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“GIVE US A
LITTLE BOOK!’

is the cry with which the Russian “Literature Train” is greeted wherever
it stops. “When the crowd, gathered to $tare at the train, learns what is
inside, it swarms round windows and doors with a persistent cry: ‘Give
us a little book! Give us a little book!’ "
9 There is no shortage of books—of a kind—in this country. But there is
none too plentiful a supply of the books the workers need; books which will
satisfy their demand for the fals about the past hxﬁory and the future
ibilities of their own class. The PLEBs Publication Dept. is one of the
ew agencies existing to meet this demand. It hopes to have ready, by the
end of this month, a new and revised edition, with an Index, of a book for
which there have been persi§tent and impatient inquiries since it went
out of print nearly two years ago—

A SHORT HISTORY OF THE
MODERN BRITISH WORKING-
CLASS MOVEMENT

By W. W. CRAIK

1/6 net. Post paid 1/8. Per 12, 16/-; per 25, £1 10s.; per S0, £3
(Carriage Paid)
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The PLEBS LEAGUE is also still supplyirg

EASY OUTLINES
OF ECONOMICS

By NOAH ABLETT

The Book with Mr. Ramsay Macdonald's criticisms of which Mark
Starr deals in this issue of the Magazine.
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MACDONALD AND OURSELVES

AS Ramsay Macdonald ever understood, will he ever understand, what
the Plebs League $tands for¢ In 1912, in his Syndicalism, he spoke about
“an intelle@tual Eurasianism” which was—

. « . the inevitable product of an attempt to send to breathe the atmos-
phere of Oxford a body of young workmen, able and ambitious, but not
sufficiently prepared for the work given them to do.

These young men, who expressed themselves in
a little journal called the PLEBs... finding no hospitable welcome either
in the world of culture or in that of democracy, must brood over revolution
and be attracted to superficial and grandiloquent theorising. Some of them
were $trong enough to keep their heads, but Syndicalism became for others
a pleasant path to fame and notoriety. They were not happy in themselves
and in their prospeéts. They would declare war upon the world.

I feel sure Mr. Macdonald would not write that paragraph now. Indeed, especi-
ally as regards its references to Parliament and industrial action and organisation,
the whole book could be interetingly compared with Soctalism after the War,
despite the regrettable brevity and vagueness of the latter. Those “young men” have
grown up. Their influence is felt in the organised labour movement in the industrial,
and the political, field. The independent teaching of the social science classes is
everywhere breaking new ground, and the need for independent working-class
education is now winning increasing recognition. What it is going to mean in the
future time only can tell.

It seems $trange that a man, who has spent a large portion of his life in urging the
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workers to be independent in politics, should be deaf to the arguments for inde-

lence in social science education. If the industrial and political arms must be
independently used, surely the direting mind must be developed in the same
fashionf But my hopes that along with Mr. Macdonald’s change of ideas con-
cerning industrial action, the future of trade unionism, guildism, etc., had come a
truer estimate of our educational aQtivity, received a set-back from the July—
September Socialist Review. Instead of any appreciation of our work, grave mis-
underftanding again appeared both in the Editorial “Outlook,” and in a short con-
demnatory note on Ablett’s primer.

I want to challenge, cn behalf of my fellow Plebeians, some of the points raised.
While not having the years of political experience, the depth of reading and the
many-sided mind of the man whom even Lenin thought could “be truéted to do his
best to understand what is happening,” my qualifications for this are:—a close and
renewed acquaintance with nearly every book Mr. Macdonald has written; the
advantage ot getting into actual everyday contact with the rank and file, especially
the live elements, not cnly of the trade unicns, tut also of the propagandist body to
which Mr. Macdonald and myself belong. And because, with other Plebeians, 1
sympathise with him in the ceaseless attacks of recent years (which we have also, to
a smaller extent, shared) I hope to win him to our side, cr at least to make a re-
valuation of what we Plebs are doing. Other Revisionifts as capable as} Mr.
Macdonald have seen their mistake and come our way, and why should not he¢ Or
is he, as he himself puts it, hopelessly “tco much under the spell of its (the I.L.P.)
traditicns”¢ Moreover, this we kncw, that in many LL.P. branches, as well as in
trade union classes, ccmrades are finding mental enlightenment and satisfaction and
a clear and definite insight into the Sociali§t position by the very kind of education
which Mr. Macdonald deprecates. They find an armoury in the theories he de-
nounces as discredited and antiguated.

On p. 206 of the Review, Mr. Macdonald tells his prcpagandist party “to under-
$tand itself and be itself.” So far, so goocd. But then ccmes a passage distinétly
metaphysical—dealing in “things in themselves,” lamentably forgetful of relations,
full of §irange references to “pure” Sociali§t theory, and unjudtified claims and
accusations; expressing a view, moreover, which, it carried into action, can only
mean rival classes to the Plebs and the antagonising and expulsion of the most
valuable Left Wing section of the I.L.P. itself. Let me quote in full:—

It (the I.L.P.) has a distin@ive personality of its own; a di§tinctive phil-
osophy of life, a distinctive ccnception cf Socialism. We are not thejold
S.D.F., we are not the new S.L.P. We took up the pure Sociali§t theory
§tripped of special and sectional interpretations and unalloyed by ephemeral
dogmas of philosophy and science, we related it to hiStory and psychology,
we set it in the streams of our national history, we gave it a method both on its
political and industrial side. The proper $tudy of the I.L.P. is fir$t and fore-
most the I.L.P.—what is its belief, what is its spirit, what is its way¢ Per-
haps too many of us have been absorbed in the pressing events of each day
to pay attention to the education of the Party [what a poor e§limate of the
value of education is here implied], and we have left the field far too open to
the superficial attra¢tiveness of the simple dogmas of class economics and
class history based upon a philosophy now discredited and a science now
antiquated, and which makes barren the minds that come under its influence.
The Party has a tremendous leeway to make up in this respect if it is to pro-
tect its members and itself from waste effort and wilderness journeys.

Now the “di§tin@ive philosophy of life” and “the ditinétive conception of
Socialism” referred to above cannot be other than that of Socialism and Society, the
unaltered new edition of which warrants the retention by Ablett of his chapter of
efte@ive charateristic raillery. Right throughout Macdonald’s work runs the
vitiating “organic conception of society.” The biological “key idea” furnishes
“Stutteringly” the amazing “distin¢tive conception” that “the class war” is “nothing
but a grandiloquent and aggressive figure of speech.” The majority of those who
almo$t worship the persecuted Macdonald do so for his recent stand againét Jin-
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goism and not for his writings, with which very few of them are familiar. And evenin
that §tand of his can be traced the damaging and hindering lack of clear ideas. It
appears that while Macdonald has been otherwise engaged, their experience in the
workshop (and mine) has caused many Socialists to adopt “the ephemeral dogmas”
and “the discredited philosophy,” and to forget the “pure” Socialit theory based
upon Darwin and biology. Hence this deplorable negle¢t has to be made good. But
what a task! For has not this “pure Sociali¢t theory . . . §tripped . . . and unalioyed

. related to history and psychology . . . and set in the §tream of our own national
hjﬁory . . .”" been recognised as Statism—the making of munitions in State faCtories
and such like experiments (solvitur ambulando as Mr. Macdonald’s motto puts
it) in Socialism. It is extremely difficult to see what useful method, both onits
political and industrial side, could be given to even a “pure” Socialist theory which
ignores the class division between the producers and the parasites. This “pure”
theory even now cannot welcome the Soviets. All success to our comrade 1n his
effort to show to his fellow intelle@uals and others—who usually re-at to the
support of the system in which is bound up their immediate interests—that social
change would be beneficial to them also. However, in praétice he himself sees where
the real dynamic comes from; for we read (p. 129)—"I reject what seems to me to be
the crude notion of a class war, because class-consciousness leads nowhere, and a
class §truggle may, or may not, be intelligent. But $till, we turn our hopes first of all
to the wage-earners.”

Dogmas seem to offend our critic, especially “the simple dogmas of class econo-
mics and class hitory . . . which make barren the minds that come under their in-
fluence.” Naturally, the class Struggle being rejected, only impure Sociali§t theory
could make class interests interfere with pure truth in Hiftory and Economics. For
my part, I think the barrenness of mind is his who imagines there is some virtue in
a non-class-biassed and impossible xmparuah?' about these matters. The comments
of the Saturday Review on the appointment o . R. H. Tawney to an Economics
Lectureship at Balliol College are the latest proofs that our opponents are not so
befuddled as some of our friends in this matter.

Anyway, what is there wrong about dogmas¢ Is the word of ill-repute because in
this changing uncertain age old beliefs are wearing thin and men tend to make the
vices of indecision and mental cowardice into virtues by an over-denunciation of
dogma. Surely there are beliefs about which one cannot be unduly confident. We
are all—and rightly—dogmatists in some things, though, of course, the best teacher
dogmatisls are those who when imparting their beliefs do not openly force them upon
the learner’s mind, but appeal constantly to experience and the objective world for
verification. In simple matters this is easy to see—e.g., Water is wet. Stones are
hard. Here there cannot be two opinions. To come to more complex matters, one
is forced to make positive replies, yes or no, never yes and no, to such problems as:—
Are the workers exploited¢ Is Socialism worthy of support§ Would nationalisation
of the mines be beneficial¢ No, even dogmas are not “evils in themselves.” It is
amusing to think that the W.E.A. itself is partial, biassed and dogmatic regarding
the danger (¥) of being partial, biassed and dogmatic. It is authoritative about the
value of8 being unauthoritative. Let us not rashly make our theories or refuse to
change them if truth demands, but our judgements cannot always be suspended ina
subtle weighing of pros and cons. The person who is always in the Hamlet cramp of
indecision is an insufferable nuisance. Because I know that truth is relative and
changing, I am not relieved from the duty of making judgements and theories as
best I can and of a@ting upon them now. Generally, the enemy will dub your educa-
tion “propaganda,” and dogmas are the beliefswhich your opponengt always has; and
if a belief in the Labour Theory of Value and of Surplus-Value and in the wonderful
results obtained in history by the guiding thread of the M.C.H. makes us dogmatiéts
“barren in mind” in the e§timate of Mr. Macdonald, well, I am content to be a dog-
matist. Better at any rate to risk being so called than to be in all things “neither hot
nor cold.” It must be seriously recognised that without some very definite belxefs—-
which will certainly be called dogmas by its foes—the Labour Movement is in-
evitably going to be seriously hindered in its progress—even if it can progress at all
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without them. The State in§tinCtively bristles opposition to the demands of the
organised workers; instinctively it uses the geographical constituency and political
democracy against the new industrial groupings of the community. They, the
capitaliéts, help Koltchak and Co. in every possible way because they feel the threat
to themselves in the new spirit of the Third International which argues not about
who is to blame for past wars, or how secret diplomacy brings war, but howsurely and
finally to end all capitali§t wars. Their diatorship is at §take. If Mr. Macdonald
does not want to be “barren” in a¢tion, he should come out more decidedly in sundry
matters. Thereis a very close relation between woolly thinking and uncertain acting.

But to return to the Socialis? Review, this time to the criticism of Ablett’s book.
A wide theoretical divergence of opinion is again very apparent. Macdonald again
separates the inseparable and divides the indivisible, but necessarily only; subjectively
in his metaphysical mind. It would have been better had he silently left this book to
“the imperturbable eternal laws of moral justice,” in which he believes, than to have
given us such a weakly-argued condemnation. It is a very fair question to ask our
comrade if he can give us even one item of knowledge which must be put outside the
three epochs—Inorganic, Biologic, and Economic. If he cannot, his criticism falls
through. Perhaps he thought Ablett’s “whole of knowledge” was a fixed whole
and not a growing one.

His charge of inaccuracy of thought is followed by a series of §trange suppositions
which, while telling us a great deal about Macdonald’s way of thinking, entirely
fail to refute Ablett’s contention that Society is not biologic. Very briefly Ablett is
trying to show that in biology the organism slowly becomes changed in adaptation to
new environments, but that in society men themselves no longer change physiologi-
cally to meet new circumstances, but change their tools. The interposed tools are
modified and alterations in man's physiology now practically cease. All this seems so
evident that it hardly needs illu§tration. But to prove it wrong Macdonald absurdly
remarks: “I suppose if man had no tools Society would be biologic!” Why, even to
think of man without tools, or Society apart from the tool-making men who form it,
is as foolish as to talk about dry water or hot ice! Such fantastic conceptions are
hardly worthy of a serious controversy, and are best left unexpressed. Here again
might well be asked, What marks man out from the animal¢ Can our critic produce
one instance out of all history of man without tools, or Society apart from such men¢
Only persons “barren in mind,” one supposes, argue that toolmaking is an integral
part of the idea of man and Society, and that tool making and using must precede tool
owning, out of which later comes the clash of class §truggle. As a matter of faQ,
Marxians take for granted the development of social relations and the biological
knowledge which are later discovered as new truths by “biological” sociology. The
“biological” sociologist can be typified by a farmer who refuses to use proved
methods and agricultural science until he has §tudied and mastered the science of
astronomy and the origin of the universe.

Mr. Macdonald is again at sea in a following question: “If tools modified man
would the physiological laws of man’s change therefore become economic¢” An
effeCtive paraphrase of this would be: “If jam ate man would the physiological laws
of man'’s subsequent changes therefore become connected with the rules of jam-
makings” One wonders what the purpose of such a questionis...

Our class-§tudents will welcome Mr. Macdonald's insistence on the need for an
under§tanding of Socialist theory. “The pressing events of each day” should not
have been allowed to obscure the foundations of our movement. Given a fair in-
vestigation, or even a careful reading of its own literature, the members of the
I.L.P. will be wholeheartedly with us. Confidently I assert that they will not confirm
the vague charges and condemnations made by their leader. Compare, for example,
what has been quoted above (and the many similar passages in Socialism and Society)
with what Ferri says in Socialism and Positive Science—in the same I.L.P. Library.
In chapter viii he is outlining the later portions of his work:—

I will have occasion to speak more at length—in $tudying the relations
between sociology and Socialism—of this grand conception (i.e., the class
§truggle) which is the imperishable glory of Marx and which assures him in
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sociology the place which Darwin occupies in biology and Spencer in
philosophy. ’

Vandervelde, in his late§t book, refers to “the preponderant influence” of Marx
and Engels—these men whom Macdonald relegates to “the threshold of scientific

Lack of knowledge concerning the real nature of the State, of Imperialism and its
economic need for markets, of the future of our Labour organisations, and many
similar matters, has damned us in the past. We have to anticipate events, not to let
them take us unawares and drag us with them. A drifting to Statism, to middle-class
Socialism (not unconnected with the “marginal utility” theory of value based upon
the psychic condition of the consumer’s mind) must be replaced by a truer, more
coascious progress. No real Socialiét can for long oppose the Plebs League and its
independent educational work. Is it vain to ask for Macdonald’s understanding and
help¢ MARK STARR.*

REVOLUTION AND REFORM

HERE #till appears to be a great deal of confusion in the ranks of revolu-
tionaries and reformers alike, as to what is meant by revolution and whether
there is a quick route or a long route, a cataclysmic event or a period of
ameliorative legislation, to get to El Dorado.

Daniel De Leon’s definition of Revolution held the field for many years. He said
of revolution in relation to society—"Whenever the internal mechanism is changed,
we have revolution.” This is good in its way, but does not fill the bill as completely
asone would like. Lenin has come to the rescue. He says, in answer to the question as
to whether the Soviet Government has a reformist or a revolutionary programme,

Reforms mean concessions got from a dominating class, while the latter’s
domination continues. Consequently, reformi§t programmes consist
generally of many points of detail. Our revolutionary ?rogramme consisted,
properly speaking, of one general point; overthrow of the landowners’ and
capitali€ts’ yoke, wresting the power from them, liberating the working
masses from their exploiters.

The Revolution, therefore, consists in the liberative act—"the overthrow of the
landowners’ and capitalists yoke, wresting the power from them, liberating the
working masses from their exploiters.”

A social revolution is the overthrow of a dominant class by one below it,
which, in turn, becomes the dominant body. The social revolution, which alone
can free the working class from the domination of another class, is the one to which
Lenin refers, and involves, as a consequence, the di¢tatorship of the proletariat.
Such a revolution does not mean, therefore, that we jump from capitalism to Utopia,
as many appear to think if the criticisms levelied at the Russians are anything to go
by. But it does mean that society can then be free to develop at its fastest. It does
mean that the shackles fall off the workers at a rate impossible under the old régime.

in, I do not mean to say that every worker becomes by the wave of a magic wand
a philosophical student or a master of science. Humanity has never yet discovered a
way upward other than by hard work and persistent effort. But certainly the revolu-
tion would transfer to the working class the power to develop itself, which capitalism
can never provide. Witness the history of any class which has come to power.

It may be asserted that this is class rule. True, with one mighty difference. This
class rule gives an opportunity to the members of all other classes which they can
never offer to the working class. All people can become, are invited to becomee
members of the working class. The “middle class” cannot say to the workers—"W,
invite you all to become members of the middle class.” The capitalist class cannot
invite us all to become exploiters “to reap where we do not sow.” Their philosophy
is, that “there must always be Capital and Labour, masters and men, employers and
employees.” And now, having cleared the ground a little with regard to what we

* See also paragraph on same subject in “Bookshelf.”




142 THE PLEBS

mean by revolution and what it leads to, let us examine the attitude of revolutionists
and reformers in relation thereto.

The revolutioni€t regards the revolution as of paramount importance, the one
goal to which all efforts must be directed. Every fator of working-class experience,
every movement which grows in their ranks, educational, political, industrial, their
hunger or distress, their affiuence or their poverty, he regards as of value in so far as
they contribute to the growth of power and its convergence upon the citadel of the -
enemy. Not for one moment must the revolutioni§t think that a small minority
can effe¢t a coup and maintain a revolution. He must agitate and educate and organise
until a large enough majority has been secured effectively to carry the revolutionto a
successful issue. Whether this shall be done by the ballot-box or by other means
matters not for the moment. A majority must be secured.

The Reformiéts view the situation differently. They have a peculiar theory about
the “natural growth of society,” always with the implication that “natural” and

“slow” are synonymous terms. They endeavour to think about society as a whole,
deplore the hopeless ignorance of the working class, and hope by participating in
political activity (or parliamentary activity) to support every measure which may
ameliorate the conditions of the workers, in the hope that by their aid the workers
will some day be sufficiently enlightened to vote a Parliamentary Sociali§t majority.
Violent revolution they deplore and believe that in countries where constitutional
democratic institutions exi$t the workers can get all they want. Revolutions may
be alright for such countries as Russia, but here are undesirable and unnecessary.
Hence they make up their programmes of detailed ameliorative measures. They
will cheer to the echo a peroration about the “days that will be better than well,”
work laboriously for some small measure, and pathetically doubt the possibility of
socialism “coming in their time.”

However much the revolutionist and the reformer may cheer the same peroration,
it is obvious that there is a fundamental difference involving great responsibilities.
Both reformers and revolutioniéts have to deal with situations which arise inde-
pendently of their will. From time to time mass movements are generated by the
economic antagonisms, etc., in society. These movements do not wait for election
times, but come independently of them. They have either to be led forward from
$trength to $trength or driven into a variety of channels until strength is dissipated.

The reformer with his $tatic conceptions under such circumstances is either
swept forward in spite of himself or becomes part of the machinery of the governing
class to crush the workers back into slumdom and the indus$trial helis of modern
times. Itis a terrific responsibility which the “reformers” will do well to der over.
For the minorities of to-day have got to recognise the swiftly moving forces which
can give to minorities majority power. Under the pressure of these %orca modern
in§titutions will be tested and their limitations discovered with a ruthlessness which
many will deplore. The “reformists” may choose if they wish to be part of the re-
action under the cloak of “democracy,” but the revolutioni§t must waste no time in
deploring the ignorance of the working class. Theirs is the responsibility of merging
every element of social unrest among the workers, explaining and educating under
the $tress of actual circumstances, combining instinctive movement with intelligent
direction, until the revolutionary minority becomes the revolutionary majority,
capable not simply of moving up to the barriers of the existing in§titutions, but also
of sweeping them away, and improvising and creating institutions responsive to
revolutionary aspirations.

It is not a question of length of time. It is not a question of imposing socialism
from above. It is rather a question as to which class we are prepared to support—
the capitalist class or the working class. If the latter, then it is my contention that
our activities must extend beyond ordinary propaganda, educational classes, etc.,
to the harnessing of every possible movement, educating the workers by the experi-
ence of conscious movements persistently explained and directed in terms of class.
It is not for us to suppress and sidetrack movements, but to aim at developing the
conscious majority by every means in our power. The difficulties are §tupendous,
The risks are great. These, however, do not shift the responsibility.

T. MURPHY.
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GIVE THEM ’'EL (DORADO)

HE “children’s comics” have been reinforced this month by a sheet entitled

The Future, presented to the public free of cot. It would have been cheap at

sixpence, for it is full of excellent fooling, and if the real future turns out to

be half as amusing and inf§tructive we are in for a good time. It is of peculiar
interest to Plebeians, since its contributors include several of the signatories to the
recent Appeal for Funds for Ruskin College, and its conte ats indicate sufficiently the
sort of “education” they consider good for the working classes.

The front page is adorned by a large portrait of the Little Wizard (if-you-buy-
enlargement-three-cabinet-photographs-given-with-it §tyle), and alongside this is
the motto now almost as famous as the celebrated hill-top peroration. The title
under the photograph is “The Pilot of Peace.” One can only hope that the usual
practice with pilots will be followed in his case. Inside, rare and refreshing fruit is
provided by the Pilot Chief himself and his famous team of back-chat comedians—
with Barnes and Roberts among the “also rans.” The funnie§t item is an essay
entitled “The Gospel of Work and Wages” by G. W. G. (can this be another
Geddes¢) Itis addressed to the half-witted of the working class. In faét, it would be
safe to say that most of the paper is written by the half-witted for the half-witted!

Listen to the words of wisdom:—"“Mo$t people think in tangles; I want you to
think in $traight lines.” Get that, because 1t follows that when the workers think
along their line and the bosses along theirs, by a simple geometrical axiom the two
will never meet. But G. W. G. doesn’t say that. Oh, dear no. He goes on to talk
economics—mixed with ethics (which will be popular at Ruskin):—"If you believe in
a lie you are the slave of a lie. For example, you are pretty sure to believe that
your wages are the ‘Bradburys’ and coins which you get in your envelope on pay day. -
Again, you are pretty sure to think that if you do less work yourself there will be
more work for someone else, so that shorter hours and spinning the job out are real
cures for unemployment. Here are two beliefs . . held by untold thousands of
workers . . . Both are sheer nonsense.” “Mind you,” he goes on paternally, “I want
you to think about yourselves. Economics, like charity, begins at home.” Dangerous
doétrine, this! Why, if the workers $tart thinking over ideas of that kind, they'll be
seeing the need for ‘“ home-grown " working-class education. After a warning to
workers to avoid catch-words (he might have added—** and catch-penny econo-
mists ”’) he gives to Labour a Gospel—thus:—"The day of the workers is at
hand. It will dawn at once, improvement will come in a lood, when every worker
in the land learns the true gospel of work and wages. Here it is [then, in black type
so big that workers who are nearly blind as well as daft can read it} —GET EVERY
PENNY YOU EARN; EARN EVERY PENNY YOU GET.” He says it is so
simple that the wayfaring man, though a fool, can see it, and we suggest to him that
quite a lot of wayfaring men, though fools, can see through it.

But he’s “impartial"—Ho, yus!—for he proceeds to slang the boss. *You must te§t
your earnings and then you must see that your wages are not too low because you
have a poor master who does not know how to run his business. ... Ishould know
there was a good time coming for the workers if I could learn of men §triking because
their boss was a poor hand at bossing.” And then a pearl of simply colossal price—
“Workers simply cannot afford to have inefficient employers.” One pi€tures the
earnest workers who, after solemnly warning their boss that he was inefficient, gave
themselves the sack and $tood in the gutter with cards round their necks giving
particulars of their patriotic line of ation.

One more quotation. “Never forget that the boss takes one very hard job off your
shoulders. When work is done the produ¢ts which result from it have to be sold to
customers, and he finds the customers.”

After this §tar turn, Lloyd George is quite feeble. It seems that we (the Ship of
State) have suddenly become involved in some sort of a tempest. It is all very con-
fusing. Peroration somewhat as follows:—"“Waves rolling from all directions. . ...
Navigation is difficuit and dangerous. ... Some seek help. ... Some lie pro§trate
and weary. Some try to upset the boat, either because they dislike the §teersman
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or want to Steer themselves, or because they prefer some crazy craft of their own'
With a clear eye, a §teady hand and a willing heart, [and a few other things off
Chriétmas cards] we will row into calmer seas and bluer waters. Let all who will
man the boats and save the nation.” What one wants to inquire is—who scuttled the
ship¢ You can take your choice of shouldering your rifle and fighting in the laét
$ftand, manning the boats, damming the flood, saving the burning house, or stopping
the rot. And then you can toss up for a sunset on the Cambrian Hills, or a spell

in bluer waters, or an apartment in the new world, “where labour shall have its
just reward and indolence alone shall suffer want.” (At which point the compositor
burt into tears.)

The Pilot's second great thought is that “we are not paying our way. We shall
be driven either to increase production or to reduce lower than ever the Standard of
living. I can see no other alternative except quitting the country.” In the words of the
very vulgar, what hopes! :

The other humorists—economists, I mean— cannot compete with L.-G. or
G. W. G., but Auckland Geddes does his best. He discourses on “The Hunting of
Rainbow Gold.” As thus:—“Many coal miners liStened to the talkers and went to
hunt for the gold that lies at the end of the rainbow. . .. The result will be empty
hearths . . . in England, Scotland, Wales and Ireland, and also in France and Italy.
Empty hearths and factories not running are the common result of seeking rainbow
fairy gold, and when these threaten there is only one way to safety. Give up the vain
hunt and GET BACK TO WORK.” With these words Auckland shouldered his
pick and Stepped into the cage, we do not think. No, he just goes on talking:—"Coal
production is now out of gear because some miners are hunting fairy gold, that
‘something for nothing’ which has mocked humanity in dreams of El Dorado since
history began.”

It is to be hoped that Ruskin College will engage Auckland to go down and talk
on economics. His theory that commercial crises are due to wage-slaves seeking
fairy gold is the sort of thing they’ll like there. There is a delightful impartiality
about it which would commend it to Mr. Balfour and the Lord Bishop of Thinga-
mibob and the re€t of Ruskin’s backers. But he ought to be careful. A few people
have been well out after “scmething for nothing” and have found a way to get it.
They've got to El Doradoall right—and they’re not wage-slaves. But the economics
taught at Ruskin College doesn’t mention them. To do so would be “partisan”!

WINIFRED HORRABIN.

SOME ANTI-BOLSHEVIKS

T is amusing to observe how the anti-Bolsheviks in the Labour Movement (and
outside it) sooner or later confound themselves. I have noted down quite a
number of examples, and below give a few in§tances:—

(i.) In I'Humanité of August 18, 1919, Ramsay Macdonald gives his impres-
sions of the Lucerne International Conference. Four days later, in the same paper,
Pierre Renaudel “goes for” Ramsay Macdonald to the extent of a column and a-half.
Renaudel, of course, was formerly Editor of I’Humanité and is a member of the
Right Wing, which dominated the French Socialist Party during the greater part
of the war. Listen to him (he considers himself attacked by Macdonald):—"It used
not to be customary among militant internationalists, writing outside their own
country, to formulate judgements with the brutality that Ramsay Macdonald
manifests in his impressions of Lucerne. . . . In general orie 15 careful to refrain from
taking sides in the quarrels of a national section” [of the International]. Then why
does not Renaudel practise what he preaches¢ Has anyone in the French move-
ment, except Albert Thomas, been more bitter in denunciation of Lenin and the
Bolsheviks!!!

(1ii.) At Lucerne, Hilferding, of the German Independent Socialifls, spoke
heatedly of the repressive activities of the German “Majority” Sociali§ts towards
the working classes, and asked the meeting to take cognisance of the fa&t. Mr.
Arthur Henderson, as Chairman, refused to do so on the ground that the Inter-
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national was not concerned with the disputes of Sociali§ls in any given country.
But has not Mr. Henderson himself been very prominent in interfering in the
“quarre!s” of the Russian Sociali§ts¢ It is only a twelve-month ago that he was
actually engaged in promoting intervention in Russia against the Bolsheviks—and if
this is not Dire@ A¢tion, what is¢ .

(111.) Speaking at Browning Hall, Walworth, on September 4, on Dire A&ion,
Mr.Henderson said (according to the Daily News), as a“warning” to the “extremists”:
—"When Labour has conquered political power and has taken over the machinery
of Government, are we prepared to allow aminority to oppose a Labour' programme
of social and economic reform¢ Are we going to allow them to ditate that pro-
gramme by unconstitutional methods¢ If I know anything of organised Labour, a
Labour Government would fight to the very last ditch against any policy of Direct
Ation by any minority, whatever it may like to call itself.”

Very good! In Russia “political” power and economic power (which Mr. Henderson
and his friends always overlook, although a fundamental principle) were in
November, 1917, taken over almost bloodlessly by the labouring masses, which,
under the guidance of the Bolsheviks, have put forward on a grand scale a scheme of
social reconstruction such as the world has never seen. Minorities, egged on by the
Entente agents, have, by every conceivable means, endeavoured to upset this
scheme. The Bolsheviks and their supporters are fizhting, if not yet to the last ditch,
at least desperately to maintain their hard-earned gains, against these attempts at
sabotage. Why, therefore, has Mr. Henderson for two vears been heaping abuse on
them¢ What is the meaning of it¢ Is it because he imagines himself standing in the
penumbra of the premiership¢

(iv.) Violently anti-Bolshevik also are the Guild Sociali§ts of the Right Wing.
Most prominent of these with his pen has been, and is, Mr. C. E. Bechhofer. A
year ago this writer was championing the “cause” of the egregious and utterly dis-
credited Kerensky, later that of the “delightful democrat” Koltchak, and is now,
judging by-an article ir. the Daily Chronicle of September 15, hobnobbing with Vir.
Gregor Alexinsky as representing the “real Russia” Kerensky and Koltchak we
know; Alexinsky is not so well known here. In a recent issue of the Railway Review
(and €1ill more recently in the Herald) he clairmed to be a member of the “Edinstvo”
group—a quite insignificant pro-war group that consisted of Plehanov (now dead)
and his handful of followers. Even during the period of the Russian Provisional
Governments the influence of this group was quite negligible. And can one wonder
at it,seeing that in the spring of 1917 its leader, Plehanov, was dined and wined at
the Ritz by our Government officials prior to travelling to Norway in a British war-
ship en route for Petrograd! But there is something more.

When the Tsar arrested the ele¢ted radical deputies of the 2nd Duma in
1907, Alexinsky showed very well his revolutionary devotion. The radical
factions of the Duma decided then not to fly. They wanted to use theirarrest
as a 1a§t means of propaganda in order to raise the Russian people to a revo-
lutionary protest against violation. When one of the members of the Duma
learned of the decision of the Tsar and Stolypin he called up the famous
Socialist Tseretelli, proposing to help him to run away. Tseretelli answered
over the telephone: “The real representatives of the people are never cowards,
they remain in their place.” They were arrested two hours later; some of
them died in Siberia. Fhose who remained alive returned to Petrograd ill
and exhausted ten years later at the beginning of the Revolution Mr.
Alexinsky was the single man who feared to suffer. He ran away from
Petrograd, having left all his comrades. It now seems a safe thing to speak
again abroad, and he speaks.

The above paragraph is a verbatim exta¢t from an article by Gregory Zilboorg in
the American weekly, The New Republic, of August 13, 1919—an article in which he
combats the idea that the American pro-Koltchak periodical, Struggling Russia,
represents the Russian people. Zilboorg acted as Secretary to the Minitry of
Libour at Petrozrad under the Russian Provisional Government and arrived in
New York in the spring of this year.

t0
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The dazzling nature of Mr. Bechhofer’s many and varied talents must not blind
one to the fact that he is quite “out of court” in pretending to speak for the Russian
working masses. He appears entirely to have forgotten that early in the war, after a
;hort 'aojoum in Russia, he wrote a book—Russia at the Cross-roads. On page 189

e said:—

Moreover, unless we are to assume without warrant that a great nation
can be imprisoned for ever, sooner or later, if the Dardanelles are not made
Russian by this war, the war will have to be fought again.

Here, indeed, is “dirty work at the cross-roads”! To imagine that the peasant
iabourer in the black-earth belt of Ukraine or in the corn lands of the Volga Provinces,
the worker in the factories of Moscow and Yekaterinoslav or in the mines of the
Urals, should be slaughtered in the interedts of such imperialistic conquests, con-
Stitutes an outlook such as can have, and has, no relation to the aspirations of the
toiling masses of Russia, as, indeed, they endeavoured to make clear to the world
immediately after the firét revolution of 1917. And at that we will lea\:: itf’

. P. L.

THUS SPAKE GEORGE N. BARNES

“The Materialist Conception of History must cease to be a mere phrase for
point-gaining discussionaires.”—ARTHUR McManus.

T the Browning Settlement in Walworth a number of “willing-to-do-weel”
kind of bodies have been conferring upon “Labour and Religion,” and
much hot air and gospel have been dumped upon an unresisting world.
Among the §tar performers was no less a personage than Geo. N. Barnes
(who once wrote a pamphlet life of Marx!). And he, ably supported by sundry
Governmentalists, National Democrats and Patriotic Socialists, spake of the perni-
cious influence of middle-class men in the Labour Movement. When such as these
gegiq to mouth the phrases of class-consciousness it is time to consider our ways and
e wise. .

This is, of course, not an example of the thing at which McManus aimed his
criticism. At lea§t, not so at fir§t sight. On a second view it will be found to be a
beautiful example of an inverse variety of that thing—a metaphysical ab&traction
substituted for a concrete reality.

Because hi§tory can only be unders§tood as a series of class §truggles, and because
these $truggling classes are impelled by the opposition of their material interest, and
because the present stage of history presents us with the §truggle of Capitalist versus
Working Classes whose interests are opposite, therefore—what¢

Barnes and Co., you see, are not above the old Parliamentary trick of “catching
the Whigs bathing and stealing their clothes.” But do not some of us rather play into
their hands¢ It is just as big a fault to imagine that any given proletarian has all the
abstraét qualities of his class as it is to endow the abstract conception of Class with
all the qualities of a particular concrete individual or group. Itis notoriously absurd
to suppose for instance that all proletarians are conscious of their real relation to
their tellows and society. It is equally absurd to suppose that all middle-class
men are in purposeful solidarity with their class. Precisely because the concepts
of class and class-$§truggle are so indispensable they must be used with dialectic
discrimination.

The essential point of our educational endeavour is, I take it, to transform a num-
ber of mentally-isolated individuals into consciously related parts of a whole—to take
individuals who, so far as they are aware, “just happen” to work for wages into under-
Standing members of the wage-working class; work that would be impossible had
we not to aid us their class-in§tin@ produced by their material conditions. To
transform class-instinét into class-consciousness is the work in front of us, and to
effe¢t the change we have but to break the spell of the bourgeois ideology with which
normally all proletarian brains are saturated. It must be remembered (and this is the
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use of the Materiali§t Conception of History) that, until the forces of Revolution
are so large and well-organised that the Revolution is in progress, the normal
proletarian is mentally a bourgeois from birth. Hence it is inevitable that even
among those willing to recite the phrases of revolution and honestly to play their
part in the §truggle, some bourgeois ideas, modes of reasoning and judgements will
remain as mental lumber to the end.

Barnes presents the entertaining spectacle of Satan reproving sin! A member of a
bourgeois Cabinet reproves the middle-class individuals in the Labour movement,
because they are, he thinks, weaning the workers from their allegiance to the
bourgeois State and its institutions! It does not in any way excuse Barnes 10 point
out that the individuals at whom his criticism was aimed are propagating an ideology
which is anything but proletarian—at best a petty-bourgeois utopian humanitari-
anism and radicalism. This latter is objectionable because it is inadequate to our
social needs. (That it is petty-bourgeois is an explanation; not, in itself, a con-
demnation. Petty-bourgeois ideas are quite right—for the petty-bourgeoisie.)
And when Barnes, personally assisting, as he is and has been, 1n the subjection of
the workers’ brains and imaginations to the illusions, sophistries and cants of the
Great Bourgeoisie, poses as critic of the intelletuals of the Little Bourgeoisie and
does so (aided by his camouflage of “Labour” member) “in the interests of Labour”
the result would be hideously grotesque were it not so grotesquely hideous.

What requires to be pressed upon all students is the usefulness of the Materialist
Concept as a means of distinguishing between the apparent and the real aims of
men and movements—and that, too, without recourse to the bourgeois yelp of
dishonesty.

. Just as in real life we distinguish between what a man is and what he thinks
he is, so we cannot judge a revolutionary period by its opinion of itself.—
MaRx.

To themselves the Parliamentary leaders seemed defenders of the ex-
iSting constitution in Church and State against the revolutionary changes of
the King. In reality the greatest innovation of all lay in the claim of the
Commons that Church and State should be controlled by the representatives
of the people, not by the will of. the King.—FIRTH, Oliver Cromwell.

Is there no similar illusion obsessing the workers’ §truggle to-day¢ If the class-
§truggle be viewed from a loop-hole in the watch-tower of some bold and theoreti-
cally perfet section, will it not present a far different perspective than if viewed from
an observatory whose purview takes in the whole class—those struggling instinc-
tively as well as those struggling consciously¢ It will be found that many “move-
ments” which are ideologically advanced are in practice clogs and hindrances upon
the workers’ class Sstruggle. And, contrariwise, many movements which are ideologi-
cally backward are none the less in practice df great revolutionary potentiality.

If as the poet has it—

“It's war we're in—not Politics;
It’s syS§tems wrestling now—not Parties,””

then the maxims of some who made war a trade may serve our turn. On the eve of
battle Nelson signalled his fleet:—"If through smoke or other cause admiral’s
signals cannot be distinguished, no captain wili do wrong who lays his ship alongside
that of an enemy.” I derive much comtort from that saying. Iinterpretit to mean that
wherever a fight §tarts between the worker and his boss it is our business to join
in—even though the workers involved may have illusions about the origin and end
of the §truggle. And, by the same token, our education should supply an under-
standing that will bring agreement—not weapons to enable us to score off each
other. I say Amen to McManus and Tom Bell. THos. A. JACKSON.

DONATIONS TO OUR "KEEN-A-BOB” FUND.

E.and C.P., 2s.; M. Senberg, gs.; T. Wall, 2s.; P. Thomas, 1s.; E. Wright, 1s. 6d.;
C. Butterworth, 2s. 6d.; W. G. Davies, £1; E. Schofield, 3s. 6d.; J. D. W,, 4s.;
G, Wright, 18,; Two Jones's, 3s.; T. Jones, 8s.; C, Fletcher, 3s. 6d. Total, £3 1s,
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ERGATOCRACY AND THE SHOP STEWARDS’
MOVEMENT
III

HE slave-holding sy$tem, the feudal sy§lem, the city patriciates of the days

of guild producion, and finally the capitalist sySlem in its various phases

down to the latter-day develcpments ot financial capital and experiments in

§tate capitalism—all have been different varieties ot ownership rule, and all
have found their political expression in different varieties of class §tate. The re-
volutions whereby a later phase of proprietorship has been sub§tituted for an earlier
have been far less vital than the revolution now aclually in progress, wherein owner~
ship rule will yield place to ergatocracy. This is the revolution in which the working
class, rising at length to pcwer, will permanently atolish class; this is the revolution
in which the proletariat will fulfil its hi§toric missicn by realising communist
ergatocracy, just as the bourgeoisie fulfilled its historic mission by realising capitalist
democracy. Since the days when, with the growth of what for three-quarters of a
century has been known as the Sociali§t movement, the function of the modern
working class as a revolutionary force began to be understood, three main methods
of advance have been simultaneously or successively essayed: trade unionism (old
§lyle); co-operation; and labourism, or the attempt to organise the battalions of
labour upcn the parliamentary battlefield, the attempt to secure the triumph of the
proletariat by wresting frcm the bourgeoisie its own finished instrument of parlia-
mentary democracy. We need not wasle time and space in the PLEBs by discussing
the reasons,for the failure of craft unionism, which, as the years roll by, is ever more
effectively “nobbled” in the interest of the master class. Prcducétive co-operation is a
proved impracticability under the capitali§t harrow; and distributive co-operation,
though not without its advantages in certain respe(ls, is as little likely to bring about
a revolution as a brigade of pea-shcoters would be to capture a maxim-gun position.
Parliamentary democracy may be left to the Sociali$ts whose robust faith in its
efficacy §till survives, and to their Labourist associates (titled and untitled, decorated
and undecorated, in office or discharged from office); no Plebeian will wish to Stake
his money on a dead horse. For new times, new methods. The fundamental
teaching we desire to convey in these articles may be summed up in a single sen-
tence. The shop §tewards’ movement is the means by which the proletariat will
fulfil its historic mission; viewed in the perspective of the future, the shop stewards’
movement will be recognised as the instrument of the twentieth century revolu-
tion, the revolution that inaugurated ergatocracy.

It is not suggested that the shop stewards and their supporters, all or most, are
to-day consciously inspired by such an zim. Were they so inspired, there would te
no occasion for the present articles, and ccmmunist ergatocracy in Great Britain
would be a year or two nearer than itis. The immediate goal of the shop $tewards’
movement s to secure the control of induétry by the workers through organisation
in the workshop. The point on which we have to insi§t, in summarising the philoso-
phy of the new development, is that the economic revolution thus to be effe¢ted
inevitably entails the sccial revoluticn in its entirety. Unless the workers’ com-
mittees, grasping the ccntrol of industry, are fully prepared, not merely to maintain
and more than maintain prcduction, tut further to assume and to discharge with
enhanced efficiency and in the workers’ interest the social, educative, and political
functions now discharged (however inefficiently from the workers’ point of view) by
the various organs of the capitali§t §tate—unless they are desirous of doing these
things and competent to do these things, chaos will ensue; or the capitali§t §tate
will remain in being, and even the control of indutry by the workers' committees
will prove to have been nothing more than a breath upon the face of the waters.
The workers cannot fulfil their historic mission until the time is ripe, and whether
the time is or is not ripe we shall learn, as far as this country is concerned, by the
way in which, during the next few months, the more active protagonists in the shop
stewards’ movement comport themselves in view of the peculiar needs of the hour.
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“The petty bourgeois revolutioni§t who wavers at every turn, hesitating between
confidence and fits of despair, is” (writes Lenin, The Soviets at Work, p. 41) “no sure
foundation for a Socialist §tate. We need the regular march of the iron battalions of
the proletariat.” Agreed, tavarish, agreed; but these same iron battalions must know
whither they are marching, and how best to advance along the road. We have no
Lenin here, nor need of one. Russian conditions are peculiar, and perchance an ex-
ariftocratic “intellectual” such as yourself, an ex-bourgeois “intellectual” such as
Trotsky, may have been indispensable factors in the Bolshevik revolution. Here, at
any rate, the working-class movement is fashioning its own intellectuals in the Labour
colleges and the Marxist classes; is turning them out by hundreds at a time. Such
men and women have no parliamentary ambitions, no taste for the honeyed sweets
of trade union officialdom. Except for those who become teachers in the colleges or
join the §taffs of the new revolutionary papers, they remain workers in the industrial
field, and there they can best carry on the campaign which is their labour of love.
There, in the workshop, at the bench, they can diffuse the revolutionary virus, deadly
to our enemies, but the breath of life to ourselves. True, indeed, is what Lenin said
z Ransome: “England may seem to you untouched, but the microbe is already
ere.”

In the workshop the present writers, who are not industrial workers, can play no
dire@ part. Their place is in the PLEBs laboratory, that laboratory where the virus
of revolution may be subjected to the process known to baéteriologiéts as “intensi-
fication.” As far as the $train of germs now under consideration is concerned, one
or at most two more instalments of this series of papers should serve to complete the
forcing process. EDEN and CEDAR PAUL.

THE LABOUR RESEARCH DEPARTMENT

N the growth of working-class organisations within the §tructure of capitalist

civilisation there comes a $tage when special organs must be developed to aid the

workers in their struggle. Just as the employers are tightening up their organisa-

tions, establishing press bureaux, publicity sections, statistical departments
and funds, and bodies for one or other of their purposes, so in like manner the workers
must build up their own in§truments for particular purposes. This has been re-
cognised on the Continent, where special “Commissions” and “Bureaux” have long
been in existence.

It is to meet this need in Britain that the Labour Research Department has been
built up, for the purpose of colleting $tatistics and materials from which informa-
tion can be supplied to working-class organisations. Before the war the workers in
this country had to rely in many things upon information which came from capitalist
sources. That information might be accurate, but on the other hand it might not.
And they were in somewhat the same position as the old Tsardom, which had
depended on the Prussian manufacurers for its supply of munitions of war. Of course
here and there workers possessed all the information they desired. But this was not
true of the majority who possessed instead the educational as well as the economic
heritage of the wage-slave. Even where it was known exactly what information
would be of use, it was not known where to find it. Every reader of the PLEBS knows
how often the question is asked—"“Where can I get a book on such and such a
Zubi;&{" Of the existence of a need for an information bureau there can be no

oubt.

On the other hand, if a research department is to be of use to Labour, it muét be
prepared to answer all questions that are of interest to Labour, whether these have a
temporary use or even where the questioner is on a wrong tack. There must be no
attempt to give anything more than information. The value of an information
bureau is destroyed once there is the slightest suspicion that an attempt is being
made to guide the inquirer instead of simply satisfying his thirét for facts. And men
would avoid it as they avoid a barber who attempts to sell you marvellous lotions
instead of cutting your hair. It may seem difficult, particularly under the hi§toric
conditions of Britain, to make an organisation for the supply of facts acceptable

10w
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to more than one section of the organised workers. But the proof of the pudding is in
the eating, and the Research pudding has been eagerly eaten by almost every section
of the Labour movement. Both left wing and right wing, Marxians and Fabians,
class-conscious and unclass-conscious, have recognised the value of an organisation
which has passed a self-denying ordinance to furnish faéts and only faéts to inquirers,
and, like the character in Shaw’s Major Barbara (Bernard Shaw, it may be noted, is
the Chairman of the Labour Research Department), keeps the true faith of an
Armourer, supplying munitions to all sections of the working class, without dis-
tinction of view, policy, or outlook.

Accordingly, trade unions, trades councils and co-operative societies, as well as
Socialist bodies, find the Labour Research Department of use, and aid it in turn by
their affiliations. To them, as well as to the individual members—among$t whom are
numbered not a few members of the Plebs League—is sent out the Monthly
Circ;xlar, which summarises all events, facts, and happenings of importance to the
workers.

Among the a@ivities of the Department is an inquiry into the Organisation of
Capital. In the last few years there have only been one or two writers who have kept
the workers informed of the development of employers’ associations and their
organisation. They have done yeoman work, but the subje is now become so vast
that even if Marx were to rise from the dead he would find it difficult to keep touch
with the host of new faéls to which his generalisations apply. The Labour Research
Department has accumulated as much material as it can bearing upon the organisa-
tion of capital; what is now required is that those who are keenly interested shall co-
operate in the work. For this Research work is very largely carried on by voluntary
helpers. Again, the Research Department is engaged in the acquisition of docu-
ments, historical and current, that explain the position of the workers’ organisations
in other countries. An international se¢tion has been set up, and it is hoped to be
able shortly to compile a store of information about the European proletariat.

It has been necessary to cite instances of what has actually been done in order to
reduce the idea of working-class research to concrete form. But the main thing is not
this or that organisation, but the necessity for a body devoted to this one purpose.
The contention that it is only machinery does not detra@ from its importance. For
machinery of which this is but one kind, may, if rightly used, make all the differ-
ence between a temporary upheaval and a permanent success.

The crisis of the capitalist method of production is very near, and the workers
must be thoroughly equipped to take full advantage of the hour. The Russian people,
after the short-lived triumph of 1905, had to pass through the long agony of Stoly-
pin's White Terror before they finally succeeded in 1917. No one would wish a
repetition of that experience to be suffered by any other section of the proletariat.
But if the proletariat are to wait on the bitter lessons of experience, if they are not to
be equipped beforehand with their special organs for this purpose and that, the fir§t
triumph of the uprising working class will be short-lived and the parent of despair.

PAGE ArNOT.
THE MEET

At an E.C. meeting held on Sunday, September 14th, it was
decided that, subject to the permission of the Governors, the
Plebs Meet be held at the College, on Saturday, November 8th,
at 2 o'clock.

There will be a Sccial in the evening.

Branches and individuals are requested to send in any resolu-
ticns for the Agenda nct later than the 18th of October. All
resolutions and full particulars of the Agenda will be published
in the Ncvember PLEBS.
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“PLEBS” NOTES AND NEWS

T LAST! The PLEBs has an Office! The work has grown so much lately
that a home of our own became imperative. The difficulty was to find
anything suitable—within our means. Finally we decided to ask the
Governors of the College to rent us an unused basement room in the
College, and this they consented to do. Please note that our new address is—

11A Penywern Road,
Earl’s Court, S.W.5.

The room is large, with a good cupboard and shelves, and is well suited in every way
for our purpose. More of this later; suffice it to say (jut as a hint to be going on with)
zrelca'nnot do without furniture or a gas stove! And there’ll be the rent to pay regu-
y!
L3

-

THE preparations for the winter classes are going on with such vigour that the
secretaries are too busy to write long accounts of same. We hope to publish a full
Directory of Classes soon and all secretaries desirous of their class being included in
the list are asked to forward particulars at once. Great service would be done for
the movement if secretaries would get to know about all classes held—those con-
nected with other organisations, as well as Plebs and C.L.C. classes. Though our
diretory would only include the latter, yet particulars of other classes would be
most useful. Now that the Collegeis reopened, we hope it will be possible toorganise
a Conference and unify the whole movement.

&

By the ume this magazine is in the hands of our readers the formal reopening of
the Labour College will have taken place, and work will once more be in full swing.
Reports of the opening will doubtless have appeared in the daily and weekly press,
so that PLEBs space being limited, we shall, unless any superfine flowers of rhetoric
demand comment later, ask Plebeians to be content with this brief reference here.
Twenty-nine Students are in residence. Besides the N.U.R. and S.W.M.F. scholar-
ships the following organisations are sending Students:—Northumberland Miners,
Fores§t of Dean Miners, Dyers’ and Bleachers’' Federation, and the following
districts of the S.W.M.F.:—Tredegar, Rhondda, Aberdare, Garw, Monmouth
Western Valleys, Mon. Eastern Valleys, and Pontypridd. Quite a number of
applications have had to be refused because of lack of accommodation, but extension
of the premises is, we understand, under consideration, and in addition to increased
accommodation for men, it is hoped to make provision for a hostel for women
resident Students.

o L 2 - L

WE are exceedingly glad to report that through the enthusiastic efforts of keen
Plebeians within the organisation the following resolution, moved by the Bradford
branch of the Po§tmen's Federation, was carried at the Amalgamation Conference
of the Postal Unions:—*That the E.C. of the Amalgamated Society take the neces-
sary Steps to become part owners and controllers with the N.U.R. and the S.W.M.F.
of the Labour College, and e§tablish Scholarships to enable members of the Union
of Postal Workers to attend that institution.” We heartily congratulate our friends on
the success of their efforts, and would urge them to continue their good work by
seeing that the resolution is carried into effect; resolutions having a bad habit of
remaining mere pious expressions of opinion unless those responsible for them see
to it that they are translated into action.

L3 % &

A LaBoUR COLLEGE meeting was held at Berkeley Hall, Glasgow, on the Monday
of Congress week. C. T. Cramp was in the chair, and Noah Ablett, after reviewing
the history of the College, spoke on the necessity of independence in working-class
education. J. H. Thomas, during a speech on the value of education, said that
“The railwaymen and miners were so convinced of the necessity of giving to young
workmen the educational opportunities denied to those before them, that they had
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THE BALANCE-SHEET

T is safe to say that the year we have just passed through has been the most
critical for us for various reasons. The price of paper crippled us quite early in

the year, and the Military Service Acts deprived us of helpers and editor before

months had %one by. We faced the year with more work and less folk to

help us than ever before. However, we have not only survived, but find ourselves
with a better-looking balance-sheet than ever before.

It will be noted that the expenditure does not include the salary paid to the Secre-
tary during the months when the editor was in France, but this was paid out of a
separate fund admini€tered by H. Pratt, who will present the account to the Meet.

We have not paid our way this year on the sales of the Magazine, but, owing to the
generous help of friends who sent donations, it will beseen that the deficit has been
morc than made up. The policy of the E.C. in asking for donations rather than in

gull e price while paper was §till dear, and no increase in size was possible, has
y justified. We are now once more paying our way each month, and we
hopc to continue doing so. Anything that our friends like to send along will £till be
welcome. We pay for none of the work that is done for us, we need oftice furniture
and a fund to run the office, we could expand and go out after a circulation if it were
possible for us to employ a clerk, in fac, if we only had a little more income we could .
soon double it!*

The Secretary wishes to thank all friends who helped so much during the trying
time la<t year. It was not only the actual cash donations, but the cheering letters and
enthusiastic support that helped the very depleted garrison to keep the flag flying.
And if we could keep going 1ast year, then we can keep going any year!

FINANCIAL STATEMENT
Auguét 14, 1918, to July 314%, 1919.

RECEIPTS. £ s. d.
Cash in hand. PLEBS account, July 31§, 1918 . . .. 20 6 ¢}
Cash in hand. Publications account, ]uly 3x§t. 1918 .o .. 27 8 4
Sales of Magazines .. . .. .. 35719 8
Sales of Publications .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 34315 5
League Subscriptions .. .o . . .o .o .. 1519 6
Donations .o . . . .. .. - .o I42 11 2
Advertisements ., . . . . . . .o 519 6
Affiliation Fees .. .. .. . . .. . .o 118 6
Loans .. . . . .e . . . .. 8117 o
£1,002 15 10}
EXPENDITURE. P
s. d.
Printing (Magazine, £423 17s. 7d.; Pubhcauom, £359 4s. 9d ) .. 783 2 4
Despatch of Magazmes (and books) . .. 65 3 o
Advertisements . . . .. . .. 6 8 6
Office Material . .. 9 9 si
Miscellaneous (La§t Meet, Duplncat Travellmg Expcnsu, ctc ) .. 1013 7
Repaid Loan and Grant to Organ. Fund .. .o .« 9513 4
£970 10 2{
Cashin hand .. . .. . . .. .. .. 32 5 8
£1,002 15 10}
Audited and found corre@, Augudl, 1919, _——
ARTHUR MACMANUS.

W. REECE.
* Double what—Income or Circulationf—ED. Both.—SE&c.
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BALANCE-SHEET
LIABILITIES £ s d.
To late: Treasurer (Loans 1913 and 1914) .. . . .. 42 9 I
. £ s d.
Cupboard, Typewriter, Office Material . .. . .. 25 0 O
Outstanding accounts .. . .o . . . . 60 0 o
Books in $tock (approx.) . .. .. . . .. 110 0 O
Cashinhand .. .. .. .. . .. . .. 32 5 8
£227 5 8
Liabilities oo . .. .. .. . .. .. 42 9 I

~

Surplus .. . .. . . . . . .. £184 16

CORRESPONDENCE

WHAT’S IN A NAMEY

EAR COMRADE,—It is, perhaps, unlikely that the writers of “Erga-

tocracy and the Shop Stewards’ Movement” will pause in their somewhat

Stately §tride to answer comments, favourable or unfavourable. By the

time the article sequence is finished, the coming of the British revolution

may in large part have refuted Rothstein’s criticism. As for Comrade Jackson, beer

is a good drink on occasions, but he might remember that the PLEBS does not attempt

to appeal pre-eminently to those who habitually drink beer and think beer. A famous

?hxlosopher once wrote a definition of Evolution as follows:—"Evolution is a change

rom an indefinite, incoherent homogeneity to a definite, coherent heterogeneity,

through continuous differentiations and integrations.” A ditinguished mathema-

tician thought he could ridicule the definition and its writer by “translating the

formula into plain English,” thus:—“Evolution is a change from a nohowish, un-

talkaboutable, all-alikeness, to a somehowish and in-general talkaboutable not-all-

alikeness, by continuous somethingelseifications and $ticktogetherations.” I

commend to Jackson and others interested the philosopher’s reply, which will be

foulnd on pp. 519 to 524 of the §tandard edition of Herbert Spencer’s Firs? Prin-
ciples.

But it would be a pity to let a month pass without a rejoinder to Fred Casey, who
welcomes the word “ergatocracy,” and suggests shortening it to “ergocracy.” I may
venture to point out that, while usage is the final arbiter as to the form of a word, a
new term has a much better chance of acceptance if it is (1) euphonious and (2)
etymologically correct. In point of euphony, I think “ergatocracy” and its deriva-
tives greatly preferable, whilst there can be no doubt that the longer form is more
scholarly. Without prejudice to the question whether the Greeks are as dead as
Jackson asserts (Greek is unique among extant European languages in having
undergone minimal changes during the 1ast 2,500 years), it is to classical Greek that
western Europe turns when a new name has to be found, whether for a concrete
object like the telephone or for an abstract idea like ergatocracy. Now ergon is “work,”
and “ergocracy” would mean “the rule of work,” whereas ergates is “a worker,” and
“ergatocracy” means “the rule of the workers"—which is precisely what we are out
to secure. It is as ERGATOCRACY that the word will be acclimatised internationally,
in the Slav, the Teutonic, and the Latin tongues. As soon as the newness is worn off
it will pass unchallenged as current coin, and we shall wonder how we ever carried
on our mental exchanges without it. At least, that is the opinion of

Yours fraternally,
AN ERGATOCRAT.

P.S.—If our wireless installation were in proper working order, Comrade Lenin
would have had the contents of the April PLEBS before he made his speech on the
Third International at Moscow on April 15th (reproduced in the Socialist of
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tember 11th). Then he would have been able to use the new terminology,
inftead of continuing to talk of the di§tintion between “proletarian democracy” and
“bourgeois democracy.”

JoBN S. CLArkE's POEMS

DEgAR CoMRrADE,—In his review of J. S. Clarke’s Satires, Lyrics and Poems, in last
month's PLEBs, J. F. H. somewhat vehemently denies that there is music in Clarke'’s
poetry. He attributes to me the assertion that Clarke combines the humour of Hood
with the music of Burns. If he had read the Preface more carefully he would have
seen that the §tatement was not made by me (though I agree with it) but by one of
our greatest living men of letters. In case anyone who has read my remarks may be
{ed by J. F. H. to think that I place myself in that sele¢t category, I beg leave to say
here that I do not. If your reviewer insists on considering me one of the literary
great ones of the earth—well, there is no accounting for taste, as the milkman is
alleged to have said when the housemaid kissed his pony. It is a pity he does not give
an example of music as he “understands the term in relation to poetry.” As I under-
§tand it, there is a great deal of it in, say, “A Ballad of Commonwealth” (page 54).
If J. F. H. could not find it there the explanation may be that he was too much excited
by his own particular discovery—guts in relation to poetry.

By the way, when Clarke says that a man has got no guts, he is not referring to a
physical peculiarity, but indicating the absence of a certain moral quality. It really
seems necessary to point this out to a man who can ask in all seriousness if Clarke
pleads poetic license for making Palzolithic man and the Mammoth contem-
poraries of the pterodactyl, the brontosaur and triceratops. I do not know how
Clarke will answer the question. My own opinion is that *’Twas Ever Thus” is a
bit of pure fun and is not meant to be “scientific” (much-abused word!) We have
comic artists of the bourgeois variety like Lawson Wood and E. T. Reed who
depi&t Primitive man indulging in chariot races and similar sports with brontosaurs
and other fearsome wild fowl for $teeds. Is this to be accounted cleverness in a
middle-class artist and lack of it in a working-class poet¢ But there are other glaring
anachronisms in the book. In “Paradise Postponed” Satan quotes the Communist
Manifesto. Poetic license, J. F. H.¢ In the Dedication there is a reference to “the
kid-gloved troglodyte.” Poetic li—no, J. F. H., you were only joking, after all.

A word about “Three of Them,” to whose “§taggering list of epithets and adjec-
tives” your contributor objects. This piece was written during the 4o-hours’ §trike.
At such a time, when men's blood is up, inveétive is your only wear. Hand-picked
adjectival embellishments may be suited to the moods of superior people, but
Clarke’s vigorous workshop language more readily “fetches” Henry, whose maiding
name is Dubb.

I quite agree that J. S. C. does not need comparisons with other writers. He can
§tand on his own guts, so to speak. But what on earth has he in common with
Sassoon¢

May I, in conclusion, be allowed to express regret that J. F. H. should have se-
leQ@ed for criticism two or three comparatively unimportant little pieces. We have
it on the authority of Sassoon's bishop that the ways of God are §trange. So also are
those of some reviewers. Yours fraternally,

P. LaviN.

[J. F. H. writes:—A good old row with a fellow book-lover is a joy too good to be
missed, so I shall not apologise for replying as fully as space permits to Lavin's
counter-attack. First blood goes to him; I ought to have read, or to have quoted,
rather, his Preface more carefully, and to have credited “one of our greatest living
men of letters,” and not Lavin himself, with the remark with which I §till cordially
disagree. (By the way, being possessed of—or by—a passion for literary gossip, 1
can’t help wondering about the identity of that great unnamed, and whether he's of
“the bourgeois variety” or a real proletarian¥¢)

I find it difficult to define, or to give brief specimens of, “music as I under§tand
the term in relation to poetry.” Isuppose it's a matter partly of conscious technique,
partly of an intuitive and more or less un-analysable “magic” in the use of words—
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quite apart from the value of the sentiments expressed. Every great poet has his
own individual “magic,” peculiar to himself. I find no music (as I understand the
term, etc., etc.) in “A Ballad of Commonwealth.,” I find a simple, dumpity-dump
kind of rhythm, and a number of terribly time-worn phrases *a beauteous land and
fair,” “soft maternal glow,” “bells of Freedom ring,” and so on). If Lavin is not
conscious of the difference between a poem like this, and, say, Morris’s “Death Song”
and “The Day is Coming,” or Chesterton’s “Call upon the Wheels, Master,” or
Ewer’s “1814-1914" and “The Sinn Fein Dead,” or Francis Adams’ “Anarchism,”
then I'm afraid nothing I can say will help him. And I think a lot of J. S. Clarke's

would be all the simpler and stronger if many of his “hand-picked adjectival
embellishments” were deleted. .

Despite the density Lavin imputes to me, I really did understand that Clarke used
the term “guts” to indicate “a certain moral quality.” I used the term in the same
sense myself, and it is that particular moral quality which, as I said before, seems to
me Clarke’s strongest point. It's just that quality—a faculty of expressing certain
emotions raw, so to speak, and undiluted—that he $truck me as having in common
with Sassoon.

No, I don’t account as cleverness in a midd!e-class artit what I condemn in a
working-class poet. I think Lawson Wood's and E. T. Reed’s “pre-hi€toric” humour
is pretty cheap, anyhow, and has done considerable harm in encouraging muddled
ideas about early history—worse, in encouraging average people to regard it as
merely a funny and unimportant matter, fit subject only for comic pi€tures. Which
is why I was rather sorry Clarke did the same thing—when he might have set a good
example to the “bourgeois variety.” The in€tance of Satan quoting the Communis?
Manifeslo is not analogous; Satan being notoriously capable of quoting Scripture
(any Scripture) for his purpose.

As for Lavin’s complaint that I singled out “two or three comparatively unim-
portant little pieces” for criticism—well, that’s begging the whole question. He and
I, I'm afraid, would totally disagree as to which were the important or unimportant
ones. I mentioned last month some of those I particularly liked; a further reading of
Clarke’s volume hasn't altered my taste.]

“THE PLEBS"” BOOKSHELF

O one can charge Mark Starr with any lack of sweet reasonableness in his

attempt, on another page of this issue, to deal faithfully with Ramsay

Macdonald. But his accusation of “in all things neither hot nor cold” has

been pretty well justified by one of Macdonald's articles in Forward, which
has appeared since M.S. sent in his MS. “I hail with unfeigned pleasure,” says
Macdonald, “the economic §tudies of our younger men.” That makes you sit bolt
upright, doesn’t it¢ But without a pause he goes on—*I disagree with those friends
o? mine who think that such $tudies by themselves will put not only the weapon of
emancipation into the hands of the workers, but also the skill and knowledge to use
it.” “Studies by themselves”! Thing in itself! But who ever claimed that such
Studies by themselves would put not only, etc., etc.t Still—it’s a sign of grace, at any
rate, that Macdonald is hailing with unfeigned pleasure the economic §tudies of his
juniors. I regret to report that he proceeds to urge that “attached to every Labour
College and class should be something like a Military Staff College, the studies in
which should be historical, and should include impartially scientific inquiries into
why Labour has failed, why revolutions have split,” etc., etc. Why this morbid
craving for “impartiality”¢ Hasn’t Macdonald yet realised that the wretched word
is suspe@¢ ... And in view of his own “neither hot nor cold” attitude towards
Russia, it smacks of the ironical to hear him wondering “why revolutions have split,
and why so many bright mornings have ended in days of cloud and cold and dark-

ness.”
* * » * L 3 * * *

I am not going to review Hilferding’s Boehm-Bawerk's Criticism of Marx (S.L.
Press). For one thing, it’s a little outside my beat. But I would like to say one thing
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about it—which I trust won’t be taken unkindly. Is it the type of book we most need
at the present time¢ I'm in hearty agreement with what Arthur MacManus and Tom
Bell have written recently in the PLEBs about the need for “popularising” our teach-
ing; simplifying it to essentials, and §tating those (as the Russians have done) in such
a way that he who runs may read—and understand. Hilferding’s is not a book of that
kind. If ever a writer was in imminent peril of being submerged beneath a §todgy
mass of commentators, pedants and verbali§ts—pro and anti—that writer is Marx.
And if ever a writer needed simplification, and not amplification, it is he. (It’s not
heresy to say that, is it¢) . . . Hilferding’s book is the work of a German commenta-
tor, as distin, let us say, from a Russian—or a Merthyr—pamphleteer. And it
seems to me that we've far too many commentaries already, and that our need is for
re-§tatements, designed for plain workers, not scholars. ... One other point—
wouldn't the book have been made more interesting by a brief note on its author, and
his §tanding in the German movement? He is by r-- means the be§t-known figure
among Continental Socialiéts; and even a discuss.on on economic theory is illu-
minated (for ordinary mortals—I can’t speak for Scotsmen) by some idea of the per-
sonality behind the propusitions.
* » * * * * * *

The Sunday Chronicle recently had a surprisingly complimentary paragraph
about G.B.S. in its gossip-about-the-great column. Which surprised me, because
the Manchester oracle didn’t talk that way at the time Commonsense About the War
appeared. Then I remembered that a week or two previously G.B.S. had written an
article for the S.C. on Dire& Action, the gi<t of which was that dire¢t action was “a
mug'’s game"—and evidently this later r6le ~ his has atoned for his regrettable past
in the eyes of Hulton’s, Ltd. . . . I'm hop.r:3 that Ablett will find time before we go
to press with next month’s magazine, to .ompose a few comments on Shaw's

article.
* * * * * * * *

I muét give a bare it of the pile of pamphlets lying in front of me, and let it go at
that—though one would like to talk about several of them. Two new ones from
Newbold—the man'’s a pamphlet-{32tory! I wish he’d have them all published in a
uniform size, so that one could b.: d them. Bankers, Bondholders and Bolsheviks
(I.L.P., 2d.), was mentioned last month; his two latest are Capitalism and the Counter-
Revolution (W.S.F., 3d.) and The Menace of American Capitalism (B.S.P., 2d.). All
of ‘em very well worth binding! Other publications about Russia—The Land De-
crees of the Soviets (I.L.P., 3d.), very useful; Life in Russia To-day, by W. R.
Humphries (W.S.F., 1d.), reprintec from the “One Big Union Monthly”; L' Inter-
nationale des Soviets, by R. Lefebvre (La Vie Ouvriere, g6 Quai de Jemmapes, Paris.
25 centimes). And I ought to include in this list the very useful Chart published in
the Dreadnought, Sept. 13, showing the construction of the Soviet Government.
About Hungary—Fa(ts About Communist Hungary, by Alice R. Hunt (W.S.F., 4d.).
About Austria—The Death of a People: The Story of the Austrian Famine (Fight
the Famine Council, 329 High Holborn, W.C.1., 2d.). About Germany—Family
Life in Germany under the Blockade, by Lina Richter. Preface by Bernard Shaw
(Nat. Labour Press, 6d.). About Churchill—The Political Gambler, by Joseph King
(Reformers’ Bookstall, Glasgow, 1d.). About our own parish—Borough Councils:
Their Conétitution, How they Work, and Their Powers (I.L.P., 2d.). About
workers’ control—A Plan for the Democratic Control of the Mining Industry: Pub-
lished by the Industrial Committee of the S. Wales Sociali§t Society (From D,
A. Davies, 38 Cemetery Road, Porth, S. Wales, 43d. po$t paid.) About Our Own
Subjet—The Need for Independence in Working-Class Education, by E. Archbold
(Accrington and District Labour College, 107 Blackburn Road, Accrington. 24d.
post paid)—an able re-§tatement, just a bit on the “heavy” side. ... I've also re-
ceived from the Nat. Labour Press, a one-act play, The Recruit, by Fenner Brockway.
I've only glanced at it as yet, but I notice that the verisimilitude of the Army dia-
logue makes G.B.S.’s little outburst in Pygmalion lo=k very tame.

]. F. H.
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