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Article Twenty-one,

: -~y HE defeat of Austria in 1866 was of course

o, I the defeat of France. Napolecon had calenl-

: ated on a long drawn out war, which would
““Jeave him master. of Burope. Napoleon and . the
group - of- finaneiers and industrialists who sur-
* younded him and depended upon him for whatever
advantages they possessed, were aftlieted by that
terrible menfal malady which, to the average man,
furnishes a shelter from the evils of life; into which
he may withdraw, but which to the statesman is
fatal: the childlike faculty for sincere acting: Dead-
wood Dick, or the mother of a large family, as the
case may be. The average man may withdraw and
dream in safety; there is.no one to follow him as
he dreams, for instance,. of capturing at one fell
stroke the powers of state, and revolutionizing
forthwith the property basis of society. The fact
that he has to snoop around back street halls
“«3ecked in a dim religious light’’; that his ratio to
the rest of the populatioﬁ can 'searcely be repre-
sented by figures, that not one of his associates

“has the slightest knowledge . of warfare, nor the -

" remotest chance of obtaining even-the meanest tools

of that art nor of éVen -knowing the ndmes or uses -

_of the chief weapons and their ingredients, has but
““little weight with him. In those masterly maneuvers

of the fireside, the opponent’s strategy is either for-
" seen or ignored, and can be with perfect safety. But
faced with the facts of life he must somehow con-
tinue to produce the means of warfare or depart in
pieces. And he must meet real men, not appari-
tions.

Napoleon and his associates knew that war with
Prussia was inevitable. Not the least peculiarity of
that peculiar animal man is that he longs for peace
and prepares for war, and conducts war eternally
to secure it. Prepaves and fights on a secale which
would furnish him with everything he requires on
the most lavish Dbasis, and vastly beyond anything
expericnce has shown he has ever gained by war.
We speak, of course, of man in general. However
‘we observe that those who make wars do not fight
them, and in ease of vietory sometimes profit, whild
those who fight them never make them, and never
profit from them.

Such being the fact, statesmen have always pre-
paréd by alliances to secure to' their country eer-
tain advantages in case of an outbreak. The North
German Confederation, thon, placed France in &
more preearious position than ever, and naturally
would compel her to extreme action should the Pal-
atinate and Baden: bordering on her middle oast
frontier, and Saxony, Bavaria.and Wurtenburg far-
ther back, be joiued to Prussia. Napoleon’s carly
days were spent in South Germany. In eonneetion
with which a story is told of him and Bismarek.
As a compliment to tho latter’s linguistic gifts
Napoleon said, ‘“T have never heard a German speale
French like your excelleney.”” “‘If you will permit
me. a similar compliment, I have never heard a
Trenchman spealk French like your majesty,”’ re-
plied Bismarck, Presuming on his German accent
that his knowledge of .the German people could
Le measured by his knowledge of their language, he
proceeded to form an alliange between South Ger-
many, Austria and Franeé. But upon entering into
negotitations with Holland f(;],‘,; the acquisition of
Luxemburg which, nominally, belonged to the Duteh
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thqugh garrisoned- by Prussia, he discovered that
the wily Bismarck had already a sccret treaty with
the South German states, which was now publish-
ed. The French were quite ready to engage in war.
but the matter was finally settled by a eomprom-
ise, through the good offices of the Powers, and
Luxemburg became a free city whose neutrality was
guaranteed by the Powers. This was resented by
the French, and Napoleon was pushed a step nearer
war with Prussia. The formidable chavacter of the
enemy had been sufficiently emphasised by the six
weeks’ war with Austria: even if the Danish eam-
paign was accounted a mere skirmish. It does not
appear that this was properly appreciated by the
French, who had not recovered from their war spree
of the early days of the century.

Bismarek estimated the task of beating the
I'rench, in the light of their history, as a very haz-
ardous one, and spared no pains to seeure himself
against any alliance which France might form; and
against any breach in relations until he was com-
pletely ready, and against any possibility of him-
self having to declare war.

We left Napoleon the proud and happy heir >f
liis great unele. To roind out the story and fully
appreciate the last chapter of this thrilling romance
it will be necessary to glanee at affairs in TIrance.

-The Crimean War. by whieh he had with British aid,

bumiliated Russia and‘ exalted the unspeakable
Turk in 1854 and the Italian campaign of 1859 in
which he had> with the Ttalians, defeated the dread-
ed Austrian Empire, gave to a mname hitherto
reflecting only the glory of an uncle by law, a fath-
er by repute, a lustre of its own. He became Em-
peror during the infancy of French railway steel
and coal enterprises, and fostered these mighty
children with every aid a slight and inconsequential
man could lend by allowing any charlatan oy
swindler free aceess to the game. Lotteries and joint
stock companies kept the Frerchmen in hope; and
a sufficient number of lucky players, added to the
steady growth of indnstrial life, amassed su2h for-
tunes, sometimes literally at a stroke. that every
Parisian gamin and every tattered peasant was
sizing up the real estate values and tentatively en-
joying his assured but future wealth. Monte Cristo
was a piker.

‘While far behind the phenomenal development of
Prussia, I'rance could not miss the general pros-
perity which steam and its progeny rained down
npon Burope. But alas for the morning after! Tt
is but a few generations since our vermin feeding,
hunger driven ancestors gazed longingly at the lasi
raorsel of their seanty meal, and a couple of een-
turies are all too brief to develop a gastronomy eap-
able of consuming Gargantuan feasts of ecapital-
ism. He who would hiteh his wagon o a star should
have regard to the banana peel on the pavement.

In the mad race for profits, railroads and indus-
tries pushed ahead of consumption, and France suf-
fered from her gorge. - The dreams that nations
dream do not come true; the gamin and the peasant
returned to their hopeless squalor, and turning their
g]isillllsione(l eyes to the real world envisioned Na-
poleon and his court,—an example we can follow
with profit.

Napoleon was well aware that the glamor of
his conquests had gone; bold spirits were stating in
bald language unpleasant facts; so bold had these

evolutions, Social and Political

-

wolves become that the fold itself was invaded, an
exaggerated life of Napoleon’s wife was sold; to the
rleasing subtitle, ‘““Portrait and virtues of the Em-
press, the whole for two sou.”

At this time Napolecon conceived the romantic
notion of establishing an Empire in Mexico. The
United States was busy prescrving the Union, later
deseribed as freeing the slaves. He sought to have
Burope recognise and aid the Southern Stafes, and
then by the honorable process exereised by the de-
moeratic country to our left he seized Mexico for
delinquent debts, and after mueh deliberation, in
which the fruits of the Great Napoleon’s sparse
leisure moments snatched from the absorbing task
of conquering the world were much discusseds
Maxmillian brother of Franz Joseph, was chosen to
oceupy the throne of Montezuma. The brothers, halft -
brothers, cousins or whatever their illegitimate ex-
cellencies were, declined the honor. Napoleon had,
promised to maintain twenty-five thonsand men as
his new Emperor’s bodyguard. But when your
Uncle Samuel had settled his little trouble in the
south he suggested to the Frenchmen that Paris
might look good to them after so long a sojourn in
foreignslands. Napoleon, perhaps with fond recel-
leetions of his unecles’s army in Santo Domingo,
perhaps in respeet to the ondearing young charms
¢f Grant’s and Stonewall Jackson’s Army of the
Lord, sort of regarded the suggestion seriously, and
accordingly in 1867, Maxmillian, left to the tender
merey of the Indian Jaurez was shot like a dog
before the walls of Queretaro, just three months
after Napoleon’s guard was withdrawn. It is usual
at this point to moralize upon the dastardly conduet
of trying an Emperor. by drumhead court martial
and shooting him at sunrise next day, but we ex-
hausted our tearducts upon the sad oecasion of the
Czar of all the Russias’ departure, and are unequal
to the present task. But while it leaves us dry
eyed its effeet on Franee was tremendous, and asidg
from the added resentment to the Luxemburg affair,
was the unwitting cause of Napoleon’s eyes being
put out, figuratively speaking.

Hyrviox: an extremely efficient seeret service
chief, whose duty it was {o report truthfully what
thie French people said, in making his report on the
feeling aroused by the betrayal of Maxmillian
referred to the feeling against the Austrian woman,
Marie Annteinetie, during the reign of Louis XVI.
and  said, “Now they blame it on the-Spanish
woman.” ‘I'he Empress, who was a Spaniard, eame
into the room at this moment and in a terrible rage
expressed the desire to show them what a Spanish’
woman really could do. This was limited, happily!
for the I*rench nation, to the removal of Iyrviox.
The next chief was eareful to make the truth pala2
table, again we might infer happily for the Freneh,,
There are a number of sueh stories told, some rich-
e in  humor. but hardly tellable in a respectable
family journal like ours, whereby the BEmpire was
deprived of its most needed men.

Meanwhile Bismarck was ensnaring his vietim
in a net of diplomaey. Roon was yearly adding ta
his great and efficient army, and Moltke was from!
his army of spies planning the strategy of the war
Napoleon, dreaming of war, was indulging in ad-
ventures more to his faney in the forest of Cam-
piegne. Here he indulged the French taste of fetes

(Continued on page 8)




~ By the Way

ORE than_ anything eclse it scems to me,
J. I, B’s. reply in last iséuq to my article
*in the Jan. 2 issuc serves to_reveal a state
of mind.” His thought is violent, too violent to have
a coherént background of philosophy based on a
sober, contemplative study of humanity and its
ways. His ““seience’’ is exploited to justify preju-
diee, and to support once-and-for-all-time adopted
positions which hatred of troubling thought and re-
speet for preecedent do not wish disturbed. Some-
thing of fear, I might also concede inspires him,
that soeialist principle may be compromised in a
shift to other positions. ¥or that, T respeet him,
but I would respeet him more if he did not use the
arts of demagoguery to defend his position. Where-
as his reply is such a mass of ~contentious half-
truths, false preposition and fherefore it follows, ete,
cte., some of which eommon knowledge denies, that
my space will not allow of serial rebuttal.

The shoek of experience of the course of affairs
since 1914, the fact that muech was happening that
was running contrary to socialist desire and prog-
nostications spurred me into vague doubts and dis-
contents with some of our Party attitudes. My
coubts and discontent were strengthened by such
study as I could give to the findings of these engag-
ed in the field of tho social seiences and by keeping
in touch with the modern trend of thought and spee-
ulation on fhe problem of social change. As a re-
éult, I have arrived at a fairly eoherent philosophy
on the problem with definite conclusions rogarding
the Party, its functions and as to what its attitude

and relations should De towards other or-
ganizations, political and economic, of the
producing masses, agrarian and industrial. My

conelusions, as I sce them, turn upon methods and
do not trench upon the fundamental prineiples of
revolutionary socialism, Tor instance, T have advo-
cated that all working class organizations should be
regarded as institutions expressing the needs or
earrying out the purposes of the working elass in
their several departmental activities, socialist edu-
cational and political, political reform. and eecon-
omic activities. Without prejudiee to the debated
(uestion as to whether reform politieal parties can
permanently improve the condition of the working
class, T have advocated that the DParty Jeeognize
them. just as it at present recognizes the economice
organizations of the workers, on that of a mini-

_ mum basis of resisting the encroachments of capital-
ism upon the well-being of the workers. These ve-
coenitions should be based npon this—that degrada-
tion has no survival value, is inimieal to the revolu-
tion, and that thus, the organized labor movement
and fhe political reform movement funetion indir-
ectly in hehalf of the revolution. -Again, in regard
to methods, T have attacked the doetrine of violent’
oveiturn as an inexpedient method of bringing
about revolutionary change, impractical in highly
developed capitalist countries, and that other meth-
ods must be resorted to. In his reply J. . B. seems
to deny the cfficacy of any method, oiner than viol-
cnee, and therefore is committed to defending it and
its propagation as a fundamental prineipie of soeial-
ism. But I hold we arce not so bankrupt of ways
and means as to be bound to any method and one
that would, as I see it, result in disaster. However,
in my artieles giving my point of view T have at-
tempted in a smalk way a vestatement of the socialist
philosophy in terms of this day and generation ands
if I have nnt gol anyone to my way of thinking,
perhaps a little grubbing arvound the reots of our
philosophy will do no harm, even lead lo lustier
growth.

Looking over J. 1L B3’s, veply, I ean see that even
if he was more carcful of the truth and better in-
formed on history he would still have fallen down
in_his argumentation—his ideas about {he nature of
man arve at fault, and by that much he would still
miss his mark. All discussion of the problem of
gocial change and interpretation of history pivots

upon the nature of man. And my ecritic’s human
beings ave such as were never on carth, for they are

mono-maniae, hag-ridden creatures of a single de-

vouring interest. Idconomie motives serve for him
to explain all human conduet, the rest is *“hypocrisy
and sloppy humanitavianism,”” Accordingly, this
js his idea of a modern community :—*‘ An aggrega-
tion of human beings divided into classes and sub-
classes, manifesting cconomic antagonisms, soaked
in prejudices mutually hostile and exelusive, leav-
ened avith sloppy humanitarianism, insulting char-
ity and religious hypocrisy.’”” And this is how he
jdealizes an individual man! Referring to the fae-
fory rogulations aets in the 19th century in Eng-
land whieh put restrictions on the employment of
children, took them out of the mines, reduced the
hours of work in factories and introduced hygienic
regulations, he introduces the man who was chief
leader in these reforms, in this fashion. ‘¢ ., . Such
as Lord Shafteshury, who pereciving that the un-
bridled exploitation of the workers in mill, mine
and factory was fast killing the goose that laid the
golden eggs of profit, and if the profit system was

to continue the limits of human endurance must be °

recognized.” ‘‘Foresighted,”” he ealls him, this man
who was a religious fanatie, a one-idea man
who was diffieult to get on with, who did slum mis-
sionary work before he started out on his long agi-
tational work for the children of the poor. Eeon-
omie motives do inflience men’s eonduct and on oe-
casion will dominate. But J. H. B. runs his thcory
10 seed in the use he makes of it. IIe puts himself
cut of toueh with ordinary humanity, Men in real
life are men of many interests, many motives.

Of the innate, instinctive disposition of man,
vwhich he shares with other animals to herd in
groups and defend the group, J. H. B’s theory
knows nothing. The thousand years of group life,
the warp and woof of which are, likeness of temper-
ament and physical feature, a common language, a
common lore of legend and fact handed down in
song and story from generation to generation by
word of mouth or litorature, a common group ex-
perience reeorded mot alone in the history hooks
but also in ancient burial mound in cairn, in hrass,
or stone or marble, visualising to succeeding gener-
ations the continuity of the group down from the
legendary past to the presemt. The great names
the group eleets to revere, its warriors, its chief
rulers: its wise men, its artists, poets, priests and
prophets reflect the group, its virtues, its vanities,
its strugeles as well as its failings. For, those whom
it vegards as its great men form a composite ideal
of what the group would like to he. The common
standards, conventions, wsages, tacit nnderdtand-
ings, customs, institutions laws, history, religion,
philosophy, art, seience, polities, industry, peace
and war,. all alike bear the stamp of the genius of the
partienlar group. Community! You eonld not es-
cape the community. The 1'cpcgado Englishmen
who beecome more Trish than the Trish themselves or
more German than the Germans, as Houstan Cham-
berlain, are but paying a loft-handed compliment
t6 their English complex. Watceh an infernationalist
and ten to one you will find him ‘‘placed’ on
Purns’ Nieht. Soviet Russia repelled the foreign
invaders because of love of Russia morve than for
love of internationalism. TRussia first, is the domin-
ant note of Sovict policies today: of neceessity so
sinee Russia is a community by racial inheritanee of
temperament and culture and by political organi-
zation and intimate ceonomie relationships. Com-
munities may be divided by elass interest, partial
‘herds within the laveer herds. and classes may some
inio power and classes may go ont of power, but so
far as the masses of those engaged on oither side of
the strugele arve concerned it is a community inter-
est as well as a class interest and a possible interna-
{ional interest that inspires them. Men are erea-
tures of many interests, not of ona. Read the eur-
vent literature, proclamations and propaganda ap-

peals of any great .l'evolnt,ionnry period. *‘The
world is my country, to do good iy my religion,”’
said Tom Paine. But he also helped to draw up the
Americzm Declavation of Independence. Ieonomic
impulses pursuing their will uncheeked, wurestrain-
cd, unmodificd by other interests and by social hab-
its and standards ave destructive. No group life
could ever eome into existence on that basis. Group

life is at all possible beeause, in individuals, in-
stinetive, cultural and rational interests live side by
N

side, restraining or re-enforeing cach other, with ee-
onomic interests. When a man acts, the whole man
It can never be said of group man that he
iy driven by one inferest alone, free, anarchie, un-
trammelled,

acts.

My eritie, objecting to my use of the terms, “‘Com-
munity’” applied 1o the national groups in society,
says there dre no communities. Yet he has himself
witnessed the working classes sink the elass-strug-
glo in the broad sands of patriotism. When the
lierd leaders hellowed and the war drums throbbed

lie saw them streaming in from the ends of the earth-

in defence of their respective La Patrias and saw
life-long  internationalists and pacifists cast their
prineiples to the winds. The national interest
thrust itself uppermost, if only for the time being.
What is the use of experienee! Me cites a long
list of organizations, from Retarians and the Red
Cross to the Salvation Army as dispensers of
‘‘sloppy humanitarianism, insnlting charity and re-
ligious hypeerisy’’ and this he sces as the only
leaven in the life of a modern community. A seien-
tific soeialist of over fifteen years standing by his
study of history, say under Professor Jenks and De
Gibbins and other historians, and by his study of the
origin and development of the institutional and eul-
tural life of groups, say under Lewis H. Morgan
and the later anthropologists—he should know that
“insulting charity, sloppy humanitarianism and re-
ligious hypocrisy®’ and such organizations, if any
there be, as are devoted to dispensing those deleet-
ables, ave hut the aberrations of a community and
could by no means serve as honds that would hold a
community together: mere by-produets and not the
solid principles of associated life.

J. H. B, rages sentimentally about working class
wrongs and capitalist class iniquities, packing his
reply with reeriminations. But the working elass
are not shedding any tears about therr wrongs. He
needn’t worry. That aside, however, T want to put
his. interpretation of human eonduet by economic
motives fo the test again. Talke the ease of the pov-
erty stricken slum population of England. Poverty
and riches in that country have existed side by sid¢
for nigh on two thousand years. All a theory of
cconomic motives would sce in that, would be two
thousand years of predation, just as it sees in a
“community’’ an aggregation of beasts of prey—
one of those distorting half-truths which, if relied
upon exelusively, are fatal fo an understanding of
the social problem. But here is another facet to life.
By suse, people hecome inured to poverty, either
themselves, or to the sight of others existing in that
condition, ‘‘and their withers ave unwrung.’”’ There
is as mueh indifference at the condition of the slum
vroletariat among the masses just above it. as there.
iz among the wealthier classes. Perhaps the slim
populations themselves are the most indifferent
shout it of all. The cause is old ‘“‘use and wont®’
and habit. J. . B's. theory, however, knows noth-
ine ahout those paralvzing forces of social inertia.
3ut there is the fact that they have a stranglehold
on the whole community in a mnltitude of respeets.
T{ is therefore useless 1o heraie the capitalist class if
we do not af the same time throw a due share of ve-
sponsibility on the workers themselves, For if the
workers never acquire a sense of responsibility by
realizing that there are inert forces in themselves,
they will never seek power to remove social evils.
Charaeter is the lever of change in the soeial envir-
onment : as forees, character and environment react
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* the capitalist - cluss-as though

© amie part in social affairs.

statesmen.

upon each other.
ening vanities of the wdrkers such as self-pity, by
throwing the whole blame-for social conditions on
céapitalism* avas a
scheme and an imposifion of theirs. - The workers
need pride, self-respect and a feeling of self-depend-
ence and self-sufficiency if they are to play a dra-
Aud the present form
of social organization is not an imposition but one

~of historical growth for whose existeuiee atthisday of

universal literacy and enfranchisement we must as-
sume there is a social responsibility. By the way,
J. H. B. says, that enfranchisement is ‘“‘earefully
adjusted to ensure that the workers do net seeure
undue representation.”” 1 do not kucw about ltaly
sinee the new electoral arrangement and other neg-
ligable exeeptions, but 1 do deny there is any sub-
stantial truth in what he says. In some colintries
compulsory voting has even heen introduced and in
athers, as B. G, there is talk of it, so hard is it to
get the clectorate to the polls. By ['dr the higgest
sabotage on popular representation is p acticed hy
the indifferent populace itself.

The Party has always avoided sentimentalising
“wrongs.”” And so far so good. But our Party at-
titude to reform movements has put us on the side
of the inbhumane—as party men we were danger-
ously out of touch with ordinary human kindness.
By adverse criticism, we obstrueted cfforts to al-

“leviate working class eonditions of life and launched

destruetive opposition to all labor organizations on
the politieal field. Why? We conceived that all
alleviations and- ‘“‘mere’’ improvements, as such,
would never break through the system and emanei-
pate the working elass. And we were right in that.
But there was another thought present, to the effect
that such alleviations and improvements weve a
“prolongation of the system,”” ergo, that the ‘‘pro-
gressive degradation of the working elass was a
necessary preliminary
cupitn]isin.” In that thought, we were against his-
tory, threw down Darwinian biolegy, and our psy-
c¢hology was puerile. Give a man an inch—, The de-
sire’ for power grows by what it feeds on, Experi-
ence shows that the workers are always most ag-
gressive in “‘good times’’ when they feel they have
some leeway. Darwinian phitosophy of nature
says, degradation has no survival value—the battle
is to the fittest, to the strongest and the swiftest.
History says, that ‘“mere’” numbers count for noth-
ing, the underlying populations have always been
more numerous than the ruling classes: And abjeet
degradation spells deterioration and abjeet submis-
sion. On the other hand, both history and psych-
ology point to the rise of the manufacturing and
trading class, never on a physieal minimum, rising
in economie and political powersyet never satisfied.
“Milk for babies’ has been owr scornful gag for
g¢ftorts of amelioration. But if working elass ehild-
ren were suffering from under nourishment through
poverty or parental negleet or ignorance I myself
think it well that some one had the humanity and
spirit to sce that the babies got the needed milk,
Owr work was in another department and should
have been earried on without prejudice to those
activities,. How that inhuman twist eame in our
social philesophy 1 may try to explain in another
avticle.  Suffice it to say that it belongs to the
«Marxists”’ and not to Marx himself, {o the lesser
men who followed after him.

There is enough evidence in Marx’s works to
warrant the heliel that besides being a destructive
eritic of capitalism he was also a constructive
Read his “Tastern Question,”’ read
«Revolution and Counter Revolution,”” read the
biography of Marx by his close friend and comrade
William Leihkneet and the latter’s ‘“No eomprom-
ise, No Political Trading,”” in pamphlet form. Read
also, ehapters 10 and 15 in the first volume of Marx s
¥ Capital’? on the effect of the machine indusiry on
the working population in Tngland, In those chap-
ters Marx betrays thankfulness for the mercies of
the factory regulation acts: for, while he expresses
a proper scorn for the inadequacies of those regula-
tions lie time and time again praises the cfforts of
the English factory inspectors to enforee the regul-

Do not let us fiatter those soft-

“order of life in nature and soeciety.

phase io the overthrow of.

Ceally and inentally and morally degraded.”
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Iations, cially t’hose eﬁ'orts of Leonard . Iorner,
Tedgrave and. others who. went beyond the mere

auties of their positions and incuired the hostlhty of .

the taetory owners by an .exposure of ‘the avils of
factory . life, an exposure that. helped to arouse
public opinion on the matter. J. IL B,, the Marvxist,
would say that Marx was up to the neck “‘in the
fatile bogs and swamps of middle class reform.”’

Poor old Karll A correspondent’s letter in the Clar-

jon of last issue reminded me that Marx had also

actually organised a political asscciation, the mem-
bers of whieh were not ‘“Marxists”>—IIa! Uneclean!
J. H. 13, chortles joyously because it is largely

due to our activity “‘that Canada up to the present’

has been largely free from the curse of reformist
fubor parties.”” .

Proereation, birth, nurture zud growth is fuc
All social or
class ‘instrumentalities, all institutions whatever vc
through that process. A new soeial class might be
nxpected to begin the creation cof its own ‘astru-
mentalities for expressing its 1elt 1 ceds and Lrthee-
ing its purposes with the dawmng ot its consvious-
ness, but also it might have been expeectad thav
those instrumertalities would reflect all the marks
of immaturity of the class itsclf, To expeet other-
wise is to reverse the arder of the nature of things,
that is, to expect the miraculous, an expectation
no one would suspect of those who were suppose1 to
be steeped in Darwinism and who had the seerct
proeesses nf social evolution lasd cpen to them with
a Materialistic Interpretation of History. That
these instrumentalities, economic ¢r politieal, shonld
have appeared at all might have been veleomed as
a sign and a symbol of growiLg consziousness of
vlass , of class needs and dawiing recoguition that
own class effort was necessary if its neced were
to be in some measure satisfied. But no, if it was
a politieal labor party. the young life had to be
traingled at birth, or if it was too virile and per-
sisted in living its growth was obstrueted. Where
was the sense of evolution and thiat foresecing in-
sight got by studying the institutional life of men
in groups?

Says J. H. B. “Wlmtevu‘ its shortcommgs may
Le (and reformism is the most outstanding) the
present political position of the Labor Party of
Great Britain does not seem to reficet the activi-
ties of a working class anaemie, stunted physi-
O, that
mine enemy would write a book! Here in one sen-
tence he couples two admissions whose premises [
have been advocating lo these many issies. A eon-
vert! a eonvert! Ie reecognizes the British Labor
Party, ‘“‘whatever its shortcomings may be’’—some-
body write to Ramsay MaeDonald! And—I put him
on record—he acknowledges it is a good thing that
the working class of Great Britain is not “‘anaem-
ie, stunted physieally and mentally and morally de-
graded’’ beeause ‘‘the Labor Party of Great Brit-
ain’’ owes ‘‘its present politieal position to the ac-
tivities of a working class who are not anaemic,
stunted’ ele. cte. Let me try my hand again—lle
says, that the political position of the Labor Party
of Great Britain (he admits that the Party has its
shorteomings) is such that it does not refleet the
aclivities of a working class anaemie, stunted, phys-
ically and mentally and morally degraded, The in-
ference is, that the Labor Party of Great Britain
would not he in its present position if the working
class had been anaemie, stunted, physically and
mentally and morally degraded. 1Ile’s sound on
that! Let’s see—The British Labor Party is com-
mitted to constitutional methods? Yes! To keep a
working class from getting anaemie, stunted, ete. ete,
vou must have reforms? Yes! And rcformism is only:
a shorteoming, it an outstanding one? Yes! Moved
and seconded applicant be admitied—earried unan-
imously—into the Labor Party of Great Britain.
The reader will now think naturally, that J. II. 13.
was ouly fooling when he wrote all that foolery
round the little kernel of sense we have just ex-

amined. IIe is wrong and has another think com-
ing. J. IL B. has one law for the Lahor Party of

Great Britain and another for a Labor Parly in Can-
ada—onc law for the rich, another for the poor: a
touch.of the eap to a big fellow, a {rimming for the

little one—a sevvile reverence for mere bignes
But the bigness of the Labor Party of Great Britain -
and thus-the greater possibility of influcieing state-
policies that lics in bigness, or the bigness of the sup- -
port behind it in the constituencies, is a bigness that:
has been built up from very small beginnings, “gen— o
erally under vory questionable auspiees,”’ as.d. H.
B, might say, and under the destructive attacks of
those of like faith to J. II, 13,
insight born of a sense of history, might have by ;
construetive eriticism helped on instead of retard-
ing its growth, At this moment there is a distressed
little old lady of a Socialist Party in Great Britain
busy as a cat on a tin roof {rying to sweep back the
tide, trying to destroy J. II. B’s Labor Party in
Great Britain. .

Listen to him cxpound his faith for Canada
though, and lhear him expose his lack of evolution-
ary sense and his lack of consisteney and illustrate

the grave nature of my charge that our destructive * -

taeties in” regard to working class political insti-
tutions has retarded the advance of that elass to:
politieal maturity in this couniry: Says he—

“The “issues” raised by “C" are old ones. There is
nothing mnew about them. The writer remembers the
*'good old times” ol fifteen years ago, when we were ac-
tively and joyously engaged in the dissection and analysis
of this same reform bug wherever it showed its head,
whether outside or inside the party ranks, and it is main-
Iy due to that activity and keen combativeness that Can-
ada up to the present has been largely free from the curse
of reformist “labor” partigs. The short lite and restricted
and waning influence ol such as have sprouted up (gen-
crally under very questionable auspices) is evidence that
our task was well and thoroughly accomplished. Perhaps
it would be all to the good, from a party standpoint,
it we were fo go through the sime experience once meore,
but I think that there is small chance of that. The bug
js too dead to make ihe tlask of resurrection a pleasant
one for any so minded.”

There you have it, a Labor Party is allvight in
Great Britain, but not in Canada. Why? Beeause
it is a big Labor Party in Great Britain and strong
as to its political position in the country, while the
Labor Party in Canada is only small, weak, striv-
ing to he hig. I claim to have torn aside the screent
ot J. H. B’s. verbalism and revealed the sceret and:
even to himself no doubt unconseious, workings of
his mind. In one sentence he betrayed his real
self—the rest was mere rationalizing.

He says: “The issues raised by “C’" are old
cnes!’’ I reply, no older than the problem of Social
change and the ever open, ever debatable questions
of what had best be done, and how to do it! “e
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LENIN

the revolution he was pietured by the agents

of privilege as the embodiment of wickedness
and social disorder; in the later ycars as a modify-
ing element in a turbulent state. Dead, he is ac-
corded a moderately generous measure of apprecia-
tion, ]

He has been acclaimed by one or other class
aceording to the condition, hopes and desires of
cither. Each has already chiselled his epitaph ac-
cording to its lights. Which is always the human
way. Adding our note to the general voice we would
say that above all other qualities his was the abil-«
ity to sce cireumstances in the way of the realist and
to condition his advices accordingly. ~

To the Russian people in the mass, no doubt, he
appeared as the antithesis of the eruelties of Czar-
ism, the embodiment of the hope of liberty. As such
they mourn him. He has added a great share to the
working out.of the problems confronting the Social-
ist movement and has spent his life in that work.
The world wide atiention now ecentred upon his
passing is a tribute to his capacity, his energy and
tireless devotion in that field.

I ENIN is dead. Alive, in the first few years of

WHY?

ONTINUING our consideration of Comrade
_Reid’s letter in our last issne we come to the
implication of the ‘‘perfect’’ concept, as held
supposedly by ourselves, of an international organ-
ization to which we might belong if it could pass
muster by that standard. To which we would say
that we, like other people, are not very much wor-
ried when eonfronted with any practical proposition
by the perfect idea, but are actuated by our consid-
eration' as to whother or not the proposal is possi-
ble of fulfilment and in accord with our general
prineciples. Broadly speaking, we do not suppose it
to be likely that our membership is actively hostile
to an international as such, either to the Third or to
the memory of the Fivst or, for that matter, to the
Second. There have been also the (so-ealled) Two-
and-a-half and the Fourth. It ean hardly be gain-
said that ideally they all have a similarity if not an
identity, but their present practical concepts are
widely apart, hence their present ways arve diver-
gents where they tend to function at all.

It is perhaps true that we have been more inter-
ested in the toxt book than in the active program,
otherwise, of course ,than active promuigation of
educational material (as we see it) may be consid-
cred to be an active program. It is usual, in the
Lum-drum of up-to-date psyehology, to run to earth
the souree of self-justification for action talen or
opinions expressed and if we were to set forth a
hard and fast statement as {o why we find ourselves
isolated from any international organization in mem-
bership we too, quite likely, would deservedly eome
under the lens of the psychoanalysi. Yet it might
hit the mark to say that membership in the Third,
as membership was and apparently is conditioned,
wonld quite likely have destroyed sueh habits as
we had not yet grown out of and which, consequent-

ly, we still had good use for. Not, mind you (this

may be rationalizing—who knows? Rationalizing,
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humanly enough and in obedicnce to its eontent, is
never—or hardly evet—described in the first per-
son)—not that we were simply mulish and stubborn,
but- that the people of contrary mind to ourselves
were unable to satisty us that our work could be
better done by adopting what we thought were arbit-
rary and unreal standards, administered from the
outside, even where sentiment ran on fairly even
lines. Besides, if an international is to function at
all it must funcfipn thr'ough its several parts, and |
it may overrule the judgment of the several parts
on their native ground in their judgment of method,
and material it is more than likely that the inter-
national will be at fault, it it does so, It is not neec-
essary to cite instances, though that might be done.

Again, it is surely a strange coneept—if it exists
—that international affiliation in form is absolution
{rom local socialist sin, * There certainly was a time
when it was congidered to be so, "This last consid-
eration, if we are not mistaken, is part and pareel
of the ideas arising out of elass spirit and courage.
But a revolutionary complex is not enough, more
particularly so when statistical analysis reduces its
voice to a whisper, Mueh in the same tashion ay
ourselves (now that we are put to it). in enquiring
into why we have not weiled any formal interna-
tional linkings; other bodies have bothered over why
they have. Which is all of a pieee, and it is gener-
ally easier to understand one’s own actions or to
uncover what we are pleased to eall the prompting
motives at a_date later than the eventful time,

As to Marx: He was, of course, an important ele-
ment in the First International, which was the form-
al embodiment of workers’ internationalism. Hard
and strenuous days knocked it out of Europe in 72,
@ year after the Commune, (J. H. has recorded the
immediate events attending its bhirth—see Clarion,
December 17th, 1923). It is recorded by Morris and
Bax that it produced an- impression on the govern-
ments of Europe beyond what its reaf strength war-
ranted. It liad its ““revolutionary romanticists’’
too. By the way. Comrade Reid asks what was
Marx’s connection with tlie Seccond, besides the
First International. The Second took shape in
1889 and Marx died in 1883. To offer any conjee-
ture as to what might have been his attitude to the
Second had he lived is somewhat hordering on the
guide-to-conduet-manual of The Faithful; What
Would Jesus Do? The pathway to the New Jeru-
salem must be dug by owrselves,

Now to as to Dietzgen. The process of getting
used to Dietzgen seems about as difficult of realiza-
tion as has been the ‘‘dehegelizing’’ of the descend-
ents of the Holy Family, But all well and good,
provided you don’t stop there. The modern man is
not so dull as over hesitaney and delay in the liter-
ature of past days would cause you to think, The
old survives in so far as it is useful to the present
generation, which turns to and abolishes it by bring-
ing it up to date in tune with the other mental and
material equipment in use. Otherwise (philosoph-
crs please note) language itself, for instance, falls
behind the fashion of present use, and the thought
it holds as likely as not is out of fashion also. Whiel
is to say that we may be yelling truisms to people
who have recognized them long ago though they
may not be familiar with the standard copyright.

These running comments may not be to the satis-
faction of Comrade Reid, and may or may not meet
his state of mind as evidenced by his query. But
there is time yet. Be eritical anyway,—of yourself
and of us. This way we’ll get to a better under-
standing. Appreciation,—we both have that now,
and that’s good to go on with,

with faney. In balancing his Budget his talk will
be almost as onerous as is ours Here and Now, We
are watching him With a keen eye, with a view to the
possibility of becoming acquainted with a new wrin-

kle or two. Of course he gets expert opinion from
the managers of the banks, and they probably top

HERE AND NOW,

OW that he has become Chancellor of the
Exchequer in Great Britain, Philip Snow-

den has a chanee to properly weight faet

the burden by -charging for that. Now we’re be-
yond that already.- We’ve been trying to dodge
just sueh advice this long time. In our case it sim-
ply means that what we get doesn’t balance what we
owe, with the additional ‘‘ecomfort’’ that the elastic-
ity has gone out of credit. Subs., therefore! We need:
subs! And we won’t be happy till we get ‘em|
These are the variant factors in a dull world: -
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SLASS GONSCIOUS

tagonistic mind product, arising out of the

antagonistic relationship of the two classes
in society, such relationship being that of master and
slave, or parasite and producer. It is based upon
and cannot be separated from the conerete methods
of producing the wherewithal upon which the ex-
istence of human life depends.

As the machinery, land, and factories necessary
for earrying on production are in the hands of a
class called capitalists, production on a capitalistic
basis can only be carried on with their permission
and in accordance with the demands of capital, i.e.,
the production of a surplus over and above the
needs of the produeers. It is due to the excess rate
of growth of this surplus value over the rate of
growth of the markets for absorption theveof, and,
consequently, its limitation to be used again as eap-
ital, that we have sueh titanie erises and their neces-
sary tremendous social convulsions,

‘Whereas in times of prosperity the conflict be-
tween the elasses takes on the form of a bartering
over the price fo be paid for labor-power, or the
wild disputes that arise naturally between buyer
and seller, the confliet is now carried on under the
heading of unemployed and hunger, versus para-
sites and plenty. But though a switeh in slogans
takes place, there is essentially no difference in the
propelling cause, which is the private ownership of
the machinery of wealth produnection and distribu-
tion. .

The conflicts over hours and wages, length of
working day and working conditions, etc., grow in
magnitade with the expanding growth of capital.
So also do the conflicts which arise out of the peri-
odie crises, which are not only inherent in capitalism

but their growth, and

CDASS CONSCIOUSNESS is a dual and an-

congeanently
L1y

the hunecar af
éonsequen ung

...... er of
the masses are also dependent on the demands of
capital. Ience the greater the produetivity of the
wage-slave and its necessary accompaniment sur-
plus value—the more numerous and the longer do
these crises become.

(Continued on page 8)
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£ssons

(Continued from last issue)

. : The. Locomotive.

~ HE lotomotive ¢ngine which Stephenson con-

I strueted for Killingworth Colliery in 1815

-continued working usefully for many years.
Its author eontinued his experiments, and next ap-
plied himself to the improvement .of the road. e
considered the rail of great importance, and spoke
of the rail and the wheel as man and wife. In 1816
he took out a patent for rails in conjunction with
Mr. Tosh, a wealthy iron-founder. Stephenson early
declared the advisability. of tunnelling-through hills
and raising low ground in order to make the rail-
ways level, and thus économise power.
built a loconiotive for the Duke of Portland for use
in Ayrshive.. In 1819 he built a railway for the
Holton Colliery in Sunderland.

In 1819 his son Robert left school and became an
apprentice viewer in Killingworth Colliery. Tn 1822
Robert Stephonson went for six months to Hdin-
burgh University, where he won a prize for mathe-
maties. Having learnt shorthand before going to
Edinburgh, Robert took down the notes of the lee-
tures verbatim and copied them out word for word
for his father’s benefit.

The railways we have hitherto referred to were
for private use of eeriain coal-owners and iron mast-
ers.

The first public Railway Act was passed in 1801,
autliorising the construction of a public railway
from Wandsworth to Croydon called ‘‘The Surrey
Iron Railway.”

- Twenty-six miles of railway were constructed,
and any person was at liberty to put wagos on the
line and to carry goods within the preseribed rates.
The wagons were worked by horses, mules and don-
keys. The railway did net prove a paying proposi-
tion, but continued to be worked till 1837, when
the London and Brighton linc was construeted.

It should be observed that when railways first
came into use they were not 1egarded as the road-
ways for locomotives but for horse drawn vehieles.
1n those carly days of railways the battle of argu-
ment and interest was between them. the ecanals,
and the turnpike roads. Sir Riechard Phillips, in a
book written in 1813, advoeated double lines of rail-
way from London to Edinburgh, Glasgow, Holy-
head, Milford, Falmouth, Yarmonth, Dover, and
Portsmouth, declaring that horse-drawn mail eoaeh-
s would travel by them at ten miles an hour and
Blenkinsop’s steam engine at 15.

From 1766 there had been discussion of a canal

_project between Stockton and Dadington. The

cenal was not made, but later a railway began to
be suggested and a Stockton Commitlee was ap-
pointed to consider it in 1810. Nothing happened.
Phen a Darlington Committee was appeinted with
Edward Pease, a Quaker: as one of its members.
Nothing but talk eventuated till 1818, when a com-
pany was formed to build the railway. It applied
to Parliament for permission, but was defeated by
the Duke of Cloveland, whose fox covers would have
been. interfered with. The railway Bill was re-
drafted so as to avoid the fox covers and reintro-
_ dueed, but was opposed by those who had vested
interests in the tolls eharged on turnpike roads.

Capitalism was barring the way to progress;
but whilst the engineers and inventors stood help-
less, money replied to money. Edward Pease issued
a cireular that the railawy company would pur-
chase the toll mortgages at the price orviginally
given for them. This somewhat placated the inter-
ests, and though still strongly opposed the Bill went
through, :

The railroad was to be free to all persons for
the haulage of coal and merchandise, but the com-
pany was empowered to charge 4d. per ton per mile
for coal intended for land sale. Only a halfpenny
per ton was allowed for coal intended for shipment

In 1817 he.

GEORGE STEPIIENSON.

at Stockton, this provision heing secured by the man

avho later beecame Barl of [Durliam, because he de-

sired to prevent competition with his coal loaded
at Sunderland--and did not believe that any one
could afford to carry coal at a halfpenny per ton
per mile. The low rate led, however, to the great
suceess of the railway. .

Doubts as to the advisability of the railway de-
layed commencing it for some time. George Steph-
cnson had learnt of the projeet: and in 1821 he went
with Nicholas Woéd, the viewer at Killingworth,

1o interview Edward Pease in Darlington.

He told Pease that he was ‘‘only the engin-
wright at Killingworth,”” but begged him to come
there “‘to see what my engine ean do.”’ Péase did
not aceept the invitation “then, but the rvesult of
Stephenson’s visit was his appointment to survey
the land for the Stoekton and Darlington railway,
and in May, 1822, the first rail was Jaid.

The intontion of the direetors was fo use horse
power on the railway, but Stephenson pressed for
locomotives, and continued urging Pease to exam-
ine his engines at Killingworth. At last he prevail-
ed, and from that day Pease supported the Jocomo-
tive, and inserted in the amended Stoekton and
Darlington railway Bill a elause empowering the
use of locomotives. The Act was seeured in 1823.
Stephenson had hitherto worked with ordinary
mechanies working at the collieries of the North of
England. To perfect the structure of the locomo-
tive he considered it neecessary to concentrate a
number of good workmen on locomotive work and
to cnable them to inerease their skill. He conceived
the idea of establishing an engine factory in New-
castle, and did so with the £1.000 he had received
for inventing the safety lamp and £1,000 contribut-
ed by Bdward Pease and Thomas Richardson. This
later hecame a gigantic enterprme, but it passed
through .many trials first.

Stephenson had a finaneial interest in supplying
to the company the east-iron rails that he and Tosh
had patented in 1816, but he advised the company to
Liave mallable rails, which he had sinee discovered
to be mueh better. Mallable rails eost £12 per ton,
cast iron rails £5 10s.; the company only agreed to
half the rails being malleable on that aceount.

The question of the tractive power to be used on
the railway was even yet not decided by the direet-

ors. The press denounced the proposal to use steam
engines.  Finally, however, it was agreed that

Stephenson should eonstruct thrce locomotives, the
first of which was named ¢‘Locomotion.”’

The railway was opened on September 27th,
1825, having taken three years to consiruet. On
the opening day Stephenson took a meal at an inn
with his son Robert and John Dixen. IHe opened a
hottle of wine, which was unusual with hine to drink
siiceess to the railway, and said:

“Now, lads, I venture to tell you that you will

live to see the day when railways will super-

sede almost all other methods of conveyanee in
this eountry—when mail eoaches will become
the great highways for the king and his sub-

jeets. The time is coming when it wili he
cheaper for a working man {o travel on a rail-

way than to walk on foot. [ know there are
great, almost insuperable, difficulties to be en-
countered; but what I have said will come to
pass as sure as you now h(‘ﬂl‘ me.

“1 only wish I may live to see the day, though
that I ean searcely hope for, as T know how slow
all human progress is, and with what difli-
culty 1 have been able to get the locomotive
introduced thus, notwithstanding my more than
ten years’ successful at Killing-
worth."’

A great coneourse of people were present fo see
the opening of the railway. A procession was form-
cd on the line, headed by “‘Tocomotion,” driven by
George Stephenson and drawing twelve wagons

experiment

oung Proletarians

s e o 1’ag :

laden witli coal: twenty-one wagons filled with pas--
sengers, and a covered coanch for the directors. A
man on horseback, earrying a flag, headed the I’frp-
cession, Phe train was only expected to o -from:
four to six miles an hour, Men, women, and ¢hild: "
ren ran and gentlemen on horsebaek rode alongside
the train,
phenson called to the man on horschback to move:
aside, and the engine rushed off at fifteen miles an
hour, leaving hehind all that were trying to keep
pace with it, .
The ““Whitehaven Gazette’’ had dismissed as
““too chimerical to be enfertained’’ the idca that.

steam carriages could travel *‘at a rate almost equal.’

to the fleetest horse!”’

The. coach in which the direztors travelled was~

named by Stephenson the **Bxperiment.”” It re-

sembled a earavan, had a row of scaws on each s1de, sind

and a deal table in the eentre. :

A fortnight after the opening of the line the “Ik-
periment’’ began to run regularly to earry pass-
engers. Lt was given out to a contractor and like
other eoaches which alse began to run it was drawn
not by locomotive -power but by a horse. Several
private companies were organised by the inn keep-. .
ers of Stoekton and Darlington for taking passen-
zers on. the railway. The railway eompany bought
up old stage eoach bodies and mounted them on-an
underframe with flange wheels.

Old Dixon, who drove the “*Bxperiment,”’ used
to place a lighted candle on the table of the “‘BEx-
periment’’ at mnight, and so was the first to start
railway earriage lighting.

The railway was so much uscd, the trains grew
so long, and the traffic was so profitable that the
company, whieh had first allowed all comers to use
the line on payment of the fecs, stepped in to mon-
opolise the working of the traffic. The dividends
obtained by the railway shareholders were so sat-
isfactory as to give great cneouragement to pro-
ceed further with railway undertakings.

In order to provide furiher acecommodation for
the rapidly inercasing coal traffic Mr. Edward Pease
bought about 500 or 600 acvres of land on the Tees
and there founded ihe seaport of Middleshrough,
where had been only a solitary farm house.

(To be concluded)
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W HESTIIWN GLATLTON

A Reply to FE ] McNey

BY L. T. MORGAN: Aris '24, University of British Columbia,

reecent edition of the “Western Clarion”

A contained an artiele supposedly on *‘Marginal
Utility,”’ contributed by one I*. J. McNey.®
Having ecarcfully perused the eontribution, I have
come to the eonelusion that the anthor knows prac-
tically nothing of thé-Marginal Utility theory of
Value, and even less, if possible, concerning that
whieh Marx has written on the same subjeet, 1t
iz possible that a University student—and one who
takes a keen delight in baseball -at that—ean some-
what enlighten 10, J. MeN, on the subjeet, and so
clear the ‘“atmosphere’ for him—an obvious need.
One who so clearly does not understand the difter-
ence between Value and Valuc-in-Iixehange, so de-
finitely expounded by Marx, suvely is in need of
steh enlightenment.

In the first place, . J. MeN., let us consider the
Marginal Utility theory of Value (which is a theory
of Value in Exehanze). According to Professor Ely,
whom you eondescended to reprove, Niarginat Util-
ity, is ¢‘Utility under a condition of searcity. To
possess value a thing must be able to satisfy wants,
and it must exist in less than sufficient quantity to
satisfy wants.”” T have read that definition over
again, and pondered over it and meditated over it
(your adviee), and 1 admit quite readily that is is
the keystone of the whole theory of Marginal Util-
ity ; but, my dear fellow, I fail to see “‘the snag that
punctures the balloon"—that you spoke of. 1t is a
certainty that if commodities were produced to such
an extent that we had more than enough to satisty
all wants, those commoditics would have no Ex-
change Value, and we should get them for nothing.
If such were the case in actual life, I, J. deN,,
there ‘i€ no doubt that such a situation would be a
splendid state of affairs for you and me (and the
rest of the ‘“‘great unwashed.”) But— and here’s
ate things and unless you clearly recognize and em-
ing goods to sueh an extent that you and I could get
them for nothing you have a mueh better imagina-
-tion than I, and you should try your hand at fiction
—for the seience of cconomies is too dry, too dull,
and too full of fact to do you justice. Now look
here, F. J., the Exehange Value of a commodity ean-
not be greater than its Marginal Utility, hecause no
one—uot even you—would pay more for a commo-
dity than it is worth; nor.can the Exchange Value
of a commodity remain helow the Marginal Utility,
bezause this would assume that people desiving addi-
tional needs would negleet to offer for them what
they would be worth, and by purchasing the addi-
tional units (assuming a lower Ixehange Value than
the Marginal Utility warranted) tie huyer would
therefore neeessarily raise the Kxchange Value.

Cost is important: beeause if at any time the Bx-
change Value—whieh as you see by this time tends
to coincide with Marginal Utility, is greater than
cost, more units will be produced, and the Marginal
Utility of the eommodity would therefore fall until
it no longer exceeds the cost.  Likewise, if the Mar-
ginal Utility is less then vost—as will he the case if
too mueh were produced, 1% .J. MeN.—then produe-
tion will eease 1o be profitable and will therefore he
curtailed. Thus over a long period of production,
eost is indeed all important.

It is therefore quite consistent o say that Value
in Exechange, on the side of demand. tends to coin-
cide with Marginal Utility; and that the Exehange
Value, 6n the side of production, depends—in the
ease of most commodities—upon the cost of produe-
ing those eommodities, heeause in the long run, the
Marginal Utility must conform (in most cases) to
the cost of producing them.

* See our issue of 2nd January. Comrade MceNey has
not seen the present criticism of his “article, but we look
for a further article from him on these matlers, {o appear
probably in the next issue but one. (Ed.)

- antly, and commitied that little

What is there diffieult to understand about that,
my friend? Indéed, I' fear your head must have
heen sadly addied when you efferveseed so exuber-
indiseretion that
you so naively chargod Professor Pairchild with—
that of indiseriminately peddling undeniably large
quantities of very, very hot air!

Secondly~—now pay Aa\tlpn(ion—-l(lt ns seriously
consider together just what Karl Marx has to say on
that very subjeet, and just iet ns see where you and
the Old Master come into c¢onflict. 1 warn you be-
forchand, that where you and Marx disagree, 1 will
Le forced to side with the fatter.

In the first place, Marx differentiates elearly be- .
“tween Value and Value in Exchange, K. J. MeN,and

you know you don't. In the seeond place, Marx
made a elear distinetion befween conerete or useful
labor on one hand, and abstract or social labor on the
other, Again you differ, but why? Surely Marx
cannot be wrong in both instances, The producer,
according to Marx, expends useful labor onfappro-
priate material, and, effeeting a qualitative ehange
produces a useful objeet. At the very same time,
and by the very same act, the producer, by incorpor-
ating a certain quantity of abstract 1abor, creates
Value—not Value in Bxchange. This Value though
thonght of as an entity—as a substance having ae-
tual existence in the commodity—is only conceptual-
1y existent,—in the mind only. (Are you still with
me?) Thus Value is ercated in the act of produe-
tion, and—note carefully—exists prior to and inde-~
pendent of, the act of Exehange—where Exehange
Value and the Marginal Utility theory come into be-
me. This is the prineipal difference between Value
and Exchange Value. Thus Value, neing material-
ized and undifferentiated labor, can have no other
quality than magnitude, and sinee it has been ereat-
ed in responsc to a social want, it ean he no more
materialized—than the amount ““socially necessary’’
for the production of a eonmumodity. Marx clearly
states the Taw of Value in the following mannér:—

“We see then, that that which defermines the mag-
nitude of the Value of any article is the amount of labor
socially necessary, or the labor time socially necessary
for its preduction.” (Capital, Vol. 1, pp. 46)

“The value of a commodity, therefore, varies directly as
the quantity and inversely as the productiveness of lhe
labor incorporated in it.” (Capital, Vol. 1, pp. 47).

As a matter of fact, I, J. MeN., the Law of Value
is only another way of saying that labor produces
all values. 1o you get jt?

Marx firther distinguishes between Labor Power
and Labor. The worker, given appropriate instru-
ments ean produce more in any given period than is
necessary for his maintenance during that perind.
Stated in terms of the Law of Value, this appears as
follows: the value of the product of Labor, allowing
for the value of the constant eapital consumed in
the process, is greater than the value of the Lahor
Power expended.  This difference is known as Sur-
plus Value,

-

Bxchange Value—take note, 1. d. MeN.—mzay be
regarded as the phenomenal form of the substance
Value, It does not follow that there is any causai
conneetion betweon the two—nor is there any me-
chanism by which Value ean make itself effective in
the field of civeulation. It is preeisely in the field
of circulation (the market) that Exchange Value
nevessarily emerges, Ixehange Value, then, is the
guantitative ratio in which commodities exehange.
When one of the quantities to he exchanged happens
to be the money-commodity, Iixehange Value ap-
pears as Price. 1t is the Law of Prices, not the Law
of Value which is now in question.

Now this Priee is c¢learly arvived at without re-
ference to the Yalue or the Cost of Produnetion of the
goods. These goods, when once exposed for sale are

1 the merey of the market, 'l‘nking the market for

any given eommodity, at any given moment, we find
that the supply of that commodity is—for the time
being—a fixed quantity. Now the average seller
must sell. That is his business, and tne goods will

be therefore sold at such a price as will make the

demand equal to the supply (this is very important).
That is to say, the Selling Priee is a Price whieh will
find purehasers for all of the goods. It the Price is
so low as to cause a withdrawal of goods from the
market, this would show the influenee of Price upon
supply. In any ecase, the supply would equal the
demand. However, I, J., the production and the
sale of commodities is a continuons process, and
when goods ate removed from the market by the
purchaser, others must take their places. The Prich
realized, therefore, must be such as to allow a con-
tinuous flow to the market; that is to say. the Price
must, on the average, cover the cost of producing
the goods (which same conelusion—Mirabile Dictu
—is reached by the Marginal Utility theorists!)

Yet it must be remembered that the Cost of Pro-
duetion is itself merely an addition of prices plus
the average rate of profit, and therefore we eannot
say Prices are determined by the Cost of Production,
However, priecs determined by the conditions of the
market will, in the long run, tend to coincide with
the respective Costs of Production (Price of Produe-
tion in Marx). Of course, this is the case with only
those goods produced under competition. Further,
the Cost of Production ecannot, by reason of the faet
that it includes the average rate of profit, coinecide
with Value, because (a) of the varying organic com-

position of capital (b) even in the easc of capitals

of average composition, the constant capital em-

pioyed may, and probably does, include the produets -

of capital of another composition (e) of varying
rates of turnover and (d) Merchant’s Capital must
share in the average rate of profit,

Nevertheless (now follow me elosely Mae) Value
can be conneeted with Exchange.Value in one way.
In any given period of time there is produced a
given quantity of commodities; these have already
absorbed a given quantity of labor, and eonsequent-
ly have a certain total Value. The Values of these
ccmmodities are expressed in gold priees. The total
Gold Price must of necessity equal the total Value.
A certain proportion of the cotal Value will consist
of Surplus Value-—depending upon the productivity
of labor and the intensity of exploitation. The pro-
portion which the total Surplus Value bears to the
total capital involved gives the Rate of Profit. The
total profit (including rent and interest) cquals the
total Surplus Value; and this is again a part of a
total value produced by labor. Are you still with
me Mae, for this is the point at whieh the concept
Value touches the pereept Exchange Value? All of
whiceh can be condensed into the statement thai Ix-
change Value and Prices are NOT to be explained
Ly referenee to the Law of Value, Value and Ex-
change Value therefore, ave very distinet and separ-
ate things and unles you clearly recognize and em-
phasize this, It .1, MeN,, the Marxian theory of Value
is indefensible—not even intelligible.

The vconeclusion is inevitable—as I am sure you
will now agree. There is a complete unanimity of
opinion between the Marginal Utility theorists and
AMarx on Value in Exchange. You started out with
# definite objeet in view—to ridienle one theery by
using another in opposition to it—when as a matter
of fact you understood neither. Professors may, or
may not, have made mistakes which will make them
the “laughing-stock of future generations,”” but yon
certainly have not wasted any time in giving the
present generation an opportunity to at least smile.
Now look here, Mae, I will tell you what to lo.
Don’t be discouraged, spend a little more time in
study ; read Marx.,
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N-the “good old days’ when skepties and here- )

-ties were not so plentiful as thiey are at the pres-

ent time, it was the custom of the great major-
ity of men to accept the word of the priest as final
on all subjects. The priest was supposed to be the
iixterpreter of all God’s wishes with regard to man
whem he had ereated, and conscquently, what the
priest said was the truth, the whole truth, and noth-
ing but the truth, and from it there was no appeal.;
This superstition of the infallibility of the priest
still persists to a considerable extent in modern
times, but it has been supplemented by a still more
dangerous superstition, the theory of the infallibility}
of the scientist, - ’

It is a common thing in this day and generation
to hear some imbeeile preaching in favor of some
freak theory or ;11pc-1-stilion, and clinching liis argu-
ment with the assertion that he has the statements
of one or more great scientists to back him up, and
prove that his partieular nostrum or superstition i
the trith, and as a rule he is correet as far as his
authorities are concerned. The fact that there ave
other great seientists who consider the said nostrun
or superstition a joke cuts no ice whatever, and if
anybody makes so bold as to question the truth of
this, that, or the other divine revelation, he is seorn-
fully invited to show by what right or authority hd
presumes to doubt the opinion of a great scientist
who has made a thorough investigation of the sub-
jeet, and so on and so forth.

Science, according to this type of hombre, is

merely a few of the opinions and statements of ond

" or more scientists who happen to be obsessed by
“some freak theory or superstition similar to hig
own, He knows nothing about secience, in many
casos he does not even know what the word seience
means. All he knows is that science is supposed tof
-deal with truth and facts, and that a scientist is
supposed to be able to-explain things scientifically.
Consequently, what a scientist says must be the
{ruth, provided, of course, that it agrees with his
own pet theories and superstitions, otherwise, it
Las no force or effect whatever.
Now this theory, that every statement made by;
u seiontist on any subject must thercfore be seiens
tifies just because it is a scientist that makes it, is
unk, and we can prove that it is bunk by the stateq
ments of the scientists themselves, without using
our own reasoning ability at all. Ior instance, i
everything Sir Oliver Lodgo has to say with regard
to spiritualism is seientifie, then it is a cinch that|
what the materialists have to say with regard to the
sume gubjeet is not, and viee versa. In fact, as far
as belief in a supernatural is concerned, we find
the same variation among scientists as we do among
ordinary ‘‘seissorbills.”” At one end of the scale we
find the materialists, who explain everything from)
a materialistie point of view. Next eome the varis
ous brands of agnosties; these shade gradually into|
the various brands of unorthodox Christians, the
fitty-fifty type; these again, shade gradually into thd
orthodox Christians, and finally we come to the
group typified by Sir Oliver Lodge and his herd off
trained and performing ghosts.
But roligion is not the only subjeet upon whiclt
we find a difference of opinion amongst scientists.
And furthermore, a seientist, no matter how logi-

~cal he may De in his reasoning is not a reliable au-

thority on cvery subjeet under the sun, and many
seicntists do not even reason logically within their
own fields of investigation, Take the majority of
modern economists for instance; they reason on the
subject of economieg like a man up a tree, and there
is good reason for such reasoning, thoere is logic in
their lack of logic; it pays to be illogical on that
particular subjeet. TIn short if we wish to under-

cience and S
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stand any subject scientifically, we must learn to dis-
tinguish between science and the mere opinions and
statoments of scientists whieh may or may not be
scientific.  Briefly = stated, science is classified
knowledge,. the vesult of logical reasoning hased on
known faets, but much of what is handed out as
scienee by certain seientists is’” neither based on
regson nor-facts.

Of course, in the case of Sir Oliver Lodge and
Lis opiniong and statements with regard to spiritu-
lism, we are informed that he has studied the sub-
jeet for many years and has made a thorough in-
vestigation of it, thus reducing it to a seience, and
consequently he must be a more reliable authority
on the subjeet than other scientists who have not
given it the same amount of study and investigation,
particularly the scientists of the materialistic
school.

Now this argument seems quite logical at first
glanee, so we will examine it a littlo closer, It is
true, we may if we streteh a point or twos elassily
spiritualism as a branch of the so-called science of
theology. Buf liere we encounter another diffieulty.
Sir Qliver is not the only authority on theology,
and it is hardly logieal to suppose that he iz the
best. There are many men who have spent their
whole lives in the study of theology, and who elaim
1o know all about ghosts, gods, and dcvils, heavens
and other places, men ““whose souls are lighted with
wisdom from on high,”” and yet very few of those
men have arrived at the same conclusions as Sir
Oliver Liodge. In fact most of them do not hesitate
to denounce him as a hoax as far as his dealings
with the ghosts .are concerned. They tell us that
Sir Oliver may be all right as an authority on
physies, but as an authority on ghosts he is votten,
or words to that effect.

Nor is it much wonder that those wise and holy
men objeet to Sir Oliver’s scientific ghost paradise
if we are to believe everything he tells us about it.
For instance, he informs us that there arve all kinds
of liquid refreshments, jackass brandy and other
such beverages, *‘over on the other side.”” And Sir
Oliver is not alone in this contention, he is ably sup-
ported by Sir Arthur Conan Doyle—another au-
thority on the subjeet, therefore it must be true.
Now if there is booze ‘ over on the other side’™ it
is logical to suppose that it has a “*kiek’™ to it like
booze everywhere else, otherwise it would not be
Booze. And if it has a *‘kick’’ to it we may assume
that it has the same elfeet on the ghosts who imbibe
it: as it would have on—vell say a  prohibitionist.
Any prohibitionist will tell you that the wine is
“red and rieh-—but gricf and woe are hid these
rosy depths helow.””  In other words, we may let it
Lie grantegl that the ghosts get drunk and disovderly
at times and have to he pinched for disturbing the
peace. All of which brings us to the conelusion
that when the prohibitionists have dried this world
up to their taste their task will only be half done,
because they will have to start all over again ¢
the other side,”

But that is not all.
that has to depend on booze alonc.

on

It ix a poor pleasure resort
There should
be other things besides the cup that cheers, and
Tt is trae. Siv Oliver tells us, that

cigars,

there always are.
there
course: ‘‘a good cigar is a smoke.”” but even ihat is
not enough.

are  also That wili help some. of
There is no reason at all why a man
should not be able to get a shot in the arm or svothe
kis nerves with a pipe of opium ““over on the other
P if he feels that way inelined, and T am sure
that it Sir Oliver will just look around a little he
will find joints where sueh luxuries may be procured.
And what about women and eards?
conducied pleasure resort could get

side’

Surely no well
along without
those ““Wine, women and cards” always gn togeth-
cr, and it is a well known fact. that it is these three

cientists -

X,

great evils that drag us poor innocent male arimals::
down into the dust in this ““vale of tears and woe.”’-
It is quite possible, indeed it is almost eertain, that
il it were not for the triple evils which beset us we -
would sprout wings before ever we leave ““this ter-: .
restrial ball.”” But if the same temptations are’

waiting for us “over on the other side”—well-we = .

are out of Juek right, and that is all there is to i_t,:'
so what is the use? Anyhow, 1 offer these few sugs
gestions and deduetions to Sir Oliver and his dis-~
ciples, free gratis and for nothing, 1o be used in’
whatever way they thing best. -
However, loaving all jokes aside, Sir Oliver-is'.
not the only seientist whose opinions and statements
on vertain subjeets are open o critieism from a
seientifie point of view., Svienee is seience, and a
seientist is a seientist, and the twain meet oceasion-
ally, hut at times they are fav apart, for much of
what is presented as seience by certain scientists,
espeeially in the seience of sociology and its various
Lranehes, is not seience at all but merefy drivel.
But don’t think for a minute that I am eondemn-
ing all scientists on general principles. No person
could have more respeet for a seientist so long as he
i» scientific than 1 have, but when a man makes use
of the prestige that his name as a seientist gives him
to propagate in the name of science ideas and theor-

ies that are anything but seicntifie, and in many
cases ulter nonsense, then I feel called upon to
protest. Nor does it make any dilference to.me or
to any member of the working vlass what his motive
may be for so doing. In some cases it may be that
there is merely something the matter with his head.
Tn other tases it is no doubt his stomaeh that is the
cause of the trouble. Now don’t misunderstand me;
1 am not alluding to dyspepsia, or sueh like diseases,
although these are factors to be considered. What I
mean is that many scientists, in order to make sure
of their meal tickets must temper {heir seience in ae-
cordance with the needs and desires of those who
pay them their salaries and if a knowledge of the
material facts upon which all seicnee must be based
is not in aceordance with the wishes and interests of
the paymasiers, then the scientists must peddle
something else or starve.  When we look at the pro-
position from this point of view, seientists of this
type are not so mueh to blame. sclf-preservation,
they say. is the first law of nature, and it affects
But the fact
proves eonclusively that science, in many of its
branches, has come to a standstill. M ean advance
no further so lone as the present system of society

scientists as well as overybody else.

exists, exeept to the extent it may be carried for-
And don’t think
feeanse you have not got a university education you

ward by the workers themselves.

cin’'t help 1o advance seience, that is another sup-
erstition that must he kickad iuto the garbage ean
pronto.  The only cquipment a man needs for a
study of the seiences we are most inferested in is a
few heoks and a mind capable of reasoning logi-
cally on what he reads. and comparing it with the
faets and conditions he sees aronnd him in every-
day existence. This cquipment is almost as free to
the average worker as it ‘s to the university pro-
fessor, beeause. while the professor has the advaa-
tage as far ax books and time are converned, the
worker has the advantage of experience wained by
with the stern reatities of life.  Also,
e warker is equal to that of

his eontact

the mind of the averaz
the average professor and it the worker is hamper-
o to some extent by Dis lack of educeation the pro-
fessor is Dampered still more by the kind of an
edueation that has hoen erammed into him. Again
while many professars are hampered in their teaeh-
inr of seicnee by their economic situation as men-
tioned above, there are no such restrictions on the
workers at all: we don’t make our living by teach-
ing seienee, and consequently we have no ineentive
(Continued on page 8}
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CLASS CONSGIOUSNESS
(Contnmed from page 4) )
- ‘Whether the’ d]sputc be one of wages and hours,
or one of breﬂd the amount of workers affected. at
any given tiine correctlv reflects the. concentration
And ‘with this
coneentration ﬂnd its motion we get a correspond-
ing growth of ‘action of an antagonistic nature be-
‘tween the owners and non-owners thercof.
" Araong thie -ranks of ‘the workers such aection
spreads itself out over an ever-growing mass, but

" among the capitalists it expresses itself more as in-

tensity. Thus the masses must in the very nature
of things be muceh slower to move with the same in-
tensity. of purpose ag do the féw who own and con-
: But; nevertheless, elass consciousness grows
in proportion amongst the capitalists. It does not
become so pncked and lience not so concentrated
amongst ~such huge numbers as it does amongst
those who at present rule the roost. Nevertheless,
while the elements that comprise the working class
cannot all be set boiling -or be heated up to the point
of revolutionary heat, at the present moment, yet,

by the dynamic -foree of modern machine produe-

tion; ecoupled with the force of convective currents

“-and eonductive channels of the most active members

of this class, the heating proecess can be muchly
aceelerated -and in places welded together into
But the simple process
of grouping these discontented elements is insnffi-
cient for our purpose.

It is not the purpose of a group, attemptmg to
revolutionize the ideas of the working class, to
simply_bring the disgruntled groups together and

then hateh a hotch-poteh political platform to try

and fit the particular case of each and every group.

Such an attempt is doomed from the start to failure.

The bringing together of those who suffer most
under the system is a very worthy action. But the

- objective should be for some other purpose than

merely creating a mass diseord, or, more correctly
speaking, for uniting the several speeial expressions
of discordance into one mass discord. All of these
-are a produet of bourgeois so-

ciety, That being the case it necessarily follows

. that an ehlightened leeture on the evils of the sys-
-tem as applied to both the industrial worker and the
-exploited small farmer would do much greater good

than leaving them in the same ignorant frame of
mind made worse by its massing. The work of
emancipation is the work of the proletariat. Cap-
italism eveates them, but it also takes good earve to
see that théy are not given an enlightened under-
standing of the system that crushes them. Rather
do the institutions of present day learning make
every attempt to confuse the issue. Therefore, if ig-
noranee of the laws of capitalism are to the capital-
ists’ benefit, will the simple massing of such ignor-
anee be of any pronounced danger? I honestly ean’t
see it as such,

Capitalism must by virtue of itself create dis-
content, but so long as that discontent is merely
centred on some special phase of its working, so
long must the discontented masses move in a eirele.
The more capitalism tends to international consoli-
dation, the deeper must we delve into our studies.
in order to explain the more complicated workings
of capital. And this for the simple reason that
phases of the intérnational question must ever tend
to overshadow those arising from a purely national
working, if such is possible, with a given interna-
tional status. For with the ever-growing import-
ance of the international linking of capital, there
must go a corresponding change in consciousness.
To quote Marx: “The totality of these industrial

_relations constitutes the economie structure of so-

ciety, the real basis upon which the legal and po-
litical superstructure of society is huilt, and to
which definite forms of social consciousness coy-
respond.

““The method of producing the material liveli-
hood determiries the social, politieal and intellectual
life process in general.

‘It is not men’s consciousness which determines
their life; on the contrary, it is their soeinl life
which determines their conseiousnes.s’’

With a more complete interlocking of exploita-
tion, therefore, we must necessarily have a growing

-demand on the pal't of the proletariat for an answer

y—

to the international questions, ‘These can be an-
swered in a dual manner, -QOne side of the“question
suiting. the ruling interests and the other thut ex-
plains the position of the exploited,

The consciousness of the worker, therefore, must

- be brought up to the well-tempered point of under-

standing that the solution of his woes lies in the
solving of the problem of the abolition of Capital
and the establishment of Socialism.” With this
thought firmly embedded in his brain and a deter-
mination to bring about the happy consummation
thereof, shall we collect the ripe fruit from the
tree of ‘‘class consciousness.’
d. C.

REVOLUTIONS, POLITICAL AND SOCIAL,
(Continued from page 1)

and displays to the tune of a hundred thousand
franee a day. 1t was the playground of Burope and-
as an BEnglish diplomat said, ““They did better than
banish Mrs. Grundy, they invited her, and drugged
her the moment she arrived.” It is said that a
Maggie Jiges comedy was frequently cnaeted. The
Emperor demanded rounded limbs and ample
bosoms to the front; the Bmpress strove mightilyl
to have the front benchos reserved for the more
angular types of beauty which she preferred. ‘Ine
functionaries responsable were sore distressed to ae-
commodate such conflicting artistie values, and
sometimes the poor Empress, by no means squeam-
ish, had to hide her mortification in Seotland.

We spare the readers further detail, but while
the scenes were staged a hundred miles from Paris,

‘these were the days of telegraphic eyes, and they

were seenr by proxy in the dimly lit streets of Mon-

“temarte and St. Germain, whose populace had more

than once reached anxiety for the {lying coattails
of a prince of blood. But even more ominous signs
and wonders were forced upon the cmperor. Ile
had withdrawn his army from Rome, where the
atheist French stood "guard over God’s Viear on
earth, and the Freneh clergy, by no means a negd
ligible factor, were not pleased. This displeasurd
was turned to rage when, in 1867, Garibaldi march-
ed his Red shirts on Rome. The Pope’s soldiers
were routed; but the French army soon proved that
they were not alone in facing the enemy back to
front. and while Napeleon placated the clergy, he
lost a valuable ally in Ttaly and made impossible
any allianee with Britain, He attempted to throw
the responsibility of the Pope’s safety on the Pow-
ers, but Bismarck was not minded io such an easy
way out for his good friend, espeeially as he possessd
ed knowledge of a tentative treaty between Franee,
Italy and Austria, and rczollections of the half
hearted supoprt of Italy during his war aith Aus-
tria. The French army stayed in Rome.

Several other litfle items might be noted. Dar-
win’s ““Origin of Species” had taken the world by
storm, and the old safeguards of property were
shaken to their foundation. The first International
had Deen lately and succesfully launched and had
taken to the new gospel like a temperance commun-
jcant to his wine. A mew power, electricity, was
engaging the attention of the Capitalists. Napoleon
decided to grant a constitution and a responmsible
ministry.

But fate, so long indulgent to this fortunate ad-
venturer who rested seeurely in the dictum ‘‘in the
Ympire is peace’’—Pecace, of course, between the
classes—was marked for the slaughter. Bismarek
was ready, and fate kindly lent her assistance
through the vacant throne of Spain, which is all so
exciting and illuminating as to deserve a chapter all
to itself.

SCIENCE AND SCIENTISTS.
(Continued from page 7)

to teach anything but the facts, whether our mas-
ters like it or not.

Pherefore T maintain that any advance worthy
of mentijon that is made in the science of sociology in
the future must he made by the workers thomselves,
because it is not in the interests of the capitalist
class that any advance should be made in that par-
ticular seience. OF conrse, we must take into consid-

eration an oceasional scientist of the capitalist’class
who is both- economically. and intellectually inde-
pendent, ag well as intellectually honest, but such

“are few and far between,

BOOK REVIEW*

“Freedom of speech, of press and of assemblage . . .
and all the above named freedoms are so regulated
that, in their enjoyment the bourgeoisie encounter no
opposition from the like rights of the other classes.
‘Wherever the.bourgeoisie wholly interdict these rights
to others or have allowed them their enjoyment un-
der conditions that were but so many police snares,
it was always done in the Interest of ‘public safety’,
i.e, of the bourgeoisie as required by the Constitu”
{ion."—(Marx).

R. POST’S book is a belated addition to the
M mass of ‘‘Now It May Be Told’’ literature
of the post-war period. 1t is a form of lit-
crary apologia offercd by liberal politicians in de-

fense of the aberrations of Demoeracy and Justice
in times of class strife.

Mr, Post, viewing American Cabitalism through
the 18th century speetacles of Jeffersonian demoe-
raey is loath to admit that the Republie ‘“of Liberty
trimnphaily in government’’ {as he phrases it) is a
class State.

If any contradictions have developed between
the high falutin’ principles sct forth in the Declara-
tion of Independence and the practical application
ct these prineiples in the realities of injunctions, de-
portations, KEspionage and Criminal Syndicalism
Jaws, directed exclusively against the workers, the

fault lies not in the abstract principles of bourgeois

{reedom to which the Republic is dedicated, but in
the venability of the official interpreters of the basie
laws incorporated in the Constitution. So reasons
Mr. Post. Some of the laws applying to aliens are
subversive to. American ideals, says Mr, Post. Yet,
being a firm supporter of ‘‘a Government of Law,”
as opposcd to a “‘Government of Men,’’ Mr. Post ad-
ministered the law as he found it. 'The gentle art
of ““passing the buck’’ is an ancient one.

“I did not make the law, I merely administer
it,’” has been re-cchoed from the lips of ruling-class
officials down through the ages.

From Pontius Pilate to Metealf in Winnipeg,
and the ‘““‘administrators’’ of Criminal Syndicalism
in California, that ery has resounded. ‘‘He only did
his duty,”’ re-echoe the gullible slaves.

Aside from the defense of Mr. Post and Ameri-
can Ideals, the facts set forth in the book are in gen-
cral aceord with the personal experiences of the vie-
tims of the Red Hysteria. The power of the minor
bureauerats to ignore the orders of their superior
officer, when it suited their purpeses is exemplified
by the fact that though the assistant secretary of
1zhor ordered the rclease from jail of the member-
ship of one organization on ‘‘their own recogniz-
ance,”’ this order was not compiled with until the
final disposition of their cases, some months after
the order was issued! Mr. Post is ovidently un-
aware of this fact, though it can be amply substan-
tiated.

As a sample of the mentality of the morons who
saved the Republic from the Red tyrants, T guote
from the book. During one of the raids in New
York city a portrait of Karl Marx was “captured.’”’
“Painting Karl Marx’s pictured nose red, one of the
detectives used the mutilated portrait as a mask,
and, thrusting a eigarette through the pictured lips
into his own, mado the carieature of the founder of
Socialism scem to smoke gaily as its wearer parad-
¢d abont the place—all to the deligns of the office
foree.”

To the worker who has given some time to an in-
vestigation of class soeciety, and the funetions of
capitalist. governments, the hook presents nothing
new. It only proves the assertions of Lafargue that
in times of class strife, the ““Right to Life, to Liber-
1y, to Justice, to Revolt and the rest of their Consti~
tutional rights,’’ ave about as useful to the prolet-
“‘a plaster on a wooden leg.”’

. CUSACK.
+The Deportations Delirium of 1920.—By Louis F. Post, as-
sistant secretary of Labor, U. S. A, 1913-21. Chicago,

C. H. Kerr & Co.
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