

Local Calgary. Same address as above. DBusiness meet-
ings every alternaie Tuesday, § p.m. Study class in Eco-
nomics every Thursday at § p.m. Correspondence from
all parts of Alberta and Saskatehewan is earnestly invited
from all comrades interesied in the organizational and
educational work ol the Parly, and attendance at the cias-
ses and inferest in their development and usefulness will
be welcomed.

HERE AND NOW,

PACE PRESSURE eliminates any elaboration on the
S the wheedling process this {ime. The figures them-
selves, however, are eloquent of the good work and

inlerest ol many comrades.
Tollowing $1 cach:—Peter T. Leckic, A, W. Osterberg,
T. Y. Nevinson, F. Shaw, R. C. McKay, J. Cunningham, M.
S. Grott, J. Mitchell, D. Mclver, G. Helliar, Cumberland L.
and A. Assn., A. M. Davis, T. B. Roberts, C. Bright, E. Col-

. lings, W. MecQuoid, A. Whitechureh, A. Lescarbeauit, J. M.
-Sanderson, M. Goudie, (. Hubbard, T. Hanwell, 8. J. Rose,

J. G. Brown, Jim Fletcher, S. Oliver, Q. Lestor, B. C. Pro-
vineial Library. Norman MacAulay, Fred Harman, Geo.
Silk, C. A. Stein.

. Anderson $1.12: M. Zusire 50¢; C. F. Ovchard $1.50;
Mrs. M. A, Lewis $1.50; M. G. Mingo $2; M. Farrell §2; Dr.
Inglis $2; H. Judd $2: J. A. McDonakl $2; A. A. MeNeill
$3; Roy Addy $2.50; Jim Cartwright $4; W. A, Pritchard
$17.

Above, Clarion subs., 27 Get. to 14
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The 'Mbscow Trial

S OVIET RUSSIA has had its first brush with

treason, and the trial, lasting for days, has

awakened more response outside Russia than
inside. Which is significant, both of the temper and
pereeption within Russia, and the mind and intent
of the Western world. Ior were the Russian people
alarmed by the event, it would be proof of the same
confusion of mind as exists among the ‘‘advanced’’
democraeies of ‘‘this freedom.’” And beecause they
are not so feared and worked up explains the fear
or the anxiety of the bourgeois rulers, conscious of
ils inner meaning.

The fundamental charge against the 20 unfortun-
ale soeial revolutionaries was for receiving ‘‘ western
gold’’ and assisting the Western Governments, for
the purpose of overthrowing the Soviet Government.
They were alleged to be in league with the reaction-
ary agents and forees of the Capitalist world, who
were blockading Russia, invading and pillaging her
territory ; bringing famine, disease, pestilence, in the
desolate wake of attempted conquest; Dbringing
death to unnumbered thousands; hindering the re-
construetion and organisations of the Soviet regime,
and challenging the legality of the Soviet Govern-
ment, The summary of Krilenko—the representa-
tive of the people—painted the result in terrible
colors, clearly establishing the connection between
the Revolutionaries and the eapitalist agents; bring-
ing home—to some of the accused at least— con-
seious eollusion and understanding; involving their
dupes in the same toils of participation; and con-
cinding with a demand for a capital penalty. It is
all so pitifully tragic.

Representatives from the yellow-pink Interna-
tionals of the several countries attended the trial.
Put they shortly left—disgusted with the ‘‘travesty
of justice.”” There was no excitement, no emotion,
no enthusiasm. Nothing but the ominous calm of an
austre realism, and cold precision of reasoning. Mos-
cow was quiet as a rural village. Patriotic palaver
there was none. Nor the pomp of eapitalist legal-
ity. Nor politieal oratory. Nor the chaos of ““mod-
crate’’ revisionism. It was an atmosphere wholly
mnsuited to the fastidious constitutions of ‘‘labor
representatives.”’

But there was no travesty of justice. Every op-
portunity was given the defense; every freedom of
means and choice and eounsel. Nothing was dis-
allowed. Nothing suppressed. Ivery point and
counter was weighed and balanced with the simple
¢eliberateness of single purpose. Against Moscow
no claim ean be sustained that justice was voided,
or right denied, or truth destorted or suppressed.

What those ‘‘socialist’’ representatives saw was
the superficial purpose of internal polities; the cross
play of party interests, necessarily interwoven with
the deeper issues at stake. In the broad politic
of Soviet reziity, they saw only the narrow ocea-
The confused ideals
and wavering tacties of their own misconceiving re-
formism.  Aurorva-like, flected in trembling folds
across the subtler fundament of Soviet purpose.
And they were altogether blind to the intermingling
of the fact of accomplished revolution; with the
plain failure of political idealism.  And that revolu-
tion—successful though it was, and conscious of its

sions of a sordid necessity.

own wrath and purpose—struggling desperately
with political necessities, and a sluggishly misun-
derstanding proletariat, steeped in the ethie of poli-
tieal radicalism, they utterly failed to grasp the in-
herent and inviolate antagenism between the ideal
practi-

%3

and purpose of logical eommunism and the
cal”’ policies of moderation.

What those representatives did not see was the
workers” Republie, fighting for its life in the mael-
strom of Capitalist diplomacy. They did not see
that its sueeess was the ideal of completed com-
rinnisn. ‘They did not see that its triumph was the
earnest of the triwvmph of the world proletariat.
They did not see the social demoeraey in the Soviet
dictatorship, mustered in martial arvay arainst the
rohorts of militarism.  And they could not see

(Continued on page 8)
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N this article we will examine a few extracts

from the pamphlet, ¢ The Lumber Industry and

Its Workers,”’ as 1 stated in my last article on
the same subject. But before doing so, a few words
coneerning the pamphlet itself will not be out of
place. !

It begins with a very good short history of the
development of the lumber industry on the Ameri-
can continent from the ecarliest times down to -the
_present. Following this is a review of the condi-
tions, good, bad and indifferent, mainly bad and in-
different, in the various camps throughout the coun-
try in which the lumber workers live and work,
which is alse trne to life. Next, we are informed as
to what the I. W. W, has done to improve those
conditions in the past, and what it plans to do in
the future, all of which is open to discussion. And
lastly, we are given a further statement of the prin-
ciples, objects, methods and ‘‘beliefs’” of the or-
ganization. Tliis last is the only part we ave con-
cerned with here, so without further preliminaries
1 will quote a passage from page 72, regarding gov-
ernments:—

“The I. W. W. is non-political. It is not concerned with
the empty forms of a fake political democracy. Industrial
unionists know popular government can never be anything
but a fraud and a sham under a sysiem of industrial auto-
cracy. Knowing the industrial government is the real gov-
ernment they refuse to waste time electing the hirelings
of Wall Street money kings, but aim straight at the root
of all human power-control of industry.”

Again, on page 87 we find another spasm con-
. cerning governments,

“The objection is often made to the I. W. W, that it
does notbelieve in government., This is a mistake, The
£, W. W. believes in the most efficient form of goVernment
possible. Some revolutionists object to the word gov-

ernment on the ground that it implies a governing class
s

and a class that is governed. The word government is
used here in the sense of sell-government, or administra-
tion of their own affairs by the workers.”

.

Tt would appear from the above that there is a
multiplicity of governments. A whole flock of them,
‘We have governments to the right of us, to the left
of us and in front of us, in short, governments to
throw at the birds. Amidst all this volley and thun-
der about governments one is tempted to ask a few
questions. First, how many senses can the word
government be used in? Second, if a popular gov-
ernment can never be anything but a fraud and a
sham” would an_“unpopular’’ government be the
genuine artiele under a system of industrial auto-
eracy? Third, does the 1. W, W. admit that there
is a governing class and a elass that is governed?
1 sueh classes exist then it stands to reason that
the word government cannot possibly imply any-
thing else. On the other hand, if human society is
not divided into two classes, ““a governing class and
a class that is governed,”” then the word govern-
ment does not imply anything and all this talk of the
1. W. W. about the governments it *‘believes® in, is
bunk. In other words, when there is no longer a
“governing class and a elass that is governed’’ the
word government will be obsolete.

However, let us forget about the ““word’ gov-
ernment for a few minutes and examine the condi-
tion. or state of affairs that the word government
“‘impiies.” It is generally agreed by authorities on
the subject that all government is based on armed
foree. Tu faet, no person of any intelligence would
dispute the statement. And armed foree, as far as
human society is coneerned, is the ecourt of last ap-
peal, But what is armed foree?! Bodies of men
armed with weapons of various kinds. Now re-
member, the T.W.W. itself has told us that ““bullets
and political revolution’ are means of political ae-
tion. And don’t forget that bullets are used not
only for revolutionary purposes but alsy to suppress
revolution. What more do we need than this to

hat 1s the 1. W.
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prove that all government is politieal?

When we ecome to theories regarding the use and
function of government we do not find the same
agrecment. A;nong the many a1 d various ideas and
““peliefs’” in this respect we find three main theorics
which we will examine here briefly. The first onc
we will take up is the most ridieulous one of all: the
theory that the function of a government is to gov-
crn itself; in other words, ‘‘a’ government of the
people, by the people, and for the people.”  This
theory agrees with the ‘‘self-government® theory
that the LW.W. **belicves’ in. Let us see how it
works out. IIere we are, the whole population of us.
We are going to govern ourselves in our own inter-
ests. We will arm ourselves with rifies und machine
guns and make ourselves do as we want ourselves
to do, even if we have to use force. And if ourselves
refuse to do as ourselves want ourselves to do we
will turn the rifles and machine guns on ourseives,
and kill ourselves off. Now it is obvious that no
reasonable person could doubt the ‘‘efficiency’ of
such a government. There is only one possible ob-
jeetion to it, namely, that it does not exist, it never
did exist, and it never could exist. In short, it is a
joke. '

Next, we have the theory that the Lunction of a
government is to protect the rights and interests of
the good, honest, virtuous, pious, peaceful citizens
against the treachery and duplicity of the bad, viei-
ous, avaricious, blood-thirsty scoundrels who seek
1o destroy everything that is good and beautiful,
out of pure perversity., These natural born crimin-
als, fiends of iniquity, are supposed to-exist in eon-
siderable numbers within our own borders, not only
that, but also outside of our own country there are
whole nations of them awaiting a favorable oppor-
tunity to spring upon us, hence the need of govern-
ment to suppress the scoundrels within, and proteet
us against aggressors such ac ‘‘blonde beasts, ”
“yellow perils,” and ‘“Mohammedan hordes’’ from
without. Now if this theory applies at all, it must
apply to all countries. But Lere is the rub. If the
government of every country is a government for
the protection of the good people against the bad,
then we must assume that the good people are in
control in every country and are able to keep their
own bad people in subjeetion. Where then are the
out-throat mnations that are likely to attack any
country from without? On the other hand, if we
assume that the bad people are in control in some
countries then the whole theory falls to the ground.
To save space 1 will leave this question open for the
present. Think it over.

Lastly, we come to the theory that appears to ex-
asperate the I. W. W, the theory that a government
(not the word) ‘‘implies a governing class, and a
class that is governed.”’ In other words, wherever
we find a government we find two cconomic classes,
cne class governing the other. The suppressed class
is cither governed for the purpose of exploiting it in
the interests of the governing class, or else it is a
class that was at one time-a governing and exploit-
ing class itself and is suppressed for the purpose of
keeping it from starting any more monkey business
of that kind until all classes have been abolished.
This theory also explains the cause of war between
nations or groups of nations, which is not a case
of good, honest, pacific nations merely defending
their eunlture and religion or their “‘right to life,
liherty and the pursuit of happiness’ and so forth
against the attack of eut-throat nations who are de-
void of all these things, but in capitahist society is
purely a question of commereial rivalry, a conflict
hetween different capitalist groups for control of
the world’s markets in order that they may have a
place to dispose of the surplus wealth produced by
their wage slaves. Or to put it another way, the
conflict heteween either classes or nations is not a
question of ethies, but is purelv a question of the

confliet of eeonomic interests which must sooner or
later come to a head and eventually be decided by
political action, the final and ultimate form of whielt
is the applieation of armed force. It is hardly neces-
sary to point out that a government of persons by
armed foree, which is the only way they can be gov-.
crned, is one thing, and the ‘‘administration of af-
fairs’’ or things is another. Bodies of armed men
are not required for the administration of affairs,
but they are required for the government of persons.

There is another theory of government that 1
have not included in the above classification, for
the simple reason that it is not of earth, earthy, and
therefore requires speeial treatment. | refer to the
“shadow’’ theory. If a government, **popular’’ or
otherwisé is a mere shadow, “‘a frand and a sham,’
a poorly informed person might wonder what it was
maintained for at all. **Industrial unionists know,”’
however, that the capitalist elass spends millions of
dollars annually to support an army and a police
foree just to ornament the landscaps with pretty
nniforms. Come to think of it, this ‘‘shadow’’ theory
of government reminds one of Christian Science.

1f a policeman strikes you over the head with
his club you are not actually struck, you just think
vou are. If he takes you hy the collar and throws
you into jail you are mot in jail at all; that is a
mere hallucination. If a soldier choots you or
sticks his bayonet through you, don’t worry; you
are not shot or strucl, you just imagine you arve.
1t is all *‘a fraud and a sham.”” . ““There is no such
thing as matter: nothing but divine mind.”

That will be enough about government for the
present, Now we will have a little 2conomics for
a chaser. 1t is strange, indeed, that a working class
organization which puts so much emphasis on the
need of ““cconomic action’” would not try to make
itself eonversant with, at least, the elementary prin-
ciples of Marxian economies, which is the only school
of cconomies of any use to the working class. Many
people, no doubt, imagine that all well informed
members of the I. W. W. are Marxists. Let us see.
On page 84 of the pamphlet, ‘‘The Lumber Industry
and Its Workers,”” we find the following passage:—

“l.abor is the creator of capital, and existed before
eapital; but without capital, labor could preduce only on
a very limited scale. On the other hand, capital without
Jabor couid produce nothing. The L. W. W. does not pro-
pose 1o abolish capital. What it does propose is to abolish
capitalists. A capitalist is one who owns capital and
lives off profits produced by workers. Capital is necessary
io society; but the private ownership of capital is not
necessary; on the contrary, it is responsible tor most of
the evils from which society suffers today. II all capi-
talists were to pass out of existence industry would go on
as usual, for it is run entirely by workers. With a system
of industrial democracy capital will still exist but it will
be owned and controlled by the useful members of society
instead of by a parasite class.”

Now. you Marxian economists, keep your shirts
on. Will somebody please hold Peter Leckic by the
coat tail for about five minutes? I have a few re-
marks to make myself. I am not going very deeply
into economics, I merely wish to state that the pas-

sage just quoted is about the best exposition of the-
capitalist elass conception of capital that I ever
read, namely, that wealth or the means of wealth
production is capital, at all times and ‘under all eir-
Let us try and get this. ‘A capitalist
is one who owns eapital and lives off profits pro-
duced by workers.”” Good! ““Capital is neces-
sary to society;”’ and will still exist with a system
of industrial demoeracy, but it will then he owned
by the useful members of society. Good again. Then
we will all be capitalists and live oft profits produced
by ourselves. I hope Peter will be able to unravel
this tangle, it is too deep for yours truly. Oh! I
almost forgot that we started out to answer the
uestion, ‘“What Is the L. W. W.? Well, you can
search me,”’ T give it up. T am stuek. Send and get
the pamphlets, read them, and figure it out for your-

cumstances.

selves.
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A Talk With New Students

Approach to the study of History and Ec--
onomics. Their relationship and functions,
Factors bearing upon the studies. Im-
portance of the’ studies, their application
and essential usefulness to workers.

~

ISTORY and eeonomies, as studies are in-

separably related to each other beeause, if

history may be said to be a record of man’s
past experiences, a record of what men have thought
and done, the science of economics deals with the
conditions of cconomic existenee which underlie and
determine the scope and method of men’s thoughts
and actions. In their broad culiural aspeet those
studies should eultivate a scientific habit of mind,
Listory in particular inculeating a sense of propor-
tion, and thus inereasing our powers of judgement,
through the study of racial experiences. Experi-
enee is a neecessary factor in all skilful activity;
otherwise we shonld remain forever noviees in all
the arts of life, those of industry as equally these of
politics or the strietly eultural. Specifically, these
studies should be brought into relation with the con-
ditions within the current soeial situation. What
follows is in the nature of discussion of that specifie
purpose.

To commence with, economics and history may
be defined briefly as follows: Eeonomies, is the
science which deals with the laws governing the pro-
duction of wealth and of its distribution among the
respective classes in society. A study of history
‘looks to the discovery of the laws of social develop-
ment; as a record of man’s past experiences his-
tory enables us to add past to present experiences,
and thus to form new syntheses of thought and aec-
tion, . -

1t has been charged against orthodox econom-
igts that their treatment of cconomic phenomena has
resulted in a seienee that bears little or no resem-
blance to the realities of the world of aetual ex-
perience: that as a help to understanding social
problems it was prapetically worthless, whatever
might be its due as a somewhat tedious mental
dicipline, or as a body of business maxims mseful in
the quest of profits. Hence, no doubt, the bad name
of economies as ‘‘the dismal seience.”” The seience
has, it seems, mainly concerned itself with the elassi-
fication of economic phenomena, looking to ‘‘states
of equilibrium’’ or ‘‘normality’’ towards which all
tlfings in their movement arve supposed to tend.
Henee ils economic laws, as traditionally eonceived,
“‘are laws governing the accomplishment of an end
—that is to say, laws as to how a sequence of cause
and effcet come to rest in a final term.”” Orthedex
ceonomies is thus, it is elaimed, a science of staties
rather than a true evolutionary science looking to a
continuous process, a seience which should explain
phenomena in terms of an unremitting process of
conseautive change in which the sequence of cause
and effect are cumulative. Other apparatus of ex-
position characteristically used by orthodox cecon-
omists have been ‘‘eonjectural’’ history as a sub-
stitute for a true genetic account of economie phen-
omena as, for instanee, on the orvigin of capital; an
tpeonomic man,’’ a pure individualist whe, coldly
lealeulating, balanced present pain of abstinence
against the advantages of future pleasure to ecome
from an inerease to his savings loaned to a needy,
generally a thriftless, producer. Thus, the erities.

We shall, however, claim an exception to those
strietures on the method of the orthodox economists
in behalf of Marxian cconomies. Marx’s treatment
of economie phenomena lends itself casily to an ex-
planation of social affairs. In regard to the study
of history, we should guard ourselves against falling
into the casy habit of reading history merely to
gratify cither curiosity or a sentimental interest in
the past. As well as may be, we are to strive, in
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both our studies, to make causal connection between
the responses of man in thought and action at what-
cver period in history and the conditions of his

‘social environment, industrial, economie and poli-

tical. s

, The Marxian system of economics is especially
helpful to the student of social problems, especially
helpful to the mnderstanding of those that bear most
heavily on the working class; beeause the profit
feature and the process of labor exploitation, the
most characteristic features in the economy of eap-
italist produection and most far reaching in their
cffects on social life are the main eoncern of Marx.
An enumeration of & fow of the matters discussed
Lry Marx may in degree indicate how ‘‘close up’’ his
seience is to working class experiences:—

Origin and nature of Capital; Primitive aceumu-
lation of ecapital in so far as it is not due to the
transformation of slaves and serfs into wage-work-
ers is due to the dissolution of private property based
on the labor of its owner; souree of modern eapital
sinee, due to exploitation of propertyless (in the
means of produetion) wage laborers; process of ex-
ploitation explained in Marx’s theory of surplus
value; dependence of wage-laborers on capital ; caus-
es of periodic industrial erises deseribed ; unemploy-
ment; part-time employment, effe¢t on wages, low
standard of living, poverty—ecffect on population
mentally, morally and physieally; control over all
industrial and economie processes exercised in the
interest of capital investments; rate and volume of
industrial output regulated by business neceds of a
profitable price; social knowledge of ways and means
and eapacity for producing goods and services of
unknown dimensions, but exeeeds what is possible
under the limits imposed by the needs of capital for
a profitable price, perhaps by a thousand times;
over population, or ‘‘population encroaching on the
means of subsistence’’ has reference to the limits
imposed on production by the needs of capital, but
has no meaning in relation to social capacity for
producing goods and serviees; wages, their natnve
discussed ; competition as a prineiple in social life;
commodity nature of labor power when sold on the
lahor market; rent, interest and industrial profit as
component parts of surplus values acerue to capi-
talist class by virtue of ‘‘right’” of ownership;
knowledge of the industrial arts (technology) as of
all the other arts of life, in large part inherited from
the past and is carried by society as a whole, chiefly
by the productive portion of it; is a social produet;
vet the advantages of an advanece in the state of the
industrial arts acerue to the cwners of the means of
production; on the other hand, such advances make
the workers more and more dependent on eapital
and lower their economie and social status in re-
lation to that of the owners of large capital.

While studying the impersonal facts of the
seeial environment, we should not forget Socrates’
admonitory ‘‘Man, know thyself.”” The human el-
ement in the eomplex of things postulated by the
orthodox cconomists, as has been said, was an ‘‘ee-
onomic man,’’ a wholly rational ercature whose con-
duet in reaction to his ceonomie environment was
based on lightning \ealeulations in pleasure-pain
equations. A science of economics based on such a
coneception of human psychology ean lend but little
ald to an understanding of-man’s responses to the
conditions of his environment: Man, in fact, is fun-
damentally a many-sided, composite ereature of wn-
learned and unchanging instinctive tendencies to
action, which, fumetioning as his egoistic and herd
interests, have had and have now a survival value
in the struggle for existence. It is they that make
anything worth while that is to he done: determin-
ing the ends of activityl they are the initiators of
action and supply the driving power.  Built upon
this groundwork of non-rational instinets, emotions
and desires, the rational faculties are relatively sup-
erficial, hiologically of fater development. ‘This
would imply, as the psychologists assert, that man is
not primarily a rational animal, but is a rational-
1zing animal.

The weakness of the old psychology was that it
laid too much emphasis on tlie intellectnal faculties

as factors in man’s responses. Let the reader ask
himself, however, how much of the apathy among
the masses of the people on soeial affairs at pres-
cut may be due to purely rational considerations;
or, on the other hand, how mueh of it may be due
t> fear, that great inhibitor of action? Sensible of
the preearious state of soeial affairs and ignorant
of causes and a solution, daunted by the complexity
and stupendous nature of the problem, may not fear,
« moral cowardice, paralyse in some degree both
the mental and physical aetivity required to meet
the situation? In the immediate affairs of our lives
also fear haunts both the employed and the unem-
ployed, the one that they may lose and the othei that
they may not find employment.

Again, what of the fear of being thought ortho-
dox? Man is a herd animal, gregarious, and in the
wmain conforms willingly to the herd law, its con-
ventional moralities, norms and standards. When,
threugh individual interests or intellectual convie-
tion, or through loyalty to the interests and stand-
ards of a partial herd within the larger he departs
from the herd law, he does so with timidity as a
rule and with many a backward look, fearful of the
disapprobation of the herd falling upon him, maybe
in drastic ways. Add to the natural instinctive
pull and influence of the herd the situation in a pe-
cuniary society where social prestige is based on
suceess in acquiring wealth: where the possessor of
wealth draws the same casy, natural, spontauncous
Lomage to a believed superior worth as did military
prowess in feudal times, or as intelleetual pover re-
ceived from the scholars who eonversed with So-
crates, or moral power from those who, denouncing
the things of this world put off from them wordly
wealth, and followed the **Man of Sorrows.”” In
cffeet, then, the wealthy, the sueeessful aceumula-
tors of wealth are honored in our social life as the
natural leaders of the herd by all of its members
whom habituation to the ways of life and thought of
stuch a peeuniary society has led to feel that way,
It is the moralities
that conserve the inferests of this wealthy class,
their standards, tastes and preferenees that domin-
ate the schools “‘and echo thenee from press and
pulpit, bench and rostrum info the streets of life,”’
thas veinforeing the herd compulsions towards con-
formity.

which is almost all its members.

What of that non-rational humility that is pre-
valent among the producing class, due to inferiority
uf peeuniary status? Does it exist in such intensity
as to be sueh a psyehological *“fixation’’ as an infer-
ierity obsession? Always there is insidious propa-
gunda carried on to create that feeling, to break
down our pride and sclf-respect in the interest of
the parasite ruling class. The latest fad in this diree-
tion is the psuedo-seientific chattering about the pre-

valenee of morons or undeveloped mentalities in the
population. Respousible scientists, however, are be-
ginning to diseredit the purely arbitrary tests msed
and the interpretations put upon the data so obtain-
(See “Survey ™ for Oct)
There is also the matter of interest in religions of
various kinds.
pensatory interest, a substitute interest for other in-
Is not re-
Are
of reiigious experience

ed.

ITow much of that interest is a com-

terests frustrated ol normal expression?
lirion {n many people a substitute aetivity!?
not its emotional “‘states™’
and eestatie exereises. its casy, thoughtless habble
of milleniums here or hereafter. all modes of escape
from an alien and unfriendly world of complex social
problems that involve a strain of perplexity and
thinking?

A study of humanity and its behavior in face of
tke vonditions of its social enviconment will shew
fhe soeial problem, as the psyehologists contend, to
he one of maladjusiment between a fixed human nat-
ure and the economic conditions and institutions in-

(Continued on page 8)
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PAGE EIGHT

WESTERN CLARION

THE MOSCOW TRIAL
Continued from page 5)
themselves, the visionless tools of that militarism,

betraying cvery hope, blinding every purpose, sac-
rificing every ideal of the lion-hearted, but chlor-
oformed proletariat. And they were errant even
superficially. ¥or those 20 social Revolutionaries
were traitors, not only to the Soviet Government,
but to their own principle. They plotted the down-
full of the former with an enemy they pretended to
despise. They were ‘“‘giving comfort’ to powers
they were leagued together to destroy. And they
were assisting the foes of a regime, sanctioned (as
they conld not but know-—as their outside relation-
ships proved), not by the illusionary majority of
capitalist polities, but by the real majority of Soviet
democracy.

What would happen to us on this American con-
tinent in like cirecumstances? What would Press
and Pulpit say? What happened to the political
nondeseripts during the late war? How fared it
with Kirkwood and MeLean? What happened to
Roger Casement, to the lrish Nationals? to Haitian
patriots? to Edith Cavell? to the Duteh daneeuse
whom the French trapped in the toils? And what
did those scourgers of Socialism do, those haters of
tyranny; the Gompers and Vanderveldes, the
Rosenfelds and Brantings, the Walkers, MeDonalds
and Snowdens—what did they say to the ‘“White
Perror’’ of Mannerheim? to the excesses of Horthy?
to the iron handed Faseisti? to the plundering of
the Far East? to the slayers of Liebnecht and Lux-
cmburg? to the torturers of Georgia? to the thimble-
riggers of Johannesburg? to the mandated ‘‘pro-
tectionists’’ of Afriea? What? Why, what one
would expeet them to say: Nothing!

The Moseow trial has passed almost without com-
ment, almost, without notice. Yet it is more moment-
ous to us than all the spectacular foamings of eapi-
tal. It preaches the stern gospel of revolution. It
shows its realities, stark and eclear and conscious.
Its unwavering solemnity of purpose, its unimagin-
ative simplicity, its dispassionate logic, its cold in-
cisive reason. It points the moral of unity; the
value of understanding; the futility of direet action
without direct comprehension. It demonstrates the
forees arrayed against us; it speakes with an author-
ity there is no mistaking. It may outline the frui-
tion of hope and thrill us with the glory of its ideal.
But it also determines the volitions of action, and its
undeviating earnestness of prineiple. And clear and
unflickering as a rain-washed sky it declares that
having put our hand to the plough of revolution
there is no looking back; no reeession from the nee-
essities which confront. us. R.

A TALK WITH NEW STUDENTS

(Continued from page 7)
herent in the capitalist organization of socicty. The
following generalization about human life, if true
to the facts of human nature, as it seems so to the
writer, can leave no doubt of the utter failure of
modern civilization to fulfil its terms:—

“Phat human life is dynamic, that change, move-
ment, evolutien, are its basie characteristics.

*Phat self-expression, and therefore freedom of
choice and movement are pre-requisites to a satis.
fying human state.”’

But why has eivilization failed to realize those
terms? The question is rather too large an order to
answer here. Iowever, consideration is called to
man’s power to aequire habit and to the inertia of
old soeial habit in the movement of all things else.
Such a eoy
wer., New material eonditions of life may appear,
Lrought on by a ehange in the state of the industrial
arts, which demand a reorganization of institutions
or social habits, a new adjustment of customs, con-
ventions and institutions 1o conform with the needs
brought on by the change. But always there is the
lag leak and friction of social habit, the inertia of
traditional habits of thought and stercoiyped, con-
ventionalized methods of action in which our in-
stinctive impulses to action are enchannelled.

But also, it is just here, in respeet of man’s habits,
that the possibility of social change depends. It is

leration will go far to furnish the ans.

because these coneepts, ecustoms, conventions and in-
stitutions are at bottom habils of thought and ac-
tion and, like ail other habits, eapable of change,
that social ehange takes place. Habits of thought,
as such, are always in process of change and, if the
new drift of the material conditions of life sets in
strong enough and endures long enough, sooner or
later action will follow thought and human activity
will find itself exercising along certain new sterco-
typed channels which we term custom, convention,
institutions, ways and means of socially organized
activity.

T'o sum up: I have tried to show the human fac-
tor as standing in causal relation hetween the ma-
terial conditions and the institutional facts of a soe-
ial environment, and that human being are the ae-
tive agents through which social change is accom-
plished.

In these days, it is the aceident of history that
the working class ave to be the agent of great soeial
changes. Our studies of man, his history, and of the
cconomy of his society, will show us upon what lines
the edueation of that working elass should proceed,
and to what of its defensive and construective in-
stinets we should appeal. So, against the inertia
of old tradition and social habit, we may set knowl-
edge and the scientifie habit of mind; and pride and
self-respeet. against a fear born of ignorance and a
humility unworthy of the only useful class in society.
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Socialist Party of
Canada

We, the Soolalist Party of Canada affirm our alleg-
iance to, and support of the principles and p:
of Rbe revolutionsry working olaes,

Labor, epplied to natural reaourcoes, produces &alt
wealth, The present economic system is based upon
capitalist ownerahip of the means of produotion, conse-
quently, all the products of labor belong to the oapital-
tst olase. Thae capitallst ia, therofors, muater; the
worker & slave.

8o long es tha eapitalist olras remains in posseasion
of the reins of government all ths powers of the State
will be used to protect and 'defend ita property rights in
the means of wealth production and its eontrol of the
produact of labor,

The ocapitalist system gives to tho oapitallat am ever-
swalling stream of profits, and to the worker, an ever-
inoreasing measure of misery and degradation.

The interest of ths working olass lles in setting itseif
fres from capitalist exploitation by the abolition of the
wage system, under which this exploitation, at the point
of production, is cloaked. To mccomplish thig necessnit-
ates the transformation of oeapitalist property in the
means of wealith production into mooinlly controlled sgon-
omic forces.

The {rrepreasible confliot of intersst between the cap-
italist and the workaer necessarily expressea itself ss a
struggle for political supremacy. This 1s the Class
Struggle.

Therefore we call upon all workers to organira under
the banner of the Soolalist Party of Canada, with the
object of conquering the political powers for the pur-
pose of setting up and enforcing the economie pro-
gramme of the working olass, as follows:

1—Thae tranaformation, a8 repidly ae poasible,
of capitalist property in the means of
wealth production (natural resourcea, faotor-
tories, mills, railroads, eto.) into ovilective
means of produoction. ‘

§—The orgenization and management of industry

by the working class,

3—The eateblishment, as apeedily as poasibls, of
production for use instead of produotion for
profit,
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The War Documents

*“When they invoke against us our Secret Treaty
with Russia, we shall invoke our public Treaty with
humanity.’’ N

(Jean Jaures, at Brussels, July 29, 1914;.

of material dealing with the events which

led up. to the world war of 1914-18 that at
first glance it would scem superfluous to spend fur-
ther time and space on the subject. In any consi-
deration that has been given in this journal here-
tofore,” or in the lterature of the Socialist Party
of Canada generally to the war and its causes, the
prevailing nete has been that wars between nations
arise not in defence of the weak against the strong,
not for nationdl honor nor through idcal motives,
but-to advanee the material welfare of one national
group of propertied interests as against another,
and that the reasons for alliance of resourees be-
tween groups are marked out in the voutes of trade
-and in projected or actual territorial dominance. (In
this connection, if the reader has not already done
5o he will do well to read Peter T. Leckie’s ‘‘Beo-
nomie Causes of War.”” See Literature-Price List,
page 8). The soundness of -that analysis is well
borne out by the facts, and every document that has
any bearing on the war and the diplomatic negotia-
tions concerning it fully bears it out. Tt is with
some of these documents we would deal here.
There are Clarion readers in outlying districts, no
doubt, who are unable to follow the investigations
that have been made into the mire of diplomatic
correspondence incidental to the war and the gen-

eral mass of literature connected with it.
’ . x

In “*The Nation” (N.Y.) Oct. 11, 1922 there ap-
peared an article entitled “‘They all Lied’’ by Lewis
S. Gannett, and in the International Relations sec-
tion of the same number there appeared some ex-
cerpts from various official documents, presented
to show that the Entente Powers were not taken by
surprise by the war and that they had been for
years preparing for it. The «Aanchester Guardi-
an® last June carried articles of a similar nature,
showing that the plea of an “unprovoked attack”
on an unsuspecting France and Belgium as the out-
come of a cavefully planned German conspiracy
was voiced by the British government to conceal
‘the faets of the case, a course which in their judg-
ment was necessary to the suceess of their war po-
liey. We shall come to that in time. The mass of
material is so great as to make it difficult to judge
what to sclect. The work done in this partieular
field by E. D. Morel (now labor AL P. for Dundee)
Indeed, sev-

THERE has been published already sueh a mass

has received wide acknowledgment.

eral books and many articles have been written,

based upon his work, and the documents now com-
ing to light well bear out his conclusions, His point
of view as to the primary power of international
diplomaey in causing war is subject to question, but
his point of view does not hinder the usefulness for
us -of his vescarches. We shall acknowledge Mr.
Movel’s help beforchand, therefore, for much of our
material in what we have to say.

“Phe Nation’ doeuments (beforementioned)
are largely based on the ‘{De Siebert’”’ documents
and- on “Un Livre Noir’’ (A Black Book), Our

. gether.

“sist the other by armed force.

readers will remember the text of the seeret treaties
of the Russian Imperial Avchives reproduced from
“Pravda’ of Nov. 23 (and later) 1917, in the ‘‘New

York Evening Post’’ and in the ‘‘Manchester Guar-

dian.”” ‘They have now come to be known as the
“‘Pirst Collection’’ of the documents of the Russian
Imperial Archives.
known as the ““Seeond Collection. — Entente
Diplomacy and the World: Matrix of the History
of Europe, 1909-14.’—Contains in 762 pages 853
documents. (New York: &. P. Putnam and Son.
$12.50). De Sichert was seeretary of the Imperial
Russian Embassy in London. The correspondence
of Isvolsky, Russian Ex-Toreign Minister, is con-
tained in the ‘“Third Collection”’ to be published in
two volumes, the first of which lhas already appear-
ed as ““A Black Book’” under Soviet Government
dirvection. (No attention is given to these documents
by the press, but every attention is given to Cle-
menceau, or Lloyd George, or Lord Birkenhead or
whoever is still prominent in maintaining the far-
cical story about Germany ‘‘willing’’ the war delib-
erately and exclusively). Lewis 8. Gannet quotes al-
so Professor §. R. Fay'’s ‘“New Light on the Origins
of the War’’. which is an analysis of Kautsky’s dis-
iclosures of .the German archives and of those of
Riehard Gooss in the Austrian archives. There is a
point Mr, Gannett has missed in his documenta-
tion, and that is in quoting Sir Edward Grey’s Note
to M. Cambon, French Ambassador to Liondon, No-
vember 22, 1912. Iis quotation is quite correet as
it appeared in the British White Book, as follows:

From time to time in recent years the French and
British naval and military experts have consulted to-
It has always been understood that such con-
sultation doés not restrict the freedom of either govern-
ment to decide at any future time whether or not to as-
We have agreed that con-
sultation beiween experts is not and ought not to be re-
garded as an engagement that commits either govern-

“ment to action in a contingency that has not arisen and

may never arise. The disposition, for instance, of the
French and British fleets respectively at the present
moment is not based upon an engagement fo cooperate
in war.

You have, however, pointed out that, if either govern-
ment had grave reasons o expect an unprovoked attack
by a third Power, it might become essential to know
whether it could in that eveni depend upon the armed
assistance of the other. I agree that if either Govern-
ment had grave reason to expect an unprovoked attack
by a third Power. or something that threatened the
general peace, it should .immediately discuss, with the
other whether both governments should act together to
prevent aggression and to preserve peace, and if so what
measures they would be prepared to fake in common.
If these measures involved action the plans of the general
staffs wouid at once be taken ints consideration and the
governments could then decide what erfect should be
given to them.

e v

That auotation is quite correet, as taken from
the British White Book. Bnt Sir Tdward Grey
read that note in his speech to Parliament. Auenst
3. 1914, and he omiited enfirely the last sentence,
whieh we have placed in italies. The note as read
hy Grev anvears in Hansard (Aue. 3.°14), Vol. 65,
n. 1813 and is without the last sentenee. Viviani,
Trench Premiev. vead the full text in the French
Chamber next dav. and in full it was incorporated

" The De Siebert documents are

in the French Yellow Book, So it -had\to go in the
British White Book in full. Viviani had no need to
hide the truth—that there were definite Anglo-
T'rench military- and naval plans laid beforehand,
and jointly agreed upon. as disclosed in that last sen-

_tence. He could rely upon Irench support.against

Germany, in view of the geographieal position of
Trance and the expected response to the Fremch,
chauvinist appeal against Germany.. But Grey had.
to eonceal the policy the British- Foreign office had
pursued consistently since Lord Lansdowne’s term
of office as foreign minister, whiek policy had re-
sulted in what has now come to be known as the
‘“‘encireling offensive’’. Grey had to present his
case in conformity with the many public declara-
tions made previously by himself and other British
government ministers: that the British Foreign of-
fee had entered into no agreements whatsoever of .
a military character with an outside power, Here
is a reference to some of these declarations:

) On 10th ‘March 1913, Mr. Asquith, replying to a ques-
tion in the Commons from Lord Hugh Cecil, denied that
England was under an ‘obligation arising owing to an
assurance given by the Ministry in ‘the course of diplo-
matic negotiations, to send a very large armed force out
of this country to operate in Europe.” On 24th March
1913 he made similar denials in reply to questions from
Sir W. Byles and Mr. King. On 14th April, 1913, Mr.
Runciman in a speech at Birkenhead denied “iit the most
categorical way” the existence of a secret understanding
with any foreign Power. On 3 May 1913 the Secretary
for the Colonies, Mr. Harcourt, declared publicly that
he “could conceive no circumstances in which Continen-
tal operations would not be a crime against the people
of this country.”” On 28 June 1913 the under-Secretary
for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Acland, declared publicly that
“in no FEuropean question are we concerned to inter-
fere with a big army.” On July 1, 1913, Lord Loreburn
(Lord Chancellor, from 1906 to 1912) said, “that any
British Government would be so guilty towards our coun-
try as to take up arms in a foreign quarrel is more than
1 can believe.” On 28 April 1914 and again on 11 June
1914 Sir Edward Grey confirmed, in the House of Com-
mons, Mr. Asquiil’s assertion, made 10 and 24 March
1913, of British freedom from engagements with Conti-
nental Powers. (Albert Jay Nock. The Myth of a
Guilty Nation. Page 103).

It is thus very easy io see why Grey omitted that
last sentence. His government had denied the ex-
istence of any committments of such a nature. By
the time the British White Book was published the
nations were at war and the admission was not thern
subjeet to effective diseussion. In the meantime, on -
Jrd Aug. 1914 (same day as Grey’s speech), Mr.
Asquith said in the House of Commons:—

1f I am asked what we are fighting for, I reply in.two
sentences: In the first place, to fulfil a solemn Interna-
tional obligation . . . . Secondly, we are fighting

to vindicate the principle that small nationalities
are not to be crushed in defiance of international good
aith.

The small nation, of course, was Belgium. The
Belgian appeal was a great help to Sir Edward
Grey. The ““treaty’” of 1839 was well used. It was
a device used to present the case in a false light.
The ““German’’ had fo become a *‘Hun.”” Let us
quote Mr. Lloyd George as he expressed himself just
cight months before the war broke out:—

The German army is vital, not merely to the existence
of the German Empire, but to the very life and inde-
pendence of the nation itself, surrounded as Germany is
by other nations, each of which possesses armies about as
(Continued on page 2)
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