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PROFESSOR LEACOCK RIDDLED

ol . e - %

[ HO 1is there,”” says Professor Leacock,
‘‘that has not turned at times from the

fever and fret of the world we live in, from the
spectacle of its wasted: energy, its wild frenzy of
work and its bitter inequality, to the land of
dreams, to the pictured yision of the world u/i:
= R s ‘

outeome of that divine discontent which
man above his environment.”’ '

+4*This - vision,"” eontinu the professor, ‘‘is ée

His Straw Socialism Exposed-

on economics. But this ‘‘divine discontent’ stuff
is beyond a joke. s

It would seemt}mtinthhﬂhhmdhl
series, in which he at last comes to close grips
with what he apparently-imagines to be Socialism.
Professor  Leacoek is ‘more than ever inelined to
merge the professor of étonomies in the writer of
short stories. No-snmiall part of the art of the
fictionist iy the writing of enphonicus nothings,

Divine Fiddlesticks!

” of a beiter state
dlﬂnn\ovhkhthepmlmrnfeniavery
aptly so deseribed. It is a vizion, a mental vision.
It is something which, so far as we know, has
never existed save in its mental visionary form.
It is an idea, an ideal, and as such is the direet
outcome, the reflex; not of any ‘‘divine discon-
tent,’”’ whatever that may be, but of those very
material conditions which, in the professor's own
words, are & complex of ‘‘wasted energy,”” ‘‘wild
frensy of work’ and ‘‘bitter inequality.”” Such a
vision experienced by a few isolated individuals
might be the outeome of a disordered mind or an
overworked stomach. But a vision as widespread
as the one in question is admitted to be a social
3 vision, a social ideal, and forecasts just such a
5 social movement. as the professor has ere th?n, in
] an unguarded moment, perhaps, ventured to inter-
polate in the light of the Materialistic Interpreta-
g tion of History.

& We are inclined to be indulgent toward Mr.
Leacock. He is better known to us as humorist
than as a sociologist, and we feel free to confess
to a fondness for his quaint humor, traces of
which we stem to discern in some of his remarks

”‘”ﬁ.’"‘*"%
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smoothly flowing senfances and well-rounded
eriods which me: “The earlier So-
ddim," says the prof #'was a plan to make
all poor ‘tegether. llu?:m Socislism is a plan

to make all rich togethey.’* , This certainly sounds

‘‘divine discontent.”” Does the professor really
know what impression he wishes to convey? Does
he wish to convey anything at all intelligible, we
wonder, by the whole of chapter five, except that
Socialism is no good! If, as it would seem, he is
concerned only with discrediting that peculiar
hotch-potch of befuddied nonsense which he pre-
sznu as Sodﬂﬁm, we could supply him with a
of for that purpose
none of which he appears to have any knowledge
of.
Modern Socialism is indeed the outcome of the
machine-age, and all that that age brought with
it. But this is Materialistic Interpretation with a

very nice. It is just the sort of epi utter-
muwhhheeminmdvﬁtmudeﬁghtm
Bntdoeuitmun hhﬂ Ifltwrrectlydu-

tween them does not exixt If he bad given the
matter just a little thought he would have seen
that “‘rich’” and ‘‘poor’’ are relative terms, that
there can be no poor without rich, and no rich
without poor, any more than there can be a north
without a south. or a sonth without a north, or a
top without a bottom., or a left without a right.
So that obviously if all the members of society
were on a level financially there would be no rich
and no poor, and thus the good professor’s state-
ment turns out to he utter nensense.

Apparently Mr. Leacock desires to ereate the
impression that the Socialists propose to reduce
all the members of society to a dead. monotonous
level. Nothing could be farther from the truth.
In the first place the Socialists do not propose to
reorganize society in any way. They do. however,
predict that the time is clos¢ at hand when society
will be compelled to reorganize itself. And they
hope that. when that reorganization has taken
place, those ‘‘bitter inequalities,”” which even Pro-
fessor Leaeoek®can not bring himself to deny. will
be conspicuous by their absence. They are con-
fident, moreover, that if society is sufficiently in-
formed as to the causes of those “inequalities’’
that the reorganization will indeed have the ef-
fect they hope for. Conseguently, the Socialists
stand for the fullest and widest dissemination of
knowledge concerning social laws and phenomena.
Professor Leacock, judging by his efforts to date,
is disposed to hinder rather than to help in this.
For reasons best known to himself he does not
think the public are to be trusted with the truth.

After telling us that the ‘‘vision’ which he eon-
ceives to be Socialism is the outcome of ‘‘divine
diseontent,”” the professor, in the very next para-
graph proceeds to completely stultify himself.
‘‘Modern Socialism is'the direct outcome of the
lseofnuhlmpmdneﬂon. Itukumﬁrstm-
spiration from the . glaring

What can the good professor be think-
ing oﬂ Or perhaps he says these things without
thinking, Murder will out.

u\\uuﬁuoﬂ‘. he,
e R e e

dislocated the old system.” Not the ldﬂnl\ as-
pirations of the rising bourgeoisie, mark you, nor
their plots and intrigues and incitements to re-
bellion against the old order, but the ‘‘rise of
machine-power.”” 1Tn that short sentence the pro-
fessor reveals an ability to look beneath the sur-
face of events and a complete endorsation of the
Materialistic Interpretation, ‘which is truly re-
markable—remarkable, that is, in a man who can
so easily cast it aside when it endangcrﬂ his argu-
ment. ““The writings of Marx and Engels,”’ ad-
mits the professor, ‘‘were inspired by what they
saw around them,”’ and not—mark well—not by
‘‘divine diseontent.”’

There are occasionel passages in these articles
by Mr. Leacock which suggest that he could write
some really good stuff if he were not a professor
with a certain social standing to lose by writing
the truth as opposed to the prospect of finaneial
gain for writing nonsense.

In other passages he contents himself with
merely suggesting, implying by a sort of taken-
for-granted attitude, that certain things are other
than Socialists conceive them to be. For instance:
‘‘the Christian churches were to them (the early
Socialists) merely - the parasitic servants of the
tyrannous' power of a plutoeratic state.”” ¥f Mr.
Leacock were more sure of himself or of the con-
fiding simplicity of his readers, he might tell us
how, in view of the attitude of the Christian
churches during the recent war, he would go about
rebutting the charge that they are ‘‘parasitie ser-
vants of the tyrannous power of a plutocratic
state.”” If be could find no fault in the attitude
of the Christian churches in Allied eountries what
does he think of the  attitude  of those same
churches in enemy countries? Mr. Leacock -makes
no attempt to clear up this poinf. And he fis
wise. For he is without a doubt quite well aware
that the sttitude: of  the Christian. churches mnot
only during the reeemt war but-throughout the
wbdedﬂdrhlﬂmuﬂhnﬂm pleads
guilty, unblushingly, to the Might we
mggmthtitwnldhvebeenifmmn

(Continwed on Page Five.)
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(From the !‘Socialist,”” August 21, 1912.)
A

. The Rate of Exchange Bogy.
BANKS are institutions which you and I have
very little oceasion to use, and short of the

clubs or Sabbath schools of our yonth—lnstltu
tions which our parents were encouraged to pat-
Tonize—our experience may be said to be prac
tically nil. So far as pound notes are eoncerned
. our acquaintance with them is purely a *‘passing’’
one, and as for duequex “hllla of discount,’”” “‘bill
on ’Change,’” . these ‘are cntlrely ‘‘foreigners’’
in the fullesl sense of the word. Nevertheless,
though as an ironmoulder, a miner or an engineer,
your purpose in life is supposed to begin and end
with work, leaving such questions as rates of ex-
v change, bills on London, ete, to the- eollar-and-
d tie brigadc there are oceasions when a slight ac-
quaintanee with such things would- not be entlrely
out of place.
e Consider Tor a

't the industrial and com-
: mercial mess the war has left behind it. There
% isn’t a newspaper in the country outside of the

Socialist Press but has articles or the .reports of.

politicians’ speeches setting forth what they would

have you believe to be the mmnl for the present

inability to get the ind a-r

The one blames it on foreign ‘‘dumping,’’ others

blame it on our unionism, on ea'eanny prineiples.

on our method of time-wages payment, etc. But

while most of them put the blame on you and I

you will notice they are all agreed that we hold

the key to the solution. What that key is we
shall see presently, meantime a question of interest
to you deserves your attention.
You may have noticed in your newspaper the
- wother day quite a lot of talk absut the ‘‘rate of
exchange’’ between America and this eountry and
how that a British sovereign was only now worth
17s. 6d. The Food Controller, Mr. Roberts, who
. used to belong to our ranks, is reported to have
said that when he sent a sovereign to Ameriea he
only got food to the value of 17s 6d., the reason
‘being that the New York Exchange was heavily
against this eonntry..
" What Is s “‘Bill On London?"’

Now, consider for a moment how this ‘‘exchange
business werks out and you may then be in a
position to judge whether or not the question is
“of importince to you or I, and if so to what
extent.

3 Strictly spesklng when the Food Controller

\ talked about sending a ** ign’’ to Ameri

penny savings banks attached to the temperance -

day. many of them undergoing more complicated
movements than such as we have just described,
you can realize what delicate institutions banks
really are. These bills accumulate by the hun-
dreds in the hands of brokers, who buy thém at a
figure below their face value and either sell them
at-a profit or wait until they are due and get their
full value. Thus the bill on London for £500
might be bought for £450 if A was anxious for
immediate cash or ecredit (that is what is called
discounting.) the buyer either selling it again, say
for £475, or waiting till the date was due and
making £50 profit.

Now note. because these bills eancel each other,
ie. paying imports with exports and versa,
tige who deal in suth bills are held up to you,
and. as benefactors to labor. But surely it is no
exaggeration to say that such bill-brokers are
parasites on otr class, differing only in degree
from thosg who deal direetly with your labor
power and mine. How many of them actually are
in existence would prove very interesting to know.

You can now. I hope, se¢ through this one of
the many bogies being raised before us at present
to serve our masters’ interests, viz., the problem
of the rate of exchange in America being against
our British capitalists.

Beeause in New York there are many more
parasites with bills on London to sell than there
are others who want to buy them, reams of paper
and gallons of ink are used lo try and prove to
us that not only is the remedy in our hands. but
that it is to our interest to remove this difference.

Increased Exports No Remedy.
And how s this to be done? Obviously if buyers
could be created for those bills then the rate of

h might be equalized. To do that, or.re-
verse the situation, mare foreign buyers for Brit-
ish-made goods are wanted. But since the capital-
ists in other countries are all more or less in the
same boat, the question finally resolves itself into
a competition for cheapness, since only by cheap-
ness can the foreigners be induced to huy.

Here then is where we come in. As things are
arranged today. production is carried on for pro-
fit. Each capitalist or group of capitalists—and,
this applies in all countries—wants to be the omly
sellers of the commodities which our class produce,
but which our masters own. To be able to do so
they must be continually devising methods of re-
ducing the cost of produetion, henoe the desire
for more nnd more mq:hinery, 'the opposition to
trade uni dering of you and I and

he was using what teachers of grammar call a
ﬁmottpeedl,ie.,hedidmtmmthcheu-
tually sent over a P are
genmllypddb}'exporﬁngoﬁergood-hex‘
change, differenices being balanced by “‘bills’* and
mﬂy rarely liquidated with gold:

dmmimm«mm
v leavé

our fellows generally because we refuse to allow
them to use us like doormats or horses.

But even if we did so, ‘'and by, reason of our
stupidity and docility, exports so increased as to
turn the scales against the ‘‘foreigners,” would
it in any way solve our problem? Not a bit of it.
As a‘'matter of fact we would be eutting off our
noses to -spite our fneu. |

(‘hu‘ppndlnﬁmforyoumdlundtheelm
to which we" belong means: cheap food, . clothi

_like Luke.

. the greatest consideration.

Ten Minutes’ Talk With the W or/éérs | ax armeer z0 zeacn mosoow. | -

Impressions of Soviet Rule.

On the Esthonian Front. A
[ send through Reval the bare outlines of my
attempt to reach Moscow with two other men,

* whic¢h ended at Velike Luke, one train stage from

Moscow, where we were turned back through what
I believe to be the incredible folly of our leader,
a Finn. It was a trying experience, but very use-
ful. and T hope the next attempt will be com-
pletely successful. .

Finding difficulty at Pskoff, we returned to
Isborski, got to the lines with much toil, arossed, :
and were sent to Ostrov, Reshitsa, and finally Ve- %
Going and returning we crossed over
a good half of the government, of Pskoff. We
passed through the out post lines and brigade and
divisional headquarters, ‘stayed in one town, and 5
travelled on foot, by lorry, by horse, and used
the railway for hundreds of versts. T talked to
commissaries, officers, soldiers, istvostchiks, peas-
ants. and women. For nine days we were prhoﬁ”
ers of the Bolsheviks; yet we were treated with

Amused at Western Opinion.

The soldiers in this sector were mostly Com-
munists, and were in hard condition, well fed,
equipped and armed. The officers of the outpost
company and the brigede were mén of the intel-
lectual class, with the manners of gentlemen and
the sympathetic consideration of men of the world.
To us, who had dropped on them from the elouds,
they were kindly, even generous, and they were

\? ly d at the opinion of them held by
the Western world. Ne British officer could have
behaved better, and the responsibility for our fail- .
ure does not lie at their door.

Discipline. seemed weak. at.the. outpost, .but. an,
attack was made while we were there, and in &
few minutes every man was at his- post without
comment. Elsewhere the discipline was stiffer,
and the old military tribunals are blished
Men conscripted from the land go unwillingly, and
are the weak spot in the Bolshevik army, which
yet contains two million well-trained men.

Food in Pskoff is bad and very dear, but else-
where the people are not in bad eondition, in
spite of food prices, and beggars are no-more
numerous than in pre-war days. The story that
the peasants refuse to work the lafid is in this
sector quite untrue. The crops are vast, in ex-
cellent order, and mearly ripe. There is clearly
resentment among- the peasants, but they work
even in the lines with complete indifference. In
Ostrov, 'the bourgeois are hostile, but submit, and
all work for the' Soviet.

Well-Managed Railways.

The railways are well managed, and the : per-
manent way and stations are in good order. The
rolling stock and engines sre worn buf e‘nhlly
mended and used. Military traffic amounts to
95 per cent ot thc whole. It is a triumph of ‘or-.
ng to able and. constmcﬁn ‘ad-

ete. Th: -eammﬁsmpetiuonforsohwe
ean sell’ lves cheaper. In any ecase the badge

utﬁeredpuehmth“d.

of slavery remains:as pronounced and degrading
e i

Onmﬂmbsﬁhﬂwu;wi&‘ tes
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1S THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT A

TYRANNY? |

Much has been said in the press which is hostile
to the Russian Soviet Government about, the so-
ealled tyrannieal methods of that gov and
exaggerated accounts are presented of the dieta-
torial power of the chairman of the Soviet of Peo-
ple’s Commissaires, Nikolai Lenin. The truth con-

ing the Cong of Soviets, as well as the
influence of Nikolai Lenin, is given by Arvid Han-
sen in his new book, ‘‘Arbeidernes Rusland’’
(‘“The Russia of the Workers,”’ Christiania, 1919;)

‘“The condition that restriets admission to this
Parliament to a eertain portion of the nation is of
eourse only temporary. It is pi d that ulti-
mately the entire Russian people will sypport the
ideals of the revolution, and that the very concep-
tion of counter-revolution will pass away. Gradu-
ally the entire nation will be come a nation of work-

i ers, united by oné eommon interest; the perman-
i enee of the achi of tHe Revol As this
attitdde spreads, the right to a partieipation in par-
liamentary work will be extended, until it embraces
the entire population. When no one is any longer

botaging the Revolution, when all recognize their
solidarity with the new society—then also, all will
be admitted to the legislative body. But as long as
the Revolution, the new germinating system, is
struggling for its existence, no one ean aceept the
heavy responsibility of placing weapons in the hands
of its enemies.

‘““The myth as to the despotie, dietatorial power
of Lenin in Communist Russia has almost become
hardened into an ‘axiom’ in the conseiousness of
many persons who have not had an opportunity to
sequaint themselves with the real comstitution of
the Soviet Republie, its spirit and its provisions
And yet it is perfeetly clear from the wording of

“tion"in practice, that the following is'tlie ease:

;“l. Not' Lenin, but the All-Russian Congress of
Soviets, which is convoked by the All-Russian Cen-
tral Exccutive Committee at least twice a year, is

Socialist, Federal, Soviet Republic.

42 This All-Russian Congress elects a Central
Executive Committee of not more than 200 mem-
bers. .

‘3. This Exeeutive Committee is responsible in
every respeet to the Cong! of Soviet:

.44, "Between sessions of the Congress, the Exe-
cutive Committee is entrusted with the supreme
legisl dministrative, “ and supervisory au-

iv:,
“*45. The eople’s C jssari

ghe Soviet Constitution, as well as from its appliea- _

the supreme power and authority in the Russian, .

The Fall of the British. Pound

(From the ‘‘Justice,”’ b‘eptei‘nber 4.)

HE British £1 has not fallen and is in no

way echanged in its value relation to the
U. S, A gold dollar. As all the newspaper out-
ery is made on a fals¢ basis, it may be worth
while to explain the real faets of the finaneial
erisis. _

The direct statement made in the newspapers
that the British £1 is only worth 17s, ete, in
Ameriean gold dollars is not true. ' Both coins are
of the same relative value that they were before
and during the war; both are quantities of gold
of which equal weights and_ fineness are of equal
vilue in the same place, as they always were.

What really has fallen is the value of British
accepted bills of exchange in relation to American
bills. The evil, so far as it is an evil, is the neces-
sary result of international trade being condueted
by private enterprise.

The exchange of goods between this country
and Ameriea is in reality a national business of the
country as a whole. Under a rational system based
on the facts the aceount would be a simple debit
and eredit affair kept by bookkeepers of average
ability who eould strike the balance weekly. daily,
or hourly, as required, without taking up the
valuable time of bankers, bill brokers, and an

is the only remedy, his meaning really is this :
“‘Uur bankers and bill brokers have been heavily
bested by the American men of the same ilk. If
British working men will work harder or for less
pay in making goods for export the erisis will pass
away.” It might pass away, and the same evil
‘;\'ould generate again. But even so far the state-
ment is not correet, beeause the United States is
the only country to which we are seriously in debt
and is also the only eountry that does not want
our exports to any serious value.

Finance and Statesmanship of No Avail.

First, note the general admission that the only

- way to balance the aceount is by labor producing
goods for export. Finance and statesmanship are
of no avail; only Labor can save the sitnation. In
that case the laborers should see that their busi-
ness is better managed in future. )

The diffieulty is not hard to understand if “the
facts are clearly stated. The theory of capitalism
reqxﬁmmhuponufgoodalobepnid for by
an import of gold. That is impossible in praetiee,

herefore bills of exehange are ted which
-mmmdmmtthegooda,mdinmm
cases have in%aet the bills of lading or warchouse
receipts pinned to them. A genuine bill is a kind
of pawnticket for goods in transit with this dif-

pap:

The eapitalist system breaks up the business o
each "nation into f ts; each f in
charge of an enterprising person or firm; each
firm working for its own personal gain in enmity
with the other firms, or, at the best, in the dark
as to what the others are dbing. The true na-
tional nature of the business is proved by the faet
that aceounts must be balaneed and then the pri-
vate enterprise which has been bested in the
gamble begs or bullies its Government to help it
out of the mess. .

When Mr. Lloyd George says that production

army of telegraphists and fi ial ex-
perts. -

all institutions to be provisional, and we know yery
well that even the Soviet Government is provisional.
The government by a Dietatorship of the Prole-
tariat will later yield to a government by the whole
Communistic Soeiety, in which there shall be no
division into classes, and in which a east-iron dic-
tatorship will therefore be unneeessary.””’

HALF A MILLION IDLE IN

> —_—

The unemployment figures have an important

bearing on the® problem of the question of pro-
duetion. :

GREAT BRITAIN.

Hherundmtpntk'ddxed,'lephinm
would sssume at least that all available labor
would be employed. .

Yet the Board-of Trade reports that in the en-
gineering trades alone there were 75960 work-
people _drawing cut-of-work pay on July 25 last.
In the shipbuilding tradé 12,039 .were out of
The numbers of. workpeople unemployed 4n the
insured trades on the ssme date were 460,511 men .
and: boys, and 80,873 woemen and girls, a total of

that the pawnbroker has not lent actual
money on the goods, but has promised to pay for
them on demand or in 60 days, ete., and he is not
to get the goods till he does pay. Capitalism—in
its fy ial depar kes .these bills into
ecommodities, or ghost-comimodities, and buys and
sells them for a time as if they were real com-
modities. The *employ P who
the goods gets immediate eash for a bill which
only promiscs cash in, say. three months,.and for
thnﬁ?mhgehe'm-nypuﬂofhhproﬂt
The bills are then bought and sold between brokers
and hankers until they become due for settle-

ment.

co o 1e T

The ‘‘Bill”’ Process.

Various other evils are grafted on this system; '
for instance, the bills are renewed—that is,_en-\
dowed with another 60 days of ghost-commodity
life, ete. Bills are also created for which no ‘goods
are in existence. Apart from these evils there is
the fact that British and Américan eapitalists are
creating claims against each other without know-
ing what the total national elaims on' each side
amount o. The system illustrates the latter half
of H. M. Hyndman’s saying, ‘“‘Order in the work-
shop, anarchy in the market.” . b

As the bills come due for payment they cancel
cach other.in 50 far as the claims of each country
are eqwl., and. the bankers adjust the individual
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Education---A Comparison

A pamphlet has come into our possession on
education in Soviet Russia. Just as we re-
ceived it, the ratepayers of Vaneouver turned
down the appropriation asked fér by the school
board.

This 5 the situation as it stands in Vaneouver.
No new schools have been erected for four years;
the number of school children have increased at
the rate of 800 to 1000 lly. At the

.

ROFESSOR Leacock in his fifth article

strives to convey the impression that So-
cialism had at one time discreditable connections.
As a matter of faet, it was only those ignorant
of its history who have considered it to be as-
sociated with the ‘' propaganda of the deed’’ or
the advocating of the destruction of the family
or breaking the marriage tie. Neither St. Simon,
Fourier. or Robert Owen of the so-called Uto-
pian school. or Marx, and Engels of the later
scientific school ever advocated such things. They
did postulate change however. They, in fact.
could not escape their, time, for scientific enquiry
in the domain of history and sociology revealed
that society and its institutions are the products
of an evolutionary process and, as such, can not
escape in the future the implications entailed by
that proeess. The Materialist conception that
the changing means of production are the fac-
tors whieh determine the form and nature of
social institutions and the prevailing ideas of any
particular time Professor Leacock has himself
in his articles amply demonstrated, though with-
out acknowledgement to Marx and Engel. who
first formulated the theory, and to whom ac-

led was dae. The professor himself

1
know

children are being taught in b and ill-
ventilated and increasingly erowded eclass rooms.
The double shift is in practice, one lot of
scholars attending from 7 to 12, and another from
1 to 5. Imagine this condition. That ‘‘dread
visitant,”” the black plague, is considered a pos-
sibility during the cold winter months, and the
medical health officer is sounding his warning,
‘“avoid crowding and colds this winter.”’ In
order to meet current expenses fees for attend-
ance at high school are charged, hence the chil-
dren of the poor are denied that class of educa-
tion. Part of the sum asked for was for a tech-
nical school and its equipment towards which the
government was to grant $50,000, should the by-
law pass. The industrial metropolis of the West
is without a technical school. Only a modest
sum was asked' for in all equal to twenty-five
cents on every one th d doll

or for the general houscholder about one dollar
a year. The pleaders for the cause of the chil-
dren had a good case. Probably the sum asked
for was less than what was spent during the re-
cent day’s visit of, a personage. Probably the
P 2 o o2 I'vl. a vy pay w‘ th‘t
after -that, splurge retrenchment was . .in order
when they turned the school bylaw down. These
ratepayers of Vaneouver are almost to a man

hour day, all extra work is paid as overtime. The
teaching body in Russia now holds frequent eon-
ventions and congresses, and expresses itself free-
ly on the conduct of the schools, a condition of
affairs that will arouse the envy of their col-
leagues in this country. The pamphlet we refer to
“‘Education and Art in Soviet Russia,”’ mgy be
had for 15 cents from the Socialist Publishing
Society, 15 Spruce street, New York City.

One last quotation from the preface before we
close. It is a quotation taken from the Appendix
of John Reed’s book, ““Ten Days That Shook
the World,”” and is a paragraph from a dee:
of the C ire of Edueati L harsky :
‘“One must emphasize the difference between in-
struction and edueation. Instruction is the trans-
mission of ready kmowledge by the teacher to his
pupil. Edueation is a creative process. The per-
sonality of the individual is being ‘educated’
throaghout life, is being formed, grows richer in
content, stronger and more perfect.

““The toiling masses of the people—the work-

men, “the . the soldi hirsting for
elementary and advanced instruction. But they
are also th for edueati Not the G

showed us that the hine-age has produced
new conditions of life today, new human rela- -
tionships, legal and otherwise, and new concepts
and ideas to those that prevailed even so late as
the eighteenth century. Consequently, he who
is 30 beholden to that fruitful method of enquiry,
should be last to characterize it as a ‘“wooden
materialism.”” He objeets to the miaterialist con-
ception invading the field of philosophy and re-
ligion. But if thé introduetion of a new method
of produetion has produced such changes in the
material conditions and in the ideas of men
which he says the maechine method has, how then
can he object to Soeialists invading the fields of
philosophy and religion in order to see to what
extent those fields have been influenced in this
and in other ages by this fundamental faetor.
Whatever Professor Leacock says, Socialism is,
we assert, as Socialists, that it is first and fore-
most a critique of the present soeial order. It is
this, first. because of necessity, for how ecan men
rid society of the evils afflicting it unless first
they understand their causes, and also under-
stand the nature of those institutions whiek may
tend to alleviate soeial evils or which, on the
other hand, may foster, or be used to foster, the
perpetuation of those evils. He, himself, has
shown us that the wealth and power of one see-
tion of society today exists by virtue of the im-
poverishment and misery of another. He has
practically said that that condition is the status
quo. Can he assert with truth, that neither
philosophy or religion have ever been used to
preserve a status quo? We think not. For these
reasons, as well as in the ever present social
necessity of testing the truth of all doctrines and
ideologies which affeet the lives of men, no so-
cial institution or doctrine can ever be sacro-
sanct from our eritical examination. The pro-
fessor says that Socialism ‘‘has become a purely
economic doetrine.”” This is but in part true, and
like many other of his assertions shows a sad
lack of acquaintamee with the i

follows as a matter of course from their material-
istic coneeption.

In this fifth article he states that the Socialists
say that the fault of the present order lsys in

.
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Professor Leacock Riddled Copcerning Conduct of Economic Classes

(Continued From Page Ome.)

least more honest for Mr. Leacock to have refrain-
ed from implying that which his knowledge of
the facts will not support. ) ¥

And again, ‘‘the whole history of human ecivili-
zation was denounced as an unredeemed record
of the spoliation of the weak by the strong.’’ Just
exactly what Mr. Leaceck may conceive to be the
redeeming features in this record we do not know.
But if it is his intention to deny that just that—
“‘the spoliation of the weak by the strong’’—is
what stands out above all else in the history of
civilization why does he not be honest and say so
—or is he afraid that his brother professors will

: o laugh at him?

E
4

Onee more, ‘‘Even the domain of the philosopher
was needlessly invaded and- all forms of specula-
tive belief were rudely thrown aside in favor of
8 wooden materialism.”’ ‘‘Even the domain of
the philosopher,”” mark you. Is there any good

o . Teason known to Mr. Leacock and intelljgible to

the rest of society, why, in the search for truth,
the domain of the philosopher should be inviolate?
And what have they done, these impendent in-
wvaders of the musty sanctity of the abode of meta-
physical befuddlings? They have rudely thrown
aside all forms of speculative belief. Not specu-
lative thought, mark you, which, in its place, is
quite legitimate and useful, but speculative be-
Lief.

Of all the milestones which mark the progress
of human knowledge can Mr. Leacock pomtl to one
which has not been set up in the place once oc-
cupied by a ‘‘speculative belief?’”’ Can Mr. Lea-
cock advance any good reason why any specula-
tive belief should not be thrust aside to make
yoom for another milestone standing for positive
knowledge! As for the blind, metaphysieal va-
Porings, which once occupied what he refers to as
‘he ‘‘domain of the philosopher,” has Mr. Lea-
‘oock found a resting place for them within his
eranial cavity or is this another of his little jokes?

The materialism which he characterizes as

. “gooden’’ is in essence that same Materialistic

HERE is, at the present time, a very notice-
able increase in the number of classes and
in the interest displayed in the study of econo-
mhcs. 'This is the more gratifying, as it has al-
ways been recognized in tell-informed Socialist
circles that the systematic study of Political
Economy and kindred subjects was the most ef-
fective, if not the most attractive method of
propaganda. -
Now, this being the time of year when classes
are in process of formation it has occurred to
the writer, who has had some little experience in
this matter, that it would be well, for the gnid-
ance of classes forming for the first time, to give
here some of the results of that experience. I am
the more impelled to do this because I am
strongly of opinion that the method of study is
of as great, if not greater, importance than the
subject matter, so far as beginners are concern-
ed. That is to say, that one of the main objeets
to be attained is the development of a ecertain
attitude of mind—the scientific method. Posses-
sing this attitude of mind, believing nothing,
questioning all things, insisting on clear and aec-
curate definitions, testing every statement by an
appeal to the facts, the studemt is in a position
to securely pick his way through the mess of
lies, misrepresentation and clotted nonsense which
is modern popular literature. 5
The matter of class-organization and methods
may, I take it, be left to the commonsense of the
class itself, but the procedure will, in gereral,
eonsist of reading in turn from the text book,
followed by questions and comment by the mem-
bers. As to the text-book, ‘‘Wagelabor and
Capital”” will probably be the best for a start
but, if this book is used, it will be well to get a
sufficient number of the revised edition recently
issued by the S. P. of C., as most editions of this
book are very defective. For advanced students,
the first nine chapters of ‘‘Capital’”’ could be
studied. ‘“Value, Price and Profit,”” starting at
the sixth chapter, is also very good. Other
standard works ought to be at hand and the elass

find it. No portion read from the text-book ought
to be passed up unsifted and the chairman should,

class is satisfied before proeceding. Many econ-
troversies and most arguments will be found at

fersEpLecer
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the bottom to consist of a question of definition.
Many words and terms in general use have so
wide an application or may mean so many dif-
ferent things that for the purpose of scigntific
statement they must be limited to invariably in-
dicate one thing or category of things Such
words as ‘‘Wealth.” “‘Commodity,” *‘‘Value,’
are of this nature and will often be found used
to indicate very different things by different
Economists. Where the consensus of authorities
has given any term a definite signification that
meaning should be ascertained and the term used
in that way but in any case some definite mean-
ing should be attached to it and the word or
phrase used invariably in that sense. While this
method may be followed in the case of a word,
the case is very different when we come to ‘a
statement of fact. The statement or proposition
is true or it is not true, that is to say, it agrees
with the facts or it does not and no amount of
authority will help it in any case.

It is cust Y to quote strings of horiti
in support of this, that or the other proposition,
and it is a weakness with many Socialists to
quote a tag from say, Capital, and to imagine
that the question is thereby finally settled. The
opinion of an accurate observer and painstaking
investigator such s Darwin or Marx has of
course, due weight but should always be ae-
cepted with the reservation that an appeal to
the facts is the only proof of which any proposi-
tion is suseeptible. .

No statement is worth considering that can
not be expressed in good, plain, simple English,
and the class should be encouraged to nse this
mode of expression rather than the eryptic and
exotic terminology so much affected by many
members of the Marxian Sehool.

be to be responsible for the work donme. It would
be his business to look up in ‘advance the matter
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-System. of eapitalist’.commodity produetiou, then,

The League of Nations

Thege is quite a little controversy going on jast
now, relative to what is called ‘““The Freedom of
the Seas,”” and a ‘‘League of Nations.’”” Now

executive government. And precisely as co-ordina-

tion of function and relation, is an indispensable

condition of industrial efficiency, so, co-ordination

what exaetly does those two phrases ?
‘What is their significance? Let us take a look
at the latter phrase first. When we understand
that, the former will become elearer.

sAceording to its sponsors, a League of Nations
seems to connote an agreement, to be entered into,
between a number of nations, for the avowed pur-
pose of settling bly, what disp may

of the hinery, requisite for the disp of the
surplus becomes likewise an imperative need. For,
just as friction is the eertain eoncomitant of capi-
tal in the realm of production, so is it the wun-
avoidabl ment .1 pitalist rivalry in

the commercial sphere.
It is at this point that the eentral government
comes into play. It establishes a foreign offiee;
foreign service; appoints foreign mini-

or a g

arise between them; and as a coralliry, to abolish
war. Let us brmg the terms a little closer, ask,
what is the nature of the disputes occurring be--

mn;mupembadamdlepﬁou;h-iﬁ
advisory eouncils; listens to the behests of foreign
yndi ; all or d and adjusted by the

tween nations? How comes it that disp arise
at all? Why can not they be settled bly

italist class government, in the sole

now? And what occasions war! To answer those
questions with any degree of explicitness, we must

-first understand-the nature of our saeial fabrie.

This in where T propose to help stir the tea-cup.
In the present organization of society, those
things essential to the maintenance of life, are
produced, quite naturally, under the terms of that
organization. And the terms are: that the re-

sources and machinery of production, and distri- .

bution, as well as the total of what is produced,
are wholly owned- and controlled by one class in
sqeiety, the capitalist ‘class, and that no other sec-
tion of society can have access to those means of
supporting life. saving upon the condition imposed
by eapital-produetion for sale, at a profit. Unless,
therefore, capital derives a profit from the opera-
tion of industry, that industry comes to a stand-
still. But if capital sees that profit forthcoming,
it will put forth everv effort, apply every inven-
tion; adopt every device: to operate that industry
to the fullest limit of capacity, with the objeet of
increasing the volume of produetion, since the
greater that volume is, the greater is the pmﬁf
thereof.

But before profit—which is contained in the
commodities produced—ean be realized, those com-
modities must be sold. But where sold? Not at
home, eerhmly, because owing to the competition
of the workers among themselves for jobs, that
portion of them, actually engaged in the produe-
tion of commodities, receive as wages the mere
subsistence necessities of life. ' And since those
wages, by no means represent the value of what is

* produced, and since ‘the purchasing power of the

market is measured by wages eapacity, capital is
lmwﬂhnvmwlmtodkponoﬂelmhere
And dmh_ere can mﬂy be the intemaﬁoml mar-

Stnee hawever, nll/ eountries prodnen under -this
[ecessarily, all_countries must look to the world

¥

" ‘market for. the aale of their goods; ; neccssarily the
eapitalists ot

interests of the ecapitalist elass; for the express
purpose of controlling the world market. All thé
powers have representatives at every court where
there is any bearing of interest, and it is their
business to see that the government to whieh they
are accredited does not overreach the government
they represent in the diplomatic quities of ‘‘con-
cessions,’’ ‘‘spheres of interest,”’ and other sueh
slave guarding schemes. When' this over-reaching
is successful, it involves, of course, greater free-
dom of the market for the state whieh secured
the favorable deal and obviously, a limitation for
the loser.

The small States, because they are small States,

and live off the rivalry of their big brothers, are.

compelled to listen to the ‘‘advice’’ and ‘‘sug-
gestions’’ of the foreign office of the great powers,
insofar as the policies of the little States conflict
with the capitalist imterests of the great powers.
If they do not show- inclination to the “‘reason’
of the great powers, there is a change of govern-
ment in that country, and the new exeecutive is,
of course, (since it"is amenable to ‘‘advice,’’)
‘‘safe,”” ‘‘honorable,”’ ‘‘appreciative of order,’”’
““with . democratic principles” and so on,ad-
nauseum. This is where Beeret diplomacy gets in
its fine work. But this political method of action
does not obtain—it can not indeed, between the
great powers themselves, knowing each other’s

sent and prepared to ‘“‘defend” any infringement
of what they call “right,’” with powerful self-
contained organizations of prostitpte press and
rostrum; - to. help: along the due appreeiation of
‘demomcy”mdﬂ-huehhupened,d:dbe-
yondthepomddiplﬁnuybdaphnp,m
is the inévitable resmit.
Nawletmhokuﬁs“lamonm"h
demzamhpmm mmm

The Communist lhn‘ifm at the rne of §8 per
100. Single eopies 10 cents.

Manifesto of the Soeialist Party of Canada . . $6
per 100. Single copies 10 cents.

Slave of the Farm .. $6 per 100. Single eopies

10 cents.

The Present Economic System, by Professor W. A.
Bonger . . $6 per 100. Single copies 10 ecents.

Socialism, Utgpian and Seientific . . Single copies
15 cents. $13 per 100.

Wage Labor and Capital . . $8 per 100. Single
eopies 10 cents. .

Capitalist Produetion, bding the first nine ehapters
of Vol. L Marx's Capital . . Single copies, paper
cover, 50 cents; eloth bound, $1.00.

“Ten Days That Shook the World,” By Johm

Reed—$2.10.

Kolchak, Autocrat and Tyrant. The actual story
of Kolehak and his methods told by an Ameriean
official recently returned from Siberia. With

- this is ineluded, Anti-Bolsheviks and Mr. Spargo,
by William Hard. Taken, with apologies from
the July 9 ‘‘New Republie” . . $6 per 100. 10
cents per single eopy.

“‘Industrial History of England,” By H. De B.

Gibbens—tl.!liﬂ.

“Six Red Months in Russia.’’

Bryant—$2.10.

Postage Paid.

Make all Money Orders payable to C, Stephenson,
401 Pender Street Bast, Vaneouver, B. C.

By Louise

“TEN DAYS THAT SHOOK THE WORLD."
(By John Reed )
John Reed was in Russia during the Bolsheviki
Revolution and this book records his observations.
He is a journalist, thus a trained observer but be-

'mdésthnhehndthaldnntlgeoinndﬂm

the historieal nature of the forees at work. Pthe,
$2. Postage paid.

l SPAIN.
(From the “Daily Herald,” Aug 26.)
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L
(By Robert Areh, from ‘Justice.’’)

. (A reply to an opponent of Socialism. Read

this carefully. Edit. R. F.)

R

. There was a time when Mr. Harold Cox was
¢ considered the most brilliant of the intellectual
*  opponents of Socialism. It must have been a very
long time ago; for everything he writes nowadays
produces on me, at least, a deepening impression
of senile decay. An article contributed by him to
the “‘Sunday Times’’ of August 3, entitled ‘‘How
40 Grow Poor,” ix about the lowest limit yet
reached by any reputable controversialist on the
subject.
*‘Soecialist policy,”” Mr. Cox informs his readers,
“‘contains two main ingredients: first, an attack
. on ecapital; secondly, a restriction of the output
. of labor.’’ The attack on capital is based on the
! “untrue assertion, derived from Karl Marx, that
[ - the whole produet of industry rightly belongs to
‘the ianual worker.”” The truth is, says Mr. Cox,
that efficient means of production or capital, mul-
$iply the product of \mnided labor a huridredfold
or more, and therefore ‘“in strict justice’’ the
-eapitalist, who provides it, ia entitled to the whole
- fnereased value due to this factor. That the capi-
“talist does mot actually get it all is due to the
<heapening of eapital by competition among in-
vmrs\ Socialism, by destroying the motives for
: ulsting capital, will drive the workman back
3 E unaided labor-power. The second ingred-
‘fent of Socialist policy—viz., restriction of output
~3s hypoeritically eolmtemneed by ‘‘the more
ectual Soelalists,’” 'slthough they -app

-manual labor.

comparing the product of a man cultivating a
field with only a spade, and of a man cultivating
a field with a plough and horses, or a motor-
plough driven by petrol. He concludes that the
difference belongs to the man who supplies the
plough. Now this kind of sophism—the sophism
which tries to lay down the portion of the product
due to a particular factor by asking how much
could be produced without it, and then assigning
it the remainder—can ke made to prove anything
the demonstrator wishes. Mr. Malloek uses the
same sophism to prove that two-thirds of modern
wealth is due, not-to manual labor, nor to the
provider of means of production as such, but to
‘“‘directive ability.”” I could matech the two of
them, if I chose, by proving that every atom of
wealth is due to manual labor, and that directive
ability and means of production add nothing, in-
asmuch as they would product nothing without
‘Which of us is right?

A Dialectical Juggler's Trick.

In truth, none. The whole thing is # dialectical
juggler’s trick. Every useful material thing,
under modern conditions, is obviously a joint pro-
duet, in making which, human labor, mental and
manual, hag been assisted by natural and mechani-
cal resources; and it is no more possible to iso-
late the single effect of each cause than it is to
discover whether the barrel or the hole is the more
essential part of a gun. Practically, however,
economists are concerned with the distribution of
wealth among human beings; and in assessing
their claims, we confine our attention to the human
factors in production, and ignore for the moment

; -hd:ld, because they find it useful in their

eampaign against uphall Tt now has behind it
Parliamentary authority in the shape of the Act
re’ restoration of pre-war trade practices. The
result will be further reduetion of output, for
whieh we have to thank Socialism and the poli-
“ticians. Such is Mr. Cox’s statement.

Some Falschoods On Socialist Policy.

8 falsehood—viz., that Socialism proceeds from
an untrue assertion of Marx that the whole pro-
‘duet of industry rightly belongs to the manual
“worker. This lalsehood is probably not Mr. Cox's
invention, since it has previously been put for-
_ward by Mr. Mallock and other writers, and is
sagerly believed by ignorant members’ of the
educated’’ classes who have hever read Marx.
‘Marx made no such assertion. It was not his ob-
* ummnonist,toqy,hnwﬁnpmducto!
ought to be apportioned, but to. investi-
how it was’ npporﬁaud Those people (very
1 ur) who have taken the’ ‘trouble to read
’s. chapters on mﬁm: mmiueti«;,ln will ot:t
umber passages in. which he expressly h

ece orgavized industry, of cissses .

It will be noted that the statement begins with® 4 blessed word, *‘supplies!

the lity of hi and so forth. Accord-
mgll, we repeat that nll wulth is produced by
human effort or iabor, and that all parts of the
total product, paid to persons not contributing to
that joint effort or labor, are neeessarily de-
ducted from the portion payable to labor. This
is not hysies; it is mere

‘‘Oh{ but,” says Mr. Cox, ‘“‘you have forgotten
the man who supplies the means of producti
Let us consider.
Who does supply the means of production? The
means of produetion consist of land, buildings,
mines, machinery and the rest—useful material
things, which, so fay, as they are not derived from
Nature {(like virgin soil,) are, like other wealth,
joint products of human labor and natural and
mechanical resources. The means of prodpction,
in short,care produced by labor just like other
wealth; and the ‘‘man. who supplies’’ them is the
worker, But Mr. Cox, when he speaks of the
‘““man who supplies’’ them, means the owner--a
different person altogether. We are indebted to
Mr. Cox for a mew summary of capitalist econo-

e “Do not work—own. ,‘Supply the wise

mics.
it _call!”

mmw:."m Entitled’ To.
“‘In-trietmiu zmlr, Cox, “‘the’ “capital-

morally ‘entitled ‘to tl:e whol"
 thoms

Politically Conscious. -

The masses in India, and among the factory
laborers, said Mr. B. P. Wadia, president of the
Madras Labor Union, before the Joint Committee
of the British Parliament, had a power of under-
standing political and economic issues. The Indian
laborers loathed the idea of slavery in any form.
There were, he said, some 17,515.000 workmen em-
ployed in industries, of whom 950,000 were in
large establishments. There was an Indian Fac-
tories’ Act, which was originally passed in 1881,
and which was last amended in 1911. The law
permitted 12 hours work a day. Women were
worked 11 hours and children between the ages
of nine and 14 were worked for six hours. Wages

and sanitation were beyond human caleulation.
L [ ] L e

Economics and Mr. Cox l' o |

British Strangling Hindu Editors.

How the British strangle Hindu editors will be
evidenced from the order served by the British
magistrate on Mr. D. Shahbaz Akhgar, late editor
of the ‘‘Punjabi,” a daily published in Lahore,
India; Mr. Akhgar was ordered to abstain from
sending or receiving personally or through a third
party, by post or by telegraph, or by hand or by
any other means, direet or indirect, any written
communieation or other matter of like nature to
or from any person whether within India or with-
out. until such communication shall have been
seen by the Deputy Commissioner of his distriet.

it out, and laugh! Or rather, don’t laugh at Mr.
Cox, but pity him and take warning; for this is
what comes to prostituting a decent intellect to
the service of an economic creed in which no one
any longer believes whose range of jnformation
and mte"’gence exceed that of a Sunday Jonrnll-
ist.

’l'he capltahll.! then ought to receive th!s ulure
of the national income. But they do not. Tt is a
hard world, my terst The italist is docked
of his just reward. And why?! Because ‘‘most
people, as they begin to grow richer, save much of
their money for the sake of their children or for
their own use_in old age. Those savings are in-
vested, with the result that in normal times of
peace, capital tends to grow_cheaper, and thus
the manual worker can obtain the use of mechani-
cal instruments of production at an ever-dimish-
ing cost.”” The capitalist class, demned to cut-
throat petition among th lves, are exploited
and fleeced; while the bloated proletarian squand-
ers his ill-gotten gains at'Monte Clr'lo and other
Continental sinks of viee!

lm-hw:kpoud.
It would be difficult to eompress a greater

_quantity of economie untruth into a single sen-

tence than Mr. Cox has done in that quoted above.
‘“Most people, as they beginl to grow richer, save,”
ete.. Most people don’t, for the simple reason that

they don’t grow richer.- That, owing to the _opera-

ﬁonofthemmdmurtvdetmdedbylr
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Professor Leacock Riddl

(Cominuled From Page Five)

time? Can we rely upon such a man for an im-
partial presentation of what he chooses to desig-
nate the ‘‘Unsolved’’ Riddle of Social Justice?

“The one thing that is wrong with Socialism,”
says Professor Leacock, '‘is that it wont work."
The professor writes of Socialism as though it
were some kind of a plan of a new society, all
sealed and blue-printed and worked out to the
final details, and presided over by an ideal State.
In fact, he does further on so define the Socialist
program, ‘‘Let the State take over all the means
of production.”’

fessor of economies will refuse to misinform the
public as to the facts of his science realizing that
should he misinform them, the progress of so-
ciety might be retarded thereby and indirectly
he himself would suffer. That would indieate a
degree of Altruism to which Professor Leacock
has apparently not yet attained.

Mr. Leacock devotes practically the whole of
this fifth chapter to a discussion of Socialism as
a possible solution to the ‘‘Unsolved Riddle.”
Consequently we might expect to find hila ad-
vising the fullest investigation of Socialist teach-
ings. To understand modern Socialism—not the
dummy Socialism of Mr. Leacock but the real
thing-—it is necessary, one might almost say es-
sential, to have some knowledge of its historical
development from the idealistic Utopian Social-
ism of the eighteenth century to the Secientific

Assuming, for the purpose of di i that
such is indeed Socialism, how does the professer
know that it wont work? Has it ever been tried?
Has Mr. Leacock ever had the opportunity of ob-
serving the results of such trial! Yes, indeed:
During the recent war, the ‘‘State’’ in many of
the beligerent countries practically took direct
control of all the means of produetion and dis-

tribution, and, in fact, extended its control even “Progress of Socialism.’’

into the private life .of the civilian population.
Qreat Britain is as good an example as any. Does
not Mr. Leacock know that a greater efficiency in
production and distribution was achieved there by
State control than ever before? Does he not know
that no less a person than Winston Churehill, ob-
serving the successful results of such State con-
trol, was moved to publiely announce that he was
converted to Socialism as a consequence.—Mr.
Churehill’s conception of Socialism being appar-
ently on a par with Mr. Leaceck’s own? Of course
the riddle of social injustice was not solved there-
by. But the point is that it worked, whereas Mr.
Leacock says it will not work. Obviously it is not
any particular system whieh lie believes will not
work but only anything which has the name of
Socialism attached. According to Mr. Leacock,
anything that is labelled Socialism will not work,
even if the label was stuck there by Mr. Leacock
himself and even if that very system has proved
that it will work. Mr. Leacock has allowed him-
self to slip into a position which he will have
some diffienlty in maintaining.

As a matter of fact, this system of State con-
trol which Mr. Leacock seems to imagine is So-
cialism, is actually nothing of the kind. If Mr.
Leacock knows anything about the origin, history
and function of the ‘‘State,”” he must also know
that State control could never solve the economic

ualities which constitute the -main objection
to the present system but would more likely oper-
ate to intensify them: If State control is all that
the term Socialism suggests to Professor Leacock,
then he has much to learn.

And the regson why it will not work—this thing
the professer has mis-called Socialism—is, if you
please, because it is based on Altruism and, more-
over, a degrec of altruism—‘'‘of willingness to
labor for the good of others,”’—‘‘such as the world
has never known nor is ever likely to know.”
r may base his

Socialism

Sociali of today as taught by the Socialist
Party of Canada, Socialism which is scientific in
the highest and completest sense of the word. We
may judge then of how desirous Mr. Leacock
really is that his readers shall thoroughly under-
stand the subject he discusses when we find him
burgeoning forth with such a gem as this: ‘“We
may omit here all discussion of the historical
Quite so! And forth-
with the good professor omits it all, except for
the statement that Socialisimn has become ‘‘a pure-
ly economie doctrine.”’

Perhaps, if Mr. Leacock had permitted himself
and his rcaders a review of the historical pro-
gress of Socialism he. would never have had the
temerity to make such d statement as this last
which, to place it in its proper eategory; is utter
nonsense. Socialism is not a ‘‘purely economic
doetrine’’—or stay, perhaps Mr. Leacock’s So-
cialism is. As heaven is our witness, the more
we read of this chapter five, the less are we able
to imagine just what weird business this Social-
ism of Professor Leacock’s is. The only thing
we feel sure¢ of in connection with it is that it is
like unto no Socialism that we care to have any-
thing to do with.

““There is no need to decide whether the Ma-
terialistic Theory of History is true or false,’’
says Mr. Leacock. Here again may be noted a
pronounced indisposition on his part to state de-
finitely whether he accepts- or denies the Ma-
terialistic Interpretation. And perhaps he is
wise, for, if he demied it, most certainly every
other professor on the continent would be laugh-
ing at him, while if, on the other hand, he ad-
mitted it he would automatically make hash of
his whole "argument. Consequently he is com-

pelled to ‘‘pussy-foot’’ around the subject, which
assertd)

he does rather clumsily. Furthermore he

that ‘‘nine out of every ten Socialists have for-
gotten or have never heard what the Materialis-
tie Theory of History is.”’ It is doubtful if Mr.
Leacoek could have made a statement farther
removed from the truth thafl this if he had tried.
The Materialistic Interpretation is one of the
fundamentals of Scientific Secialism. Every So-
cialist worthy of the name is quite familiar with
it gnd the average wage-worker in the camps,
mines ‘and mills of British Columbia has a far
better grasp of it than Mr. Leacoeck appears to
have.

Another of the fundamentals of Seientific So-
cialism is The Class Struggle. Mr. Leacock
adroitly evades it thua: ‘‘No need to examine
whether human history is or is not a mere record

of class oitstion;, since the eoat;ioveruy h:ts
to - other grounds.” te correct,
f ! .The %y has shifted. B

why did you shy at telling your readers that:

_man of some little reputation who. has deliberate-

it runs at all? What kind of logic is this from
a professor! Is Mr. Leacock a fool or does he |
think his readers are fools that he offers them |
such argument?

From here on, the remainder of chapter five
is devoted to a description of a Utopia which ae-
cording to My. Leacock is the dream of the So-
cialist. In some peculiar manner it has got all
mixed up with State Ownership of the means of
production. Mr. Leacock appears to have in
mind someone who imagines State Ownership to
be Socialism. And therein is the key to the whole 4
chapter five. Mr. Leacock has been doing his utmost
to demolish us. But we have emerged unscathed
except perhaps for a little weariness at having
to wade through so much nonsense.

And the explanation? It is quite simple. The
good professor has been hurling his bolts at what
he imagines to be the Socialist position. Never
was 'man more cruelly deceived. We were not
there. “We have not been there for some time.
As a matter of fact, we left there nearly one
hundred years ago. That is to say, Socialism,
about one hundred years ago was something like
what Mr. Leacock imagines it to be today. Mr.
Leacock is very much behind the times. We are
tempted to wonder if he believes Ptolemy’s
theory of the heavenly bodies represents the
science of astronomy. It would be just as logi-
cal, just as effective, and every bit as dishonest
to attack the science of astronomy becamse it |
once taught that the earth was the center of the .
universe, as to attack Socialism in the manner
and on the grounds upon which he is attacking
it. g

Socialism today is Scientifie. It is not founded
upon & dream, a vision, a divine discontent, or a
speculative belief. It is founded upon sueh solid
rocks as The Materiglistic Interpretation of His-
tory. The Class Struggle, The Marxian analysis
of Capitalist Produetion, The Principle of Evolu-
tion and the Positive Outcome of Philosophy. It
does not build castles in the air or plan ideal’
Utopias but studies social and orgamic laws am
seeks to undérstand current events by the lig' |
of them. It does not advocate revolution. The:
is no need. The social revolution is almost uga
us. Even now its rumblings can be heard at '
great distance. Socialism cries aloud to society, |
‘““Your house is falling about your ears. It is
for you to discover, while there is yet time, the
reasons for its downfall so that you may build
better next,time.’’ 4

We would recommend to Mr. Leacock a litt. :
book entitled ‘‘The Manifesto of the Socialis
Party of Canada,”” and another entitled, ‘‘Sc
cialism, Utopian and Scientific.”’ If he will reac
these he may get a glimmering of what an awful
fool he has been making of himself. It may be
that he has read them. It is more clnriubhg
though to assume that he has not, in which case
he is merely foolish to have been led into writing-
on a subject upon which he is not informed,” But
if he has read them, he is in the position of &

ly written for public consumption,: upon a sub-
ject of vital importance, that which he knows to
be untrue.

In any case we are of the opinion that Mr.
Leacock might better confine himself to the writ-
stories. He is more at home there.
He is too ) in treatment, too impulsive,
and altogether. too biased to write on i
subjects.

Next .woel, we understand, it is Mr. Leacoek’s
intention to disecuss Bell




