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L THE WORLD ECONOMIC CRISIS:
A'WRITER in 2 New South Wales busi-
pess journal recently stated that Aus-
tralian wool exporters should make use of
the increased demand for wool and hides
which the Soviet Union intended to make
during the course of the second Five-Year
Plan. He pointed out that Russia would be
buying up ever-increasing quantities of pri-
mary products during the succeeding years of
the Plan until, in 1937, she would absorb the
whole of the world’s wool surplus. From
these facts he drew a very peculiar “com-
dusion” —namely, that this increased demand
for raw materials represented the beginnings
of a revival in world trade—a revival which,
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tion has shrunk to 67, while in the

powerful capitalist country, US.A,, it

fallen to 57. Since 1928 also, the i

Union has grown from fifth place m m-

dustrial output to second place, just behind

America.

So it is mot to be wondered at if, durng
its second Five-Year Plan the Soviet Union
increases its needs, especially of consumption
goods. But, in the light of the above, it would
be surprising if such an increase
could be proved to be the herald of a gemeral
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urrency dul‘in the pl’eViOuS 18 mOﬂthS,

%‘:irtlaicn had }obtainegd such an advantageous
position that American economy had be.eE
severely hit, not only 1in 1ts trade -wit
Britain, but in its trade with those small
countries which had followed Britain off the
gold standard. Thus the American delegation
came to London with proposals for the
stabilisation of the dollar with relation to the
pound. But, scarcely had the delegation,
headed by Hull and Pitman, arrived in Lop—
don, when the development of events in
America led to a radical change of policy.
Inflation became necessary in order to bolster
up the threatened complete crash of American
economy, and Roosevelt despatched the as-
sistant secretary of State, Moley, to speak
against stabilisation. At the same time,
Hugenberg came from Germany with a
shameless plan for war on the Soviet Union,
Germany to take the lead in return for a big
share in the spoils. These abrupt changes
resulted in a continual change of direction at
the conference, which “moves like a ship
without a rudder, driven by the contrary
forces of the hurricane of the crisis.”

Events such as these were of almost daily
occurrence. Insuperable obstacles arose on all
sides. The only delegation with any really
concrete proposals for economic expansion
was that from the Soviet Union. Litvinov
pointed out that if his country were sure of
“lengthened credits, normal conditions for
Soviet exports, etc.,”” it would be able to ab-
sorb 1,000,000,000 dollars’ worth of goods in
the near future (£200,000,000 at par). This
proposition had a profound effect on the con-
ferencg,‘—ln fact, the question of American
recognition of the Soviet Union became very
important.  But the very demand for the
division of markets, which brought the con-
ference together, Pprevented the participants
from ta}nng part in this offer. The confer-
ence failed completely to solve any of the
problem§ confrontn}g 1t, and served rather as
a sounding-board, indicating the tremendous
aggravation of the inter-imperialist antago-
nisms,
. For example, the Daily Telegraph, which is
in close contact with the British Foreign Of-
fice, wrote regarding the refusal of America
to stabilise the dollar with the pound :—

“The eﬁe‘ct of the world conference may
be very serious. That fact will be repre-
sented to Washington in the clearest pos-
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sible manner. The gravity of that Situatioy
would lie in the fact that Grea Britaiy
in that event could then hardly resig the
pressure which would seek to driy, hov
into a united European front against 1,
United States” (20/6/33).
These are the expressions of outspoken mj;.
tary war applied to economic struggles,
The situation in Germany and Centry
Europe as a whole will be dealt with sepa-
rately later on. For the present we can merely
touch on two aspects of the depression which
are of considerable importance at the moment
—Roosevelt’s plan in America and Japan's
dumping campaign.

The American “Brain Trust”
and Roosevelt’s Plan.

The American Government for the past few
weeks has been attempting to put into opera-
tion a mnation-wide economic plan, which is
the product of the so-called “brain trust” of
professors and financiers. The plan is hailed
as being the saviour of the ‘“economic
nationalism” of America. Tt is an expression
of the general collapse of American economy.
In the first place, it is an attempt by the big
industrial trusts and financial corporations to
seize the whole of the home market for them-
salves. In normal times it pays these trusts
to permit small manufacturers to control a
very small percentage of the market, for the
extra plant and machinery necessary to meet
all of the demand, especially of more finely
made and less standardised goods, would be
too expensive to maintain during the periodic
crises which have always occurred under
capitalism. But this depression has brought
about a big change. The big groups of Rocke-
fellr and Morgan are struggling for their
lives, and must therefore crush out completely
their smaller competitors. Hence General
Johnson’s “Blue Eagle” campaign, which aims
at subjugating all industrial concerns in
U.S.A. to the power of Morgan and Rocke-
feller. The plan has a deeper significance
than this, however. Tt includes schemes for
absorbing the unemployed, reducing the hours
of work, and reducing wages. The unem-
ployed are being drafted into “labor camps’
under the control of military officers. The
working week has been shortened in order
that speeding-up may be carried out at an
¢ven more intensified rate. Wages have been
greatly reduced as a result of the great in-
flation which has taken place. It is clai
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that zy{meO
“absorbed.” ¢ :

Already the working class is putting up a
stern resistance to these attacks. A wave of
strikes has broken out. In Philadelphia two
strikers were killed and many wounded. In
St. Louis there is mass picketing of the fac-
tories. In Chicago 70 factories were recently
reported to be on strike.

It is true that this plan coincides with an
increase in industrial activity. For example,
the textile industry is producing 56% more
than last year. The index of activity in the
iron industry (1928=100) rose from 14 up
to 53. The production of automobiles has
risen from 100,000 to 200,000. But the basic
industries concerned with the production of
means of production (especially the building
and engineering industries) are at a lower
level than last year. The growth in the foun-
dry industry is due to the increased demand
resulting from the expenditure of 287,000,000
dollars in naval comstruction. Then again
production has been stimulated largely by the
inflation, for it is a law of inflation that it is
better to possess goods, motor cars, houses,
etc., rather than money, which is considerably
depreciated.

These factors explain the increase in indus-
trial activity—war preparations and inflation,
the latter being a prelude to an inflationary
boom which must inevitably end in a great
smash such as that seen after the Great War.

This, briefly, is the position in the U.S.A.
The latest moves of Roosevelt tend towards
a centralisation of the State power in the
hands of the ruling class—a subjugation of all
outside interests to those of the powerful
financial and industrial groups. These pre-
parations are of supreme’importance in view
of the great danger of war. Assuming that
war does not break out in the immediate
future, the American policy of inflation will
lead not to “the development of the crisis into
the less intensified form of the depression, but
the development of the crisis into another and
more violent convulsion.”

Japan’s Bid for Supremacy in Asia.

Japan is at present conducting a powerful
struggle for overseas markets. Japanese im-
perialism has been enabled to carry out a
policy of dumping in China, India, Australia,
and even Europe and America, as a result of
its peculiar domestic conditions. First, the
ven has been depreciated by 60%. Second,

unemployed have been

3

wages and production costs are extremely

low ; in fact, despite the great fall in the value
of the yven during the past two years, wages
have been still further depressed during
1932-33. Real wages have, of course, fallen
enormously. As a result of this advantage,
Japan has been able to compete successiully
with England on the textile market. Since
August, 1932, Japan has been able to export
more textile products than England. This
process has been greatly assisted by the im-
poverishment of British and colonial workers
during the crisis, who thus form a ready mar-
ket for low-priced goods. This factor is
clearly seen at work in Australia at present.-
Goloshes are produced in Japan at a wages
cost of 1d. per pair. Australian and British
companies find it almost impossible to compete
under these conditions. Japanese manufac-
turers in the textile industry have been en-
abled to make record profits in some cases.

But the position of Japanese imperialism is
fundamentally unsound.

Despite the tremendous dumping which
1s going on at present, the actual volume
of exports has not appreciably increased,
except perhaps in the last few months. The
main point is that goods have been sold at
abnormally low prices in foreign countries.

The failure to increase the volume of exports
is seen in the following figures:—
Foreign trade in million of yen.
(Monthly average.)

1929 .. 175
1930 .. 119
1931 .. CLee
By e B
1933 (Jam) 2302 AT

The volume increase does not make up for
the drop in sales prices. And this fact is one
piece of evidence of the fundamental weak-
ness of Japanese Imperialism—a weakness
which has been largely masked by the in-
flation. The war in Manchuria has been a
heavy burden on the State economy. This
burden has been largely borne by plundering
Manchuria, but at present the treasury shows
a considerable deficit. Nevertheless, Japan
occupies a peculiar position at present. First
it has been able, by means of the measures
outlined above, to maintain its pm
about the level of 1929. Again, rica h:
been prevented from laring war on Ja
because of the latter’s invasion of China
the fact that Japan in N %
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solid military bar betwéen the Soviet Union
and the ChineseiSoviets.L '{\'lso, America 1s 1n
2 poor strategic pOsitiqn‘v‘[-'lth regard_to ]alp;an
‘from the point of view of-n.aval warfare. But
Tapan cannot go oh indefinitely as at present.
The very fact of ‘the low wages al_qd inflation
at home, upon which thé conquering of new
markets depends, méans that the growth of
the revolutionary movemént is extremely
rapid. The }'n‘c-crmditiohs fm' revolutionary
crisis are rapidly maturing in Japan.

Conclusion: “Economic Nationalism.”

Japanese imperialism has 11:1m£_'d its present
policy in Asia “the application of the Monroe
doctrine in Asia.” Roosevelt's plan in America
is hailed as a triumph of “economic national-
ism.”  Hitler is aiming at “national autarchy”
in Germany. British capitalism hopes for no-
thing less modest than “Empire unity.” What
is the real meaning of these terms?

They mean that,.as a result of the crisis,
every capitalist country is attempting to stabi-
lise itself at the expense of others. By means
of high tariffs, low wages, and inflation, they
-are attempting to monopolise the home market
as a preliminary to winning further markets
overseas. Particularly in the case of Germany
(as we shall soon see) an attempt is being
made to be entirely self-supporting. Old cop-
per and zinc mines are being reopened by
means of State aid. The automobile industry
is being artificially stimulated, and unneces-
sary and unproductive roads built. In all of
these countries the whole internal economy is
being prepared along military lines. This is
openly stated in America. The whole policy
‘.:’f internal autarchy in the capitalist countries
is indissolubly linked with preparations for
war. But the process reveals the inner con-
tradlctlor_ls of capitalism in the clearest light.
For b).r inflating the currency and reducing
wages in order to dump goods in new markets,
the ruling class reduces the purchasing power
of the .home market and thereby undermines
the basis of dumping,

Socially, the plan of “national
produces the material conditions f
]I;ﬁ’::::trs nevitably in a growth of the revo.

Yy working-class movement, which is

Hle Ouiv “’a§ bs wthh al[ these contr adlctlﬂlis

autarchy”
Or unrest.
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II. THE INTERNATIONAL SITUAT[Qy,
THE WAR DANGER: :

We have considered very briefly the More
important changes in the structure of capital-
ism which have taken place in the lag few
months. It will be seen that, with the narrow-
ing of its economic stability, capitalism }y
been forced into a series of desperate
manceuvres which merely increase the existine
contradictions. These contradictions are \-‘L-ré\jr
clearly revealed in international policy, We
will deal here almost exclusively with the
situation in Germany, for Germany is, s
speak, in the key position of Europe at pre-
sent. Lack of space prevents a complete cop-
sideration of the international situation,

Germany: The Foreign Policy of Fascism,

Hitler’s foreign policy is the same as that
of any capitalist politician. Germany is an
imperialist country, and remains so despite all
ranting about the “national revolution.” Ger-’
many therefore is pursuing a desperate ag-
gressive policy towards its neighbors. Hitler
boldly proclaimed that he wished to form a
Central European Fascist State. He has very
good reasons for wishing this. Since the on-
set of the general world crisis the Danubian
States have formed the most profitable trading
area for Germany. TFor example, in 1931
Germany’s exports to the five Danubian coun-
trics amounted to 10.11% of its total exports,
but accounted for a surplus of 465.9 million
marks, while its total trade gave a surplus of
only 35.9 million. That is, the Danubian coun-
tries were the only ones with which Germany
had a satisfactory trade balance.

The road to the Danube lies through Aus-
tria. Hence it is that Nazi propaganda 1
directed especially towards Austria. But
Austria has powerful and influential allies in
Italy and especially France, who will not con-
sider the possibility of a union between Aus
tria and Germany. Hence Nazi activities 10
the Austrian frontier make the possibility 0
a general European war very acute.
activity of France has resulted in the almost
complete isolation of Fascist Germany. At
World Economic Conference, Hugenber
brought forward in a very crude manner d;ﬁ
proposal that the European powers shou
form a united front against the Soviet Unio®
using the German army as their main weapo”
and paying Germany with the Polish corrido®
Poland was to have the Ukraine “when it W&

-
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conquered.” Hov&:ever, tht:: project was far
beyond the immediate possibilities of French
and British foreign policy. Their antagonisms
are at present great enough to make such a
united front extremely difficult. In addition,
Poland adopted the very “‘uncompromising”
attitude of despatching extra armed forces to
the corridor. Recently Nazi activities on the
Austrian, French, and Danish frontiers, to-
gether with a whole series of violent acts in
the Saar basin, Danzig, and on the Swiss bor-
der have assisted in the isolation of Germany.
In addition, the Czechoslovakian and Italian
armies, which are constantly kept within a few
hours’ march of centres, form a very practical
bar to the “autarchic” aims of German Fas-
cism.

On the Eastern frontier lies the Soviet
Union. Germany would, above all, prefer war
on Russia, and is at present conducting a cam-
paign of anti-Soviet incitement even more
vicious than usual. A great lie is being told of
the state of the German collective farmers in
the Volga region. They are depicted as per-
secuted “brothers in distress.” Hitler 1s said
to have contributed 1000 marks from his own
pocket for some mythical fund to relieve their
distress. The valuable thing about the cam-
paign is that it admits openly the appalling
distress among Germany's agrarian population.

Hitler is openly preparing for war. Mu-
nition factories, unproductive roads, forced
labor camps, provocative acts on all frontiers,
etc,, all are a preparation for a most bloody
conflict,

The Internal Sitaation of Germany.

When Hitler came to power he had a whole
host of promises behind him. He was going
to free Germany from the Versailles treaty.
The peasants were to be freed from the bonds
of interest slavery. Unemployment was to be
relieved. Profit-making was to be done away
with, and small enterprises aided at the ex-
pense of the trusts. His promises are now in
pitiful ruins. From the earliest period of his
rule he did nothing about the burden of Ver-
sailles. Instead, he said that he would fight
agamst it by “peaceful means.” His promises
with regard to interest slavery have not been
kept. Instead of reducing interest from 6 to
2%, he has reduced it to 4% % only. The
“peasant leader,” Darre, who so violently con-
demned Hugenberg for reducing it to 414 %
only, now declares that Hugenberg’s law will
be observed. With regard to profit-making,

the most shameful deceit has been practised.
An absurd one-day boycott of Jewish stores
was carried out during the early days. But
now the originators of the slogans, “abolition
of unearned income,” ‘“nationalisation 'of
trusts,” etc., and especially Herr Feder, of the
Ministry of Economy, have announced that
this programme must be scrapped, and pro-
claim instead that “our economy needs peace”!
Fascism’s agrarian policy is similarly disas-
trous for the great masses of poor peasants
and the workers. To “stimulate” German pri-
mary production, prices of butter, etc., have
been raised several times. This has given
great profit to the wealthy farmers, but is dis-
astrous for the poor peasants, who feel par-
ticularly the abrupt rise in prices.

All these factors have resulted in a great
feeling of disillusion with Hitler. This faet
is indicated by the new wave of terror which
commenced in the middle of July. This new
terror differs from that of the earlier period
by the fact that it is directed not only against
the revolutionary woking class, but against a
much wider social mass. Discontent among the
storm troops is tremendous, and quarrels and
fights frequently break out. This change of
attitude is well shown in the following state-
ments. First, an old member of Berlin Storm
Troops :—

“I and all the older members are cer-
tainly dissatisfied with the present state of
affairs. There can be no talk of there hav-
ing been a revolution. As a matter of fact,
things are just the same as before. All that
we have had is a change of bureaucrats.”

Also, a leader of Berlin Storm Troops de-
clared :—

“It is happening more and more fre-
quently that old S.A. (Storm Troop) men
obtain leave in order to look for work.
They, of course, believed hitherto that the
new State would find them work, and now
feel that they have been deceived.”

Things have reached such a state that the
leaders have been compelled to declare that
any criticism of the present party is criminal.
All members of the party are now compelled
to sign the following declaration:—

“I am aware that I must refrain from
any criticism of the measures of the Gov-
ernment, the party, and the leading men. T
know that otherwise I shall be brought not
before a party court, but before a
court.” - G

ot
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.This extraordinary document fU}'Ctd upon
the rank and file is a clear in_dlcattm_u of thj
disintegration among the Nazis. This (I‘eczll_\t-
and growing revolt is of great importance. ;
relieves to some extent the pressure on the
revolutionary vanguard, and also enables them
to obtain a greater response in their anti-
Fascist activities. Nevertheless, the wave of
terror is at its height, and is marked by sm‘h'
bestialities as beheading victims in groups of
four or more at a time, etc.

The revolutionary workers are constantly
at work. They are getting a much better re-
sponse to their appeals for strikes, etc., es-
pecially along the Rhine and in the big ports
such as Hamburg. There can be no doubt that
the disintegration among the 1-':1._s‘cists_ and the
increasing activity of the revolutionaries mark
a big step towards the maturing of the revo-
lutionary crisis. ,

Lack of space prevents a satisfactory ac-
count of the latest developments in all inter-
national spheres. However, without exception,
there is a serious advance in political tension
—foreign and internal.

III. THE SITUATION IN AUSTRALIA:

Australia is conducting on a smaller scale
an economic policy comparable to that of al-
most all capitalist countries at the present
time. A great deal has been said in the press
to prove that the depression is lifting in Aus-
tralia. Unemployment, it is said, is decreasing.
Jut the great bulk of the decrease is due to
the wide application of the work-for-
sustenance schemes in every State. Then,
also, as a result of tightenine up of regula-
tions with regard to permissible imcome, many
unemployed workers have been forced off
sustenance, and, as they do not register at
unemployment bureaux and no longer appear
on the sustenance lists, there has been a “re-
duction” in the number of unemployed—an
paper alone. An unemployed worker who s
off sustenance is no longer unemployed, ac-
cording to the capitalist class. -In a number of
cases the ranks of the unemployed have heen
considerably increased. TFor example, 300
girls were recently dismissed from the Lincoln
Knitting Mills.

f\ recent increase in waol prices has been
hailed as a sign of recovery. But this is the
season of greatest demand for wool. In ad-
d:tmn,_ Japan, which is at present engaged in
extensive military operations in China, is buy-
g up large quantities of wool for war pur-
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poses. It has been pointed out _that the Soviet
Union will need more wool during the Second
Five-Year Plan. There is no reason tg sup-
pose that the rise in prices will be genery
or permanent. It Sh('_ruld be remembered that
precisely this same thing happened at the same
time last year (and was hailed as an indication
of returning prosperity). In actual fact the
basic industries, such as building construction
and engineering, have shown no increase, and
in this way resemble the corresponding indys-
tries in other countries. That is to say, the
industries which form the real basis of indys-
trial improvement are remaining in a stagnant
condition. It is perfectly true that there has
been an increase in the output of war material
from Maribyrnong and Lithgow, and that the
budget about to be presented will include the
laying-down of a new cordite and munition
factories. DBut we must not imagine that the
increase in the production of explosives and
poison gases means that a country’s economy
is in a healthy progressive state.

The attacks on wages and working con-
ditions which were such a feature of the first
years of the crisis have been continued in the
past few months. The Australian bourgeoisie
is at present making use of violent agitation
against Japanese dumping in order to find an
excuse for increasing tariffs (thus raising
commodity prices) and lowering wages and
working conditions even further. They openly
state that Australian industry cannot compete
with Japanese unless “conditions are created
whereby competition can be conducted on an
equitable basis.” A particularly shameless ex-
ample of this propaganda is seen in the at-
tempts made by certain employers to infect
textile-workers with a violent anti-Japanese
feeling. “The Rev. D. Daley and Mr. M. Han-
nah, representing the “Get a Move On Se-
ciety,” recently spoke to a meeting of 700
employes (mostly girls) at the R!Chmﬂnd
Pelaco factory. " They told these girls that
they “enjoy a liberty of which you should be
proud,” despite the bad working conditions,
low wages, and constant speed-up which 1s the
tule in this factory, It is necessary to
such attempts to gain the support of factory
workers by explaining that these same
tongued individuals propose to by
Japanese “menace” by measures (high tariffS
wage cuts) which will directly cause a lower
mg of the living standard of
workers,
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In the past few months there has been a
considerable increase in strikes. The splendid
struggle of the Melbourne unemployed against
forced labor is dealt with in a separate article.
A number of unemployed actions on the job
(such as that at Merrylands, N.S.W., on 28th
August) show that the unemployed are enter-
ing the struggle against capitalist brutality in
increasing numbers, and, above all, under
rank-and-file leadership. The meat workers
have conducted a persistent struggle against
the new chain-system, with its accompanying
speeding-up and reduced wages. At present
they are to return to work, the official leader-
ship of the union having capitulated to the
demands of the employers. Nevertheless, the
militant attitude of the rank-and-file is a sure
indication that the fight is not yvet over. The
struggle at the State Coal Mine, Wonthaggi, is
still in progress. The miners have been con-
fused and misled by their union officials, hut
have persistently shown their willingness to
fight. A rapid strike move (which was al-
most completely successful) among 1200
miners at Kalgoorlie recently showed that the
workers there have a big basis for militant
struggle. A number of other strikes, which
have been successful in some cases, have taken
place.

In general it may be said that the Aus-

tralian workers are beginning to reply

to the attacks of the employers. So far

most of the struggles have been iso-

lated. But nevertheless rank-and-file

leadership has been well to the fore.

_Howevcr, the necessary task of form-
ing a united front of employed and un-
employed has not been accomplished.
In the Melbourne dole strike the
Trades Hall succeeded in maintaining
this split, and thus prevented the un-
employed from winning their full
demands,

The Labor Party, especially in N.S.W., is
faced with growing dissatisfaction amongst its
members and supporters. The disgraceful
manceuvres of the “inner group” and the
struggles between various factions have dis-
gusted large numbers of the rank and file. -
The spectacle of Lang “appealing” by petition
to the King against “unconstitutional” acts by
the Stevens Government must be a bitter sight
for the workers who followed Lang in his “re-
bellious” days. In Victoria the recent hy-
clection at Polwarth threw interesting light
upon the manceuvres of the Labor Party. In
an attempt to catch votes, Tunnecliffe made a
great noise in Parliament about certain police
scandals and dishonest practices by manufac-
turers who supplied sustenance clothing. Now
that the election is over, all enquiries have
been shelved for the time heing, and the
Labor Party is not making any protest. The
matter will be dropped—and some new one
taken up next election-time.

‘War preparations in Australia and the
struggle against war are dealt with elsewhere
in this issue.

—JIan C. Macdonald.

e SV,
“THE MENACE OF FASCISM,” John Strachey (Victor Gollancz, 7/6).

HAT is Fascism? Is it a new philoso-

phy, a new politics? What is the
common ground of Hitler, Mussolini, and the
embryo Fascists—Sir Oswald Mosley, General
Blamey, and Eric Campbell? What is its
economic basis? What constitutes its mass
basis? What allows it to grow? What can
prevent it? To what does it lead?
_All these questions are clearly and bril-
liantly answered in “The Menace of Fascism.”
John Strachey, nephew of Lytton Strachey,
was, in 1930, Labor member of the House of
Comimons and Parliamentary private secretary
to Sir Oswald Mosley. He has, therefore,
Special qualifications for the task. It is evi-
dent, too, that the last three years have in-
creased those qualifications. Once an idealist
sentimental reformist, Strachey has now
reached reality,

This book is recommended to the University
Brown Shirts, Silent Knights, and to the
Empire League of Honor. If they must fight,
is it not to their advantage to know what they
are fighting for? Hitler’s atrocities have de-
stroyed the religious weapon. The U.S.S.R.'s
advance to the position of strongest world
power has badly damaged the loyvalty to the
British Empire theory. It may be fairly as-
sumed that the British people, under the
leadership of the working class, would simi-
larly grow stronger.

Let the Fascists openly recognise that they
ficht for a parasite class, against the progress
of man. Their masks of Loyalty and Religion
have become publicly ridiculous.

G. P. O'Day
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THE FIGHT AGAINST

FORCED LABOR

HE general principle of work for sus-
tenance, on extended terms of payment
as compared with the rates usually offered,
calls for a review of the unemployment
position which has given rise to this situation.
Unemployment began to take its place as a
problem of first political magnitude in t’h:s
State with the development of the depression
in 1928-29, and, with a steady incrqase gf
those without regular work, has remained in
the forefront ever since. At first unemployed
workers were able to return to industry, or
at least had prospects of doing so after a short
period of idleness, but as the situation became
steadily worse, and weeks of unemployment
drew out into months, the unemployed, or-
ganising as unemployed for the first time in
this State, raised demands for Government
assistance, and by mass protest meetings and
demonstrations were successful in forcing the
Government to grant a measure of relief. The
first assistance given took the form of a hand-
out of food from depots established in the
various areas. This sufficed for a time, but
with continued unemployment it soon became
no longer sufficient to maintain the unem-
ployed workers and their families.

As clothing bought before unemployment
was now becoming threadbare and in urgent
need of replacement, and there was no pros-
pect of work or money to effect this, the de-
mand for clothing was made the central
feature of further representations to the
Government, backed by the use of mass de-
monstrations, supporting deputations, mass
meetings, etc. To meet this situation the Gov-
ernment introduced a scheme of rationed re-
lief work, giving each unemployed man two
or three months’ laboring work with one of
the Government Departments. The hand-out
system of rfehef_was never popular with the
men or their wives. “Take what you are
given” was the slogan of those in control of
the depots. No consideration was given to the
needs of different types of families and their
dietary needs. The resentment against the
Er:ra:lt;lieqttmeted out at the depots finally

et blI“‘i’( open revolt. Depots were de-
e o i Corerme

- ands of the unemployed,

and introduced the system of sustenance
orders on tradesmen, by which the men were
given the right of selection from a varigq
number of commodities. The scale of gys
tenance was then fixed at 5/- for single men,
and 8/6 for married men, with the addition
of 1/6 for each child.

The first inkling of changing Government
attitude to the relief of unemployment and
the dole was obtained when Mr. Webher,
M.L.A. for Heidelberg, Honorary Minister in
charge of Sustenance in the Hogan Govern-
ment, broadcast the details of a proposed work
mstead of sustenance scheme, under which
single men would receive £40 per annum and
married men £70 per annum in return for
work performed. (Note the similarity be-
tween this proposal and the terms now being
worked for—single men £31/4/, married
men £52 per annum, plus family allowances
to a maximum total of £110/10/-, with an
average of £75/8/- per annum.) On the
basis of this statement, a huge propaganda
campaign against the dole and in favor of work
was launched through everv publicity chan-
nel in the hands of the employing class. The
rates put forward as compared with the then
rates of sustenance payment tended to make
the scheme popular with the unemployed, but
the real intention of the Government was dis-
closed when, while the scheme was yet before
the House for discussion, the Budget was
also introduced. It provided money sufficient
to cover sustenance or work at the existing
rates only, and when finally adopted this i
exactly what the greatly lauded and
“generous” scheme amounted to!

The onus of giving effect to the provisions
of the new law was shirked by the Govern-
ment and thrown upon the local authorities.
the Municipal Councils. The unen"iplo}'_t‘i‘-
were immediately up in arms against the -
troduction of a scheme which meant two days
work for the same amount of money, replace
ment of permanent emploves by nEnlE-\\‘t"fk”"‘_‘
and an intensification of the unemployment
position instead of an improvement. As 3
result of this widespread hostility, no 1mme
diate effort was made to enforce this scheme
Just at this period, December, 1931,-March,
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1932, the eviction of unemployed workers
from their homes, which had been going on
through the period of depression, and which
in isolated cases had been successfully resisted
by mass action of the unemployed, took on a
mass character, and thousands in the metro-
politan area lived in constant fear of being
thrown out on to the streets. The demand
for no exvictions became more insistent, and
the response of the unemployed to fight
against them became so solid that no agent
in Port Melbourne, for instance, would take
up eviction proceedings. The police, even
after using their firearms, were compelled to
replace the furniture of an unemployed
worlker at Reservoir who had had all his be-
longings thrown into the street. This soli-
darity of the unemployed forced the Govern-
ment to grant a further concession of 8/- per
week for rent. At the election immediately
following, the Hogan Government made way
for the U.A.P., with Argyle at its head.

In all of these earlier struggles of the un-
employed the official trade union leadership
played the despicable réle of splitters and be-
travers of the unemployed workers. They first
of all opposed the formation of a mass un-
employed organisation by dividing the unem-
ployed into union groups and, failing to stop
the growth of the mass organisation, set up
an opposition organisation under their own
leadership in order to divert the militancy of
the unemployed into useless channels. Again
the unemployed were betrayed by the T.U.
officials, who actively collaborated with the
Labor Government, and their official recom-
mendation was that the starvation terms
should be accepted, because, they said, if the
Labor Government were defeated the unem-
ployed would be even worse off. The demand
of the unemployed for direct representation
on the Trade Union Council was answered by
the batons of the police, secreted in the hall
to prevent the unemployed gaining their end
when the Council sat to consider the question.
The Labor Party in power showed itself to be
incapable of handling the question of unem-
ployment. The longer they were in office, the
more openly did Cabinet members come for-
ward with proposals in the interest of capital.
All the forces of the State were used against
the workers in any fight for hetter conditions.

The only gains made by the unemployed

uring Labor’s term of office were achieved
as the result of open struggle against the
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Government and all the forces at its disposal.
The hypocrisy of the Labor Party’s avowals
of principle are clearly exposed by their open
advocacy of the £70-£40 work instead of
sustenance scheme while in office, and their
present attitude to practically the same scheme
sponsored by the Argvle Government.

Months went by without any attempt to
apply generally the work-for-the-dole, and, as
a result, the unemploved were lulled into a
sense of false security. The campaign popu-
larising the scheme continued, and prepara-
tions were made for its enforcement. Iso-
lated, unorganised, or poorly organised sec-
tions of the unemployed were selected for
attack, and the militants sent to the bush on
relief work. With the ground carefully pre-
pared, the most backward of the local unem-
ployed were called up, and finally all the un-
employed in the area were forced to take
work. In spite of the careful preparations
made by the Government and the Municipal
Councils, the initial attempts to make the
unemployed work for the dole met with strong
opposition in many areas, the work was de-
clared black, strikes organised, mass demon-
strations held, and many effective protests
made; but by June this year, in practically
the whole of the outer suburbs and many of
the country areas, work for the dole was in
operation. Meanwhile, many thousands of
workers had been cut off the dole per medium
of permissible income regulations, which were
introduced under the cloak of an increase in
sustenance rates to 6/- for single men, 14/-
for married men, with 1/6 per child. Those
who remained on the dole received a slight
improvement, though the general position was
worsened ; the cost of the new scheme to the
Government was less than the old.

The Municipal Councils, authorised by the
Hogan Government as the organs to apply
work-for-the-dole, had in practice proved to
be inefficient mediums, owing to the fact that
the areas where there was the greatest un-
employment and greatest need to introduce
dole-work, if the scheme was to be successful,
were the areas where this was most difficult,
owing to the political and mass pressure that
the unemployed were able to bring to bear on
councillors, and thus tie their hands. To meet
this position, the Argyle Government estab-
lished new authorities, the Public Assistance
Committees, over which the public have no
control, who are given the task of enforcing
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and administering the Unemployment Relief
Act under direct Government supervision. Re-
inforced with committees less 1‘equn51ble to
public opinion, mass pressure and influence,
the Government immediately began prepara-
tions to bring the whole of the unemployed
within the scope of the work-for-dole scheme,
and, in an effort to disarm effective resistance,
came forward with a new scheme of rationed
relief works at rates showing a slight increase
over existing sustenance rates. The 1:}c_1'eased
rates offered, however, were not sufficient to
break down the hostility of the unemployed.
The work was declared black, and when the
first call-up was made, the reply of the unem-
ployed in all areas left no doubt as to their
readiness to fight the Government, only a
small fraction accepting the terms and going
on to the job. Strong local rank-and-file com-
mittees were elected, and a central rank-and-
file strike committee set up to co-ordinate
work in all areas. The greatest struggle vyet
put up by the unemployed in their own de-
fence rapidly developed. The unemployed of
Fitzroy, Collingwood, South and Port Mel-
bourne had all been called upon to work three
weeks after the first call. Not one man in
Port had accepted work, and only about 15%
of the workers in the other areas were on
the job. Mass meetings and demonstrations
locally and in the city were organised. The
jobs were picketed, and in spite of increasing
police terrorism and intimidation, the front of
the unemployed remained solid. Active relief
committees were organised in all areas, sup-
port rallied from the workers in industry and
the shopkeepers in the localities. The re-
sponse was sufficient to ensure that the
strikers would not be starved on to the job.

At the end of the third week the strength
of the strikers was further augmented by the
solidarity action of the Preston and Reservoir
unemployed, who had been working for sus-
tenance since the previous December. They
jomed the strike for the minimum demands
ot the Central Strike Committee—two davs’
work for single men, three days’ for married
men, and pro-rata increase for children. Their
lead was followed in the next week by the
unemployed at Blackburn, Tunstall
Mitcham, while the men at ,
and West Melbourne were c
but stood solidly behind the strikers.
of ev}ction, intimidation
carrymg out the various tasks neces

and

Carlton, North
alled for work

Threats
» and gaoling of those
sary for
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the successful conduct of the strike (collect.
ing relief, speaking, picketing, and demgp.
strating) all failing to break the front, (b,
Government was forced to amend drastically
its proposals and give the unemployed syf.
stantial increases in rates as the basis for the
general application of the work-for-dolc.

The part played by the Trades Hall during
the struggle was very shameful. They were
forced to take part only through fear of losing
their influence over the unemployed. The
Central Strike Committee was the real leader
of the strike., Nevertheless, the Trades Hall
excluded it from all negotiations with the
Government, and thus helped to a certain ex-
tent to stifle the voice of the unemployed,
They were deliberately slow in calling for
general union support for the strike, and, de-
spite the large sum which they were supposed
to have collected from the unions and union
members, they distributed only a miserable
pittance. They refused to support the de-
monstrations planned by the Strike Commit-
tee, referring to them in terms very similar
to those used by the Police Commissioner.
Above all, they made no attempt to get into
close contact with the unemployed. They tried
their old game of dictating from above and
“representing” the workers, without paying
any attention to what those workers were
saying and demanding. The result of this was
seen very clearly in the attitude of the great
bulk of the unemployed to the Trades Hall.
It was often spoken of with contempt and
rage. The unemployed, on the whole, realised
that the proper organs of struggle are rank-
and-file committees in close contact with the
mass of the workers. And they are not likely
to forget this very important fact.

The history of the recent struggles of the
unemployed can be well viewed from a study
of the concessions won:—

1. Hand-out—

Anything local authorities would give.
2. Sustenance—

Single men 5/-, married 8/6, child 1/6.
*3. Sustenance—

Single men 6/-, married 11/-, child 1/6.
*4. Work for Sustenance (Council)—

Single men 6/-, married 11/-, child 1/6.
*5. Govt. increase, work for sustenance—

Single men 8/-, married 14/-, child 2/6-
*6. Strike concession, work for su: nce-

Single men 12/-, married 20/-, child 2/6-
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7. Present demand—
Single men 21/6, married 32/6, child 3/6.
#Plus wood and clothing issue and 8/- rent in
special cases.

In order to carry on the campaign for these
demands, the workers engaged in the recent
struggle have orgamised dole and reliei-
workers’ councils on the lines of the rank-and-
file form of organisation they utilised during
the strike, with local councils in each area,
with sub-committees to look aiter legal, relief,
and social activities, fight evictions, and or-
ganise action on the job to stop any attempt
to victimise individual workers or worsen job
conditions as a whole.

The position of the unemployed to-dayv is
not such that we can say the fight is over.
As a matter of fact, the position with regard
to the general tightening up of regulations
which is now taking place means that further
unemployed workers will be deprived of their
sustenance. As examples of the methods be-
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ing adopted to reduce rates, these cases from
an outer suburb are cited: One man with 26
fowls in his backyard is cut 2/6 per week.
Another earning 3/6 one night a week at a
picture show is classified as a casual worker,
and is cut off sustenance. A third, with ten
children, is entitled to £2/2/6 per week. Now
that the eldest, for whom he cannot draw sus-
tenance, is receiving £2/12/- in work, he has
been cut off sustenance and has been com-
pelled to evict his daughter in order to be
eligible for continued sustenance. These cases
and many others of a similar kind show clearly
that it i1s necessary for the unemploved to
maintain and extend the organisation which
they set up during the strike. There can be
no doubt that the apparatus which served
them so well during the peak of the struggle
preparing them for the bigger struggles and
will be just as necessary in carryving on and
conflicts yet to come. —James Lincoln.

NOTES ON AUSTRALIA AND

THE WAR DANGER

THROL'GHOL'T the capitalist world to-
day, feverish preparations are proceed-
mg. The capitalist class finds it impossible to
conceal any longer the fact that war is the
way by which it will attempt to solve the
problems of the depression. For almost two
years hostilities in North China and Man-
churia have been flagrant, and the working
masses of Japan and China have been brutally
oppressed in the interests of the robbery policy
of Japanese imperialism. Japan is blat;mﬂy
militaristic. The naval manceuvres performed
recently before the Emperor showed that 161
warships could be put into action the instant
ﬂ*y were needed. Since the 1930 review, the
total tonnage of vessels fit for active service
hﬂsgmm from 702,000 to 847,000 tons—
an lﬂcruse of 21% in three vears. The num-
of aeroplanes advanced from 80 to 150,

;-mﬂmgtoo!ﬁcul statements, thenavy

RAA

by the Government that this programme will
provide employment. Careful analysis has
shown that the undeniable increase in Ameri-
can indusirial output is occurring almost en-
tirely in those industries concerned directly or
indirectly with war requirements. Such in-
dustries as the engineering industry have
shown no such increase.

The production of the means of destruction
and not of the means of production is the
order of the day. Britain has at present 54
warships on the stocks. The public is kept
supplied continuously with war propaganda—
the Hendon air display, the Aldershot tattoo,
and the naval festivities at Chatham are
wide advert!sed with thc object of popuﬁm—
tE;z various “arms” of natuul defm
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war preparations with disarmament confer-
ences, etc., have been discarded, apd the world
economic conference has failed dismally.

In these circumstances it is only to be ex-
pected that Australia is making her prepara-
tions for war—that is to say, the Australian
capitalist class is strengthening its apparatus
of butchery and class oppression. Under
cover of a vast cloud of militarist propaganda
—“Pity the poor economy-cut army !"—prac-
tical preparations are rapidly being made.
Fresh coastal defences at Darwin, Sydney
Heads, Fremantle—all important centres in
the event of war—are being prepared or are
already installed. Demands are being made
for 16-inch guns to displace the 9.2 guns at
the three latter places. The navy has been
considerably strengthened. Destroyers and
cruisers from the British navy are to be
brought to Australia to ‘“replace” vessels
which are supposed to be obsolete. In actual
fact, they will supplement the Australian and
New Zealand fleets which are at present
manceuvring in New Zealand waters. A sloop
is to be built at once, at a cost of £200,000.
Hawker “Fury” aeroplanes, capable of achiev-
ing a speed of 210 miles per hour, bave been
ordered to replace Wapitis purchased only a
year or two ago. Steps are being taken to
mechanise the army. It is in this direction that
certain important advances have been made.
The Government has decided that the expense
of providing mechanised units with motor
vehicles, as well as tanks, etc, is at present
beyond its means. It has therefore undertaken
the provision of tanks on condition that the
members of the umit provide motor cycles,
trucks, ctc. The Defence Ministry Report
states that the A.S.C. in Victoria and N.SW.
will be entirely mechanised for the coming
tramning season.

The importance of these moves is obvious.
In the ﬁrs_t place, they indicate a most signifi-
cant relationship between the forces of peace
and those of war. The forces are at present
taised on a voluntary basis; but it is a natural
conclusion that in future all civil industries
and services will be organised on a basis of
utility in war time. Rifle clubs throughout the
Commonwealth have changed over from long-
i;nmgazme to short-magazine Lee Enfields—the
Vic:r type being that most used on active ser-

C;mscxiptinn is as i m'ya, i
nevertheless exists, andy?s g‘:owng It m
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at its greatest stage of development in U.S 3
where the unemployed are being driven iny,
forced labor camps directed by military ofi.
cers, and where, moreover, industries B
been dealt with under the National Industrig]
Recovery Act, which gives the State exceed-
ingly wide powers over all the important in-
dustries, and compresses the workers within
a rigid code of working conditions, wage
agreements, etc. The importance of such
moves is apparent if the imminence of war
is kept in mind. Certain newspapers have
remarked on the similarity between this
statute and those of the war period. The kin-
ship of NIRA and DORA (the infamous
Defence of the Realm Act) is all too obvious.

Though on an infinitely smaller scale, Aus-
tralia is moving toward the same end. An-
other important aspect of the system of volun-
tary subscription of motor trucks and cycles
is that the nucleus being formed 1s comprised
of soldiers who belong to the middle classes
rather than to the proletariat—ie., men who
have a more or less direct interest in war os
a solution of the crisis. This tendency must
nevertheless be considered in any analysis of
the war preparations in this country, for there
is no doubt of the fact that it is a part of the
policy of the Defence Department to exclude
“unreliable” elements as much as possible
from these initial preparations.

Coincident with these alterations in the or-
ganisation of the armed forces, the apparatus
for the production of munitions and supplies
is being perfected. Extensive additions ar¢
under construction at Maribymong. New
machinery, capable of producing such complex
implements as tanks and armored cars, is
being installed. Some of these latter have
been made by private firms. Ammunition for
naval guns is now manufactured at Lithgow.
Thus the “sinews of war” are being rapidly
strengthened. Finally, an organised campaig?
is being carried on with the intention of popu-
larising warlike pursuits. A big Navy and
Army Week has been mooted. Attempts ar¢
being made to popularise military training by
marching uniformed men with brass bam
through suburbs, by increasing the social
activities centred in the drill halls, by makind
camp life more attractive. Military eﬂﬂf
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ing them the basic wage whilst in camp. Again
the connection between the employing ruling
class and war preparations becomes clear!

From the above necessarily brief outline it
will be seen that Australia is by no means
lagging behind her neighbors in preparing for
“justihable” bloodshed. It is impossible in this
short space to indicate more than the general
tendencies. We can now consider the other
<ide of the matter—opposition to war.

Throughout the world there 1s a powerful
anti-war movement. This reached its highest
Urganisationa} form at the great Amsterdam
Anti-War Congress held last year, at which
over 2000 delegates, representing 30,000,000
people, discussed the war danger, methods of
fighting against war, and a programme of
action. The congress revealed that the work-
ing class is the chief bulwark against war, and
occupies the clearest and most uncompromis-
ing position. Nevertheless, certain sections of
all classes are actively corcerned in the move-
ment. But because it suffers most from the
ravages of war, and because it faces the war
danger with the clear realisetion that it has
nothing to gain from the conflict, because it is
exposed most directly to the brutality of capi-
talist exploitation, the proletariat must neces-
sarily take the lead. This is true in every
country. It will be of particular value, there-
fore, to examine the attitude of the Australian
Labor Movement to the whole question of
war.

There is at present a fairly large and active
anti-war movement in Auwustralia, but this
movement has been completely ignored by the
ALP. as a party. In N.S.W., the movement
has been stigmatised as “red,” and thus an
excuse provided for refusing to join in. With
a few exceptions, the “left” Labor politicians
of the Lang Party, in opposition to the rank
and file, adopt a similar attitude. We quote
below a letter received from the Canterbury
Anti-War Council. This letter was sent to
the Labor Daily, which failed to publish it
atter a period of several weeks. It was then
sent to us. The letter has been slightly
abridged by the deletion of those facts not
relevant to the necessity for organisation.

To the Editor.

Sir—As one who has consistently sup-
Ported the Labor Movement for a great many
Years, T would like you, through the columns
of your paper, to state where the A.L.P.
Stands with regard to the Anti-War Move-

ment. To me it appears that such a question
should be above the confines of any sect, re-
ligious, political, or otherwise, yet I find it
stated by responsible members of your leagues
that they will only oppose war if such be the
policy of the A.L.P.

This attitude calls for clarification. Where
do you stand on the war question? If op-
posed to war, what measures have you taken
to organise resistance thereto? If you are
opposed to the principle of war, then why
isolate your resistance within your own party?
—why, indeed, give such a movement a politi-
cal bias at all? There are thousands of people
in this State who, whilst opposed to Labor
politics, are even more opposed to war. These
should be met on such common ground. Again,
1 venture to say, the mass of the workers of
this State look to the Labor Party to effec-
tively combat participation in new world
conflicts. A big responsibility is yours; with
the collapse of the world conference, the con-
flict of clashing imperialism becomes accentu-
ated. A tremehdous struggle for world
economic supremacy is on. . . .

That war is inevitable was recognised by
those in responsible positions long ago. Close
on two years back Mr. Gordon Bennett, in
an address to Awustralian manufacturers,
stated: “We are as near to war to-day as we
were in 1912, and recommended them to so
organise their factories that they could be
adapted to war purposes without delay. This
has to a large extent been done. Remember,
in the newer type of warfare, the entire nation
becomes a disciplined tool, every activity of
life becomes an integral part of the machine,
and the most vital spots, therefore the most
dangerous, are in your midst. The civil popu-
lations suffer most in these murderous on-
slaughts.

Realising all this, and the apathy of the
organisations of the working class upon the
subject, I sometimes wonder if the story of
1914 will again be repeated, and the various
organs of labor attach themselves to their
respective imperialisms in slaughtering the
members of their own class, who, like them-
selves, permit themselves to become mercenary
tools of their masters, the great international
groups of imperialist financiers who contrive,
no matter who wins or loses, to amass moun-~
tains of wealth from seas of human blood.

To my mind, the duty of labor is plain—to
co-operate with the great international anti-
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war movement inaugurated at Amsterdam
several years ago, and which has since spread
throughout the world. This movement em-
braces peoples of every shade of thc;)ught_. such
as Professor Einstein, Maxim Gorky, _and
Bernard Shaw, and hosts of others, from
ministers of religion to rank atheists, all uql_ted
on the one principle of unyielding opposition
to war. &

Again I ask—where does the A.L.P. s_tand,'
—Yours sincerely, Canterbury Anti-War
Council, per H. Lawrence, Press Correspon-
dent, 2/8/33.

This letter is important for several reasons.
First, it is not merely the expression of an
individual ; countless class-conscious workers
are asking themselves these questions to-day.
The writer has put the fundamental questions
with admirable simplicity: “Where do you
stand on the war question?” “If opposed to
war, what measures have you taken to or-
ganise resistance thereto?” This was the
voice of the class-conscious proletariat. Many
of these workers are looking to the Labor
Party for a lead. And the Labor leaders have
let them down! The trade union leaders have
ignored their appeals for guidance. The lead
they give resembles that of the Gilbertian
player, Toro, who led his regiment from be-
hind. This is the letter’s significant feature.
The rank and file has been betrayed by the
leaders, and fears that “the story of 1914 will
be repeated.” Thus the Anti-War Movement
is faced, at its coming Congress, with the need
for winning the support of the masses of or-
ganised workers. The rank and file of the
trades unions and the A.L.P. leagues and
branches must be drawn into the struggle, for
they are the decisive section in the campaign.
The trade union and the factory are the ulti-
mate stronghold of the anti-war movement.
Wlthout proper organisation in these, it is
fOl_Jllsh to hope for success. Tt is necessary to
point out the power of organised labor in the

unions and factories. It is necessary to stress
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the importance of linking up the €conomic
struggles of the workers with their struggfe
against war. Both proceed from the sam,
cause—from the capitalist crisis, and from
capitalist exploitation.

If the anti-war movement isolates itself
from the masses of organised workers, theq
it will be isolated from the decisive section of
the workers, and will remain almost pacifist
—not to say futile—in character. It shoyld
not be deterred by the hypocritical attitude of
the Labor Party. In Eneland, for example,
the Independent Labor Party has proposed
that, in the event of a declaration of war, the
slogan of a generzl strile against war shayld
be carried into effect. This sounds very “left”
and “very revolutionarv,” but is entirely
meaningless unless the close relation between
war preparations and wage -cuts, eneed-up,

etc., are explained to the workers. Tt is not
surprising that the trade unions in Great
Britain are hesitating over this proposal.
Once again the necessity for organisine

around every-day demands forms the hasis
of successful antagonism to war.

Hence the importance of this letter. It de-
mands from the A.L.P.. which still has in-
fluence over decisive sections of the workers,
an explanation of its attitude to war. The
N.SW. ALP. has openly declared that it
will not sunport the existine anti-war move-
ment. It thus declares itself to be. in actual
fact, on the side of the ruling class in the
event of war—for opurely formal protests
noainst war without orgonisation arovnd con-
crete demands are mere wordiness. The anti-
war nauestion is one which is exercising the
minds of the workers at the present time. It
is inseparable from the ceneral strucgles of
the Australasian workine class. “To the mines
and to the factories” is the only correct slogan
to-day. Otherwise the anti-war movement
will be without a firm basis.

—J. Hunte-.

R S Y T T PP e TR

HOW WAR IS PREPARED:

In his speech to the Millions Club on Mon-
day, Septeg‘nber Z5. Sir George Pearce told in
some detail how the “defence” preparations
had been elaborately prepared for in conjunec-
tion with the Imperial Government. He made
it perfectly clear that these arrangements had
been proceeding over a period of vears, but
that the time had now arrived : it’ was

is war prepared.

necessary to have the direct supnort of th®
“people.” His announcements were followed
two days later by one malking it clear that
compulsory military training is to be 1€
introduced in order to get sufficient trzm!f_'d
cannon fodder with which the canitalisis will
“defend their interests not only in the €

of armed invasion. hut from that other forfl
of ‘aggression’—an ‘attack on trade’” Tht
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INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY IN THE

SOVIET UNION

Introduction.
HE writer visited the Russian and
Ukrainian Soviet Republics at the end
of last year as a delegate to the 6th Men-
deleef Assembly. This was a Conference of
Chemists, and was attended by over 3000
delegates from all over the Union, one party
coming from Vladivostock, another {rom
Armenia, and quite a big delegation from
Leningrad. The Conference was held in
Charkov — admunistrative centre of the
Ukrainian Republic,

The invitation received by the writer was
a personal one, and was a courteous act of
the “Committee for Promotion of Applied
Chemistry” of the State Planning Commis-
sion, promp‘ed by the editors of a Leningrad
metallurgical journal to which the writer had
contributed an article. As an official dele-
gate, and later for services rendered as a con-
sultant in a metallurgical capacity, every op-
portunity was afforded of visiting engineering
and metallurgical works, and only limitation
of time made it impossible to take advantage
of the proffered visit to Magnitogorsk. There
was no indication whatsoever of any interfer-
ence with or surveillance of the writer’s move-
ments, and really, a few days in Russia is
sufficient to indicate how futile are such sug-
gestions. It was soon obvious that ome was
nat even an object of curiosity, much less a
subject to waste time on by putting somebody
to watch one's movements. No, visitors are
not so important as perhaps they would some-
times like to feel, and in general, Russians can
spend their time much more profitably than by
following about people who do not even know
the language, and so could do little harm even
If they were so minded. But one thing, on
the contrary, was very obvious—namely, that
foreigners ‘were treated with every respect.
On the occasion of the 15th anniversary of
the Revolution, although the writer had no
ticket, he ultimately reached the consular plat-
fﬂr’:ﬂ in the centre of the Square simply by
Saymg to each policeman who tried to divert
him, “Foreigner from Australia.” The little

Russ1.an he had learned came in useful on such
Occasions,

What Is It All About?

Since leaving Moscow ‘at the beginning of
last December, the writer has been in (}'_cr-
many, Czechoslovakia, ' Austria, FEngland,
Canada, and U.S.A. And everywhere he has
been met with eager questions: “Does the
Press give us a right impression of Russia?”
“Are the people in Russia starving 7"’ “Has,the
five-year plan failed?” To all these questions
a careful, unbiassed observer can truthfully
answer—No! But then so many people think
they are careful, unbiassed observers, and the
writer may have no better claim to be so
classed than many others who have left
Russia with quite opposite opinions to his. In
fact, is it possible to be unbiassed in this mat-
ter? In reality, is it not necessary to declare
for or against? And so in despair, so many
people say, “What is it all about?” *Is there
really any difference?”

There is undoubtedly a “difference. For,
having passed through Canada, U.S.A., and
England on the way to Russia, and having
seen in those countries hopelessness and pes-
simism—just the same as had been left be-
hind in Australia—the unparalleled enthusi-
asm and optimism of Russia came as a
refreshing change. :

There the papers—the very atmosphere—
was full of big industrial schemes—schemes
which were actually in course of being -car-
ried out. TIndustrial undertakings on a scale
paralleled only by those of the U.S.A. in times
of prosperity—being initiated and carried out
by people who but 15 years before were
classed as the most backward of Europe -
illiterate, down-trodden peasants. And all this
industry without “private” enterprise.

For the first time in their history these
people are getting a chance—they have looked
round at the capitalist world and have de-
cided that that is not good enough for them—
and so they have set out on unknown and
unchartered seas, to lead the people of the
world to a better and higher view of life.
Their ways are not our wavs—but ours are
old and theirs are new—so, according to the
general laws of progress, it is more likely that
theirs are the ways of the future—ours those
of the past. ;
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In any case, the capitalist world is so sick
that at least we should examine the conditions
which seem to be leading to such I!_ufllth)'_dc—
velopment in that vast arca comprising eight
republics and many nationalities where a truly
Socialist economy 1is in process ol construc-
tion, It can surely do no harm, and may do
much good, to try to see things as others see
them. After all, the human race is developing,
and all history shows that occasionally groups
of people have had to readjust themselves.
Unless we are sufficiently arrogant and pessi-
mistic to think that we have at last attained
the highest level, it will be evident that we
must take stock of our ideas. We must see
whether it is not high time that some of our
accepted  institutions, conventions, moral
codes, and motives. for behavior in general
be subjected to severe overhauling.

‘Humanity moves, as it were, from one level
to another. For long periods it lives more or
less' at one level. Then it begins to erect
ladders to climb.: And in the climb some are
above others, but all are essentially of the
plane from which they are ascending. But
at the last rung a new level is reached—an
entirely new vista opens up. Those on the
upper rungs of the ladder see that on the
new level they will not have the advantage of
being so much “above” those on the plane
below. They therefore try to prevent know-
ledge of these new vistas from travelling back
to the masses. DBut such knowledge gradually
leaks back, opposing factors on the level he-
low cause unrest, until the desire to attain
those new fields of culture and life win the
day—those holding the ladder are thrown
down, and the whole mass moves upward to
new realms.  So it has been throughout time,

and so it has recently happened in the Soviet
Union. :

How Is It Different?

- What is the new vista which has opened
up? It is a vista .in which the degrading
spectacle of man exploiting man has no place
—where all work for the good of all—where
the function of machines is to release man
from labor and not to make 2 monetary profit
for the “owners” of those machines—where
wan freed from labor is at liberty to follow
cu!tpral pursuits—where the fear of want is
banished, and the law of the forest is at last
no more, The prospects of such a vista are
indeed inspiring, but, having attained the new
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level, all old ideas must go into the melting
pot, for a new organisation is needed. Ap(
those who lead on the lower level are pg
necessarily the best to lead on the higher Jeyel
—in fact, those very qualities which seryed
them below unfit them for leadership aboye.
Hence the struggle to maintain the old con-
ditions; but change 1s a law of nature, and
whilst man can learn those laws and yse
them, he cannot alter them. And so in the
fullness of time, first here then there, as con-
ditions become right, the change takes place
—willy-nilly.

Since the change from Feudalism-Capital-
ism to Socialism has occurred in the Soviet
Union, it will be interesting to see in what
respects this has altered the industrial outlook,
It is obviously no answer to say that the
present rapidly increasing economic activity
in Russia is due to the leeway which these
backward people had to make up. For there
are other backward peoples—in Europe, Asia
(India and China), and Africa; and yet in
none of these countries do we find that the
capitalist debacle has given rise to conditions
which cause rapid development. Rather are
they included in the capitalist depression, he-
cause they are the exploited nations which, in
prosperous times, supply the raw materials
for capitalist industry. And since the latter
is operating at a slower pace, obviously the
demand for raw materials is less.

No, there is something different! Tt is this:
FFor the first time in recent history the means
of production (raw materials, machines, and
land) belong to the community as a whole,
and therefore the natural resources can be
organised and utilised to best advantage. No
longer can individual land-owners block an
irrigation  or hydro-electric scheme because
their land will be flooded, 1f the land is bet-
ter flooded than not—then it will be flooded.
No longer do private individuals “save” the
surplus profits from other peoples’ labor and
then “lend” such surplus to induce more labor
to mncrease the surplus, Instead, the produc-
tion of materials is organised—labor is no
longer a commodity to be bought—every man
(or woman) gets his fair share, and there 1§
sufficient work organised to give eve
the opportunity to earn his living. 5

But, people say, there will be no incentive
to progress. Such people are still on the lower
level, the new ideas and motives have not yet
entered into their minds. Man is essentia

X




OCTOBER, 1933

competitive in spirit_; .free him from the
anxiety of earning a living in the present and
future, and he will do his self-appointed task
in quite a different spirit from that which
actuates him at present. He will become part
of a big scheme. He will not let his fellows
down. His part will be well done—he will
endeavor to do it better than the other fellow.
So life becomes a big game—and everybody
becomes interested in it and gives vent to his
individual personality. Naturally not hterally
everybody—but sufficient to make for pro-
gress.

What Is Being Done?

Lenin very early conceived a scheme for the
electrification of the country. His keen ana-
Iytical mind saw that in electrical energy only
was there an unfailing source which required
2 minimum of human labor, both for its
generation and for its distribution. ~Hence,
wherever possible, hydro-electric stations are
being erected. The first was the Volkovstroy,
near Leningrad; the latest the Dniepvostroy,
in which each of the nine units 1s equivalent to
the whole station at Volkovstroy. At Charkov
a plant was in course of erection which will
make turbo-generator units (complete) of
50,000 kilowatt capacity (the total capacity of
the Yallourn station is 75,000 kilowatts). It
should be noted too that since these hydro-
electric stations have been built out of current
savings, so to speak—i.e., the workers have
given their services in exchange for the com-
modities required for living—the only costs of
current genmeration will be the comparatively
low running and depreciation costs—it will
not be necessary for the “capital invested” to
earn a profit.

The country is being covered with a net-
work of transmission lines linking up the
various giant generating stations. Thus the
hydro-electric scheme at Dniepvostroy is con-
nected with the coal power plant in the Don
Basin. Each district is utilising the type of
fuel occurring locally. Hence Moscow is now
generating current from local brown coal, in-
stead of utilising black coal, which formerly
had to be transported 1000 miles from the
Don Basin coalfields.

Heavy industry is being grouped so that
the waste products (including steam and
heat) from one may be the raw material of
another. Thus at Dniepvostroy there is a
chemical plant, aluminium plant, electric steel
plant, and ferro-alloy plant. The writer
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visited all these, as well.as the power station:
At the time, the. alumipium and chemical:
plants were not completed, but from time to
time English journals report the completion.
of and commencement. of operations at several
of the incomplete plants he visited.
Conclusion. Sihs it ;
From this brief sketch of the changed out-
look of industrial activity inr the Soviet Union,
it will be evident that it is mot just something
which is of passing interest. It concerns not
only those who, like the writer, are engaged
in technological pursuits, but everybody. The
planned economy which has been developed
challenges the “go-as-you-please” and “Devil-
take-the-hindmost” competitive economy with
which we are all familiar; '
It is significant that the Soviet Union is the
only country of those the writer visited during
the past year in which more and more people
are devoting their time to pure and applied
scientific research. Lvérywhere research in-
stitutions are springing up, well equipped and
well staffed. When the remark was passed
in one such institution devoted to the study
of refractory materials, that Western coun-
tries were spending less and less on research
because “they had no money,” the director
commented, “Our country is not so rich that
we can afford to economise on research.” ~ .
It behoves all scientific workers seric_m'sly‘
to consider where our present systeni is
leading, and at least to give' careful considera-
tion to the Socialist method of planning the
industrial (and alse social) activities of the
community in which we live. The bugbear
which has scared many—namely, the possi-
bility of planning the lives of individuals—
simply does not exist. One of the greatest
difficulties in connection with the completion
of the five-year plan was that labor was too
free to wander and change as it wished. There
was no difficulty in finding something else to
do for those who did not like the work they
were doing. Consequently, it will be seen that
a Socialist planned economy by promoting in-
dustrial and cultural development on a social
basis gives ample scope to that freedom of life
which, under the capitalist system, is for many
almost non-existent. It is particularly neces-
sary at present to avoid being misled by the
fact that during the transition from the Tsar-
ist régime to the new social order, severe
restrictions have had to be placed on those
who would endeavor to frustrate the change.
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These are but temporary expedients. ._\nm—
larly, the views of those peopl‘e who tl'il\-{fl t:"!
Russia and are dissatisfied with the Ilht\‘eﬂﬁ._d
of certain conveniences to which thei\' havclfrf
a generation become accustomed s.u__ntald fl:
analysed. The fact that they are ;11_1501.1‘t-71_~
most probably attributable to the backward-
ness of the Tsarist régime—for it has not been
possible to overtake completely that back-
wardness in 10 years of intensive reconstruc-
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tion—and in any case it has been “necessities
such as factories and power stations before
personal luxuries.” ‘ e ‘

The writer left the Soviet Union with the
firm impression that the underlying philosophy
of Communism, with its high aims for im.
proving the cultural and material conditions
of life, holds out a bright light of hope for
the world, and heralds the dawn of a new era.

—Professor J. Neill Greenwood,

_ﬂ

“Revolutionary zeal is the antidote to laziness, routinism, conservatism, apathy of
thought, slavish adherence to tradition and to the beliefs of our forefathers. R?vo.
lutionary zeal is a life-giving force which stimulates thought, spurs on to action,
throws the outworn into the limbo of forgotten things, and opens the portals of

the future.

Without such zeal, there can be no advance.”—Stalin.

3 et 5 - ;
“Communism equals Soviet Power plus electrification of the whole country.”—Lenin.

NEW ZEALAND STUDENT

ACTIVITIES

[E were expecting an article from our
comrades in Wellington, New Zea-
land, dealing with the situation in that
country. The article, however, failed to
arrive, the reasons being very obvious, as the
following will show. Our New Zealand com-
rades -have been engaged very busily on
“domestic” affairs, which reveal just how
hypocritical our Governments are, and,
especially, how carefully our “liberal” educa-
tional establishments support the present
system of starvation, unemployment, and
brutality.
Three small students’ papers recently com-
menced publication in the more important
universities. The editorial boards of
these papers quite openly placed themselves
on the side of the working class. To date we
have only seen one of these papers, “Student,”
of V ictoria University College, Wellington.
All of these papers have been suppressed—in

the case of “Student” by the combined action
of the University Students’ Association and
the Professorial Board. “Student” only saw
three issues, the last of which was produced
despite the “ban” imposed by the students
body, which stated, among other things, that
“there is already a periodical in the Univer-
sity, ‘Smad,” and it is superfluous to publish
another. You have no reason to believe that
any contribution which is controversial will be
refused. Articles are judged purely on their
merit, and if they have any intrinsic value they
\\'i“‘llt' accepted. You must agree that there
is a definite tendency on the part of your con-
mittee to publish only articles which state the
opinion of which you are in favor.” This
monstrous attack on freedom of speech
(“"Student” is the official organ of the Free
Discussions C lub) is couched in terms very
familiar to those who have already rea

the wretched hypocrisy of the ruling class:
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The journal “Smad” has confined itself to the
production of_ harm]ess_ nonsense for some
considerable time, and it is a blatant lie to
assert that controversial articles (ie., articles
which put forward a working-class point of
view) would have any chance of acceptance.
Articles are judged on their “merit” for-
sooth!

The issue of “Student” which appeared fol-
lowing this action stated: “We appear in no
cheap spirit of defiance. After all, the issues
before us are simple enough. In response to
student request, to fill a long-standing need at
the University, the committee of the Free
Discussions Club decided to bring out a maga-
zine entirely student-produced, which would
broach serious problems in a non-controversial
manner. Because we believed that in this day
and age issues are so clear that a man must
take sides, that the old-style agnostic liberal-
ism leads only to defeat, we embarked defi-
nitely on an editorial policy. That policy is
well to the left. Editorially, ‘Student’ has
taken its stand with the N.Z. working class; it
studies the problems and fghts working-
class battles as they find reflection at the col-
lege. We do not deny that ‘Student’” has com-
mitted itself to this policy; but by no means
and in no respect whatsoever does this mean
that opposing opinion will not be published.
Let those who charge this read the magazine
carefully. They will see that not only are
opposition views represented, but that they
are fully encouraged. We want nothing so
much as full discussion of the momentous
1ssues about us; but we maintain our right to
draw conclusions for ourselves.”

It will be seen that the editorial board does
not attempt to confuse the issue as the other
side attempts to do. It points out that it has
taken up the working-class view in opposition
to that of the capitalist class. It does not
shrink from the free expression of opinion as
long as it is honest and serious. For example,
this third issue contains a discussion on the
subject of special police in times of strike.
One student explains why he would be a
special, while another shows why he would
not, and so on.

But this really free and genuine expression
of opinion raised a howl throughout the most
Teactionary circles of New Zealand. And this
howl was™ headed by the worthy “teachers”
and “leaders” of the New Zealand Univer-
sities.  The Professorial Board put forth its
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policeman’s hand, banned the paper for ever,
and seriously reprimanded the editor. The
chairman of the Board, Professor Gould, in
a manner similar to his satellites of the
Students’ Association: “He did not think the
magazine was a desirable publication, and one
of his reasons was that it was not of a literary
quality that would do credit to the college.
. . . His opposition to the paper was chiefly
because it was shockingly edited” (N.Z.
Herald, July 31). The Hon. R. MacCallum,
M.L.C,, said that “there was a feeling abroad
that the college contained an element that
made for lawlessness.” Dr. D. M. Stout said
that “the question arose whether the four or
five students who held extremist views should
be ‘sent down.” He thought it would be much
better to keep them at the college, as the other
students would have a beneficial effect on
them”! These statements seem to emanate
from a police court rather than from a “seat
of learning.”

The character of the “beneficial effect” pro-
mised by Dr. Stout can be gauged from a
quotation from a letter received by the N.Z.
Truth (June 7) from a student of the college:
“If our student friends persist much longer in
their agitation, you will probably be publishing
accounts of their being chucked into the
trough.” The same paper publishes a num-
ber of statements by “prominent public men”
attacking the “rabid reds.” These writers are
mainly ex-Major-Generals, big business men,
and leaders of the Fascist organisation—New
Zealand Legion. Thus the circle of accusers
is completed—on the one hand, the intellec-
tual flower of New Zealand, and on the other
the would-be Hitlers of the country.

One and all they have revealed their fear
of anti-capitalist activity among the N.Z.
workers. They cloak their references to the
subject under the old story of “attacks not
only on the Empire, but on everything they
hold sacred.” All they hold sacred are their
money-bags, and they are determined to keep
their clutches on those monev-bags at the ex-
pense of the working class by starvation, by
vicious attacks on militant workers, and ruth-
less suppression of all opposition views.

We greet our New Zealand comrades
heartily, and congratulate them on the fine
struggle they are putting up against the forces

of reaction. 5
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RELIGION IS OPIUM FOR THE PEOPLE

«19 ELIGION is opium for. the people.”

Thus Marx described religion as one
means by which the ruling class has at-
tempted to keep in subjection the masses
which produce its wealth. Through religion
the bourgeoisie has sought to explain to the
worker that his miserable conditions are the
will of God, to console him for his suffcrings
on earth by the promise of a reward 1in
heaven, and to cajole him into obedience of
its self-protecting laws and decrees by the
threat of everlasting hell fire.

It is argued by bourgeois philosophers and
theologians that religion is innate in man—
that he cannot live without it. This is the
false theory of thinkers whose task it is to
explain the immutability of capitalist social
relations and institutions. In reality, religion
developed at any given period as a reaction
to external circumstances which man at that
time was unable to understand or to control.
This explanation of the origin and nature of
religion will be the subject of a later article.
At present we will see that it is true by con-
sidering the history of religion in the past
century and a half in France and Britain.

The dominant philosophy of the rising
French bourgeoisie at the end of the 18th
century was materialistic. This attitude was
a direct reflection of the struggle of the de-
veloping industrial economy against the re-
strictions of the outworn feudal system, not
the least part of which was the dominance of
a wealthy, feudal Church. The issues were
clear-cut and easy to understand. The bour-
geoisic believed that, to overcome the Church,
it must abolish religion. So God was de-
throned and the Goddess of Reason took his
place. The bourgeoisie, helped by the pro-
le_ta1_'1at, was victorious. Tt conducted a vin-
dictive struggle against the Church, which
seemed annihilated. But the line of bourgeois
development was now no longer clear-cut.
The .bourgeoisie found itself faced by an in-
definite futpre. Moreover, it found itself in
company with a proletariat which the struggle
had made partly conscious of proletarian aims
and which was now to learn that Liberty,
Equality, and Fraternity were not for it hut’
for its exploiters. In the face of this cha;lged
position, the new rulers turned away from

their erstwhile Goddess. Robespierre acknow-
ledged by decree “the supreme being—and ,
few months later the curates emerged from
their cells and opened their churches.” Tater
Bonaparte signed the Concordat with Rome.

Then followed a period in which the Church
flourished. But with the rapid expansion of
capitalism, intimately connected as it was with
the accelerated scientific progress, in the latter
half of last century, there followed a drifting
away from the Church. The bourgeoisie felt
all-powerful, reassured by its apparently com-
plete control over nature. Tt had no need for
supernatural ideas to explain the phenomena
of its existence, which seemed to consist in
the immediate execution of all its plans.
Materialism, a mechanical materialism, be-
came the dominant philosophy. Religion and
science were in conflict, and at this period
science won the day. In France the Church
went into a decline. When, however, the pro-
cess of capitalist expansion was checled as
the contradictions within the system became
more manifest with the restriction of the field
of competition, the bourgeoisie, faced by in-
explicable crises and barriers, became less sure
of its mechanistic explanation of nature and
reverted to philosophies which allowed for the
inexplicable. Their helplessness is reflected
in the mysticism of modern bourgeois thought,
and it is manifest also in the pitiful attempts
of some of their best scientists, like Eddington
and Jeans, to “reconcile” science and religion.
The popularity of the Church is returning
among the French bourgeoisie.

But, while the attitude of the ruling class
has shown these remarkable variations to-
wards religion, it is certain that it had never
ceased to encourage the spread of religious
beliefs among the working class and the lower
strata of the middle class. Voltaire, who
served as the model for the atheistical French
bourgeoisie, said, “The common people need
religion as a whip.” This injunction was car
ried out by the atheist rulers, whose “reasoned
godlessness” did not prevent their ruthless
opnosition to all forms of working class
activity.

In Britain the same general changes !","k
place. During the expansive period of B{lt!-"h
capitalism the materialism of the dominant
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thinkers found expression in the Rationalist
Movement, which was essentially an intellec-
tual protest against religion in so far as it ap-
peared to these enlightened sons of the middle
class to be disgraceful that archaic religious
doctrines should be taught while science had
discovered the glorious truth. But the Ration-
alists never came to an understanding of the
social basis of religion. They were and are
zealous upholders of the capitalist State, with
its system of social relations which is the
basis of modern religion. “Bourgeois ‘Liberal,’
‘Freethought,” and ‘Rationalist’ societies in the
English-speaking world commonly declare
themselves to be rigidly ‘non-political,” and
depart from this as do the anti-clerical French
Freemasons, only to outdo the orthodox in
their patriotic defence of the established order.
Charles Bradlaugh in England, the best and
most personally courageous advocate of Free-
thought the British bourgeoisie ever produced,
was also its principal champion against So-
cialism and Revolution in the 1880's. Simi-
larly, Robert Ingersoll in America was a pillar
of the Republican Party.”

And both in Britain and America during the
whole of the materialistic period, a large sec-
tion of the ruling class continued to support
the Church. So it appears that the Rationalists
and Liberals were really supporting the in-
terests of one section of the ruling class
against those of another. Indeed, the fact
that Huxley, one of the great leaders of
“Freethought,” advocated religion for the
masses reveals the real nature of their pro-
test. :

During the whole of this period the Church
was helped to spread its influence among the
masses. The liberal movements did not extend
to the masses. Instead, by keeping the people
In ignorance of science, by stultifying the
minds of working class children with an edu-
cational system, the aim of which has been to
train them to be willingly exploited, and which
has only developed a wider training as it has
become necessary to equip the worker for
more complex tasl-s, by facing the worker at
every turn with reverence for God (and their
authority) through the press, literature, en-
tertainments—by these means has the ruling
class aided the Church. The Church, too,
Uﬁ't?rs the worl-er what seems generous help.
This charity, like all charity, is designed to
prevent the worker learning to help himself.
This fact is made plain by the churchmen in
our midst when they raised cries of protest
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recently against the appalling housing con-
ditions which exist in Melbourne’s industrial
suburbs. Their reason is given by themselves
—that such conditions made these suburbs
“hotbeds of Communism.” These men mean
by Communism any action on the part of the
workers to better their conditions.

But the conditions under which the working
class has developed have made the task of the
bourgeoisie in forcing religion upon him more
difficult. By taking the worker out of contact
with elemental nature and surrounding him by
machinery, the exploiters have made him less
credulous. The worker who starts and stops
a machine by a touch on a lever, and to whom
a breakdown means that something has gone
wrong with some part of the machine, has
less need of a god to explain the machine and
its defects than has the peasant to explain the
“vagaries” of nature. Also, the capitalist-
imposed narrowness of his existence forces
him to occupy himself with his own position,
which he comes to recognise as being due to
his economic suppression as a wage slave. He
is, therefore, predisposed to be irreligious—a
fact which causes the Church to cry out in
great travail. But so long as the worker re-
mains ignorant of how he can overcome this
suppression, so long as he {feels helpless
against his oppressors, just so long is he a
prev to all the subtle devices those oppressors
put in his way to keep him in ignorance. Re-
ligion is one of these devices. It offers him
an “explanation” of his position and the hope
of a better deal “beyond.” '

But in the course of events more and more
workers are forced by their own experiences
to realise that, by struggling in mass fashion
for their wants, these are obtainable. The
worker comes to understand that this mass
struggle is the way to improve his lot on
earth; he loses interest in a promised heaven.

The ruling class makes tremendous efforts
to prevent this awakening. The Church plays
its part, especially vigorously in such a time
as now, when, together with the whole capi-
talist class, it openly fears the growing reac-
tion of the workers who find themselves bear-
ing the brunt of the crisis, and therefore joins
in the attack on Communism, all working
class activities, and upon the Soviet Union.
There, where the connection between the
State and the Church has been severed, where
Church property has been declared to belong
to the people, where religious worship is ab-
solutely free, the Churches of capitalist lands



22

see to their horror that, although free to do
so, the people, beyond a few, do not support
the Churches, which are being closed as their
congregations vanish. Of course, the clergy
in our midst ascribe this to a persecution ot
religion by the Soviet Government, in spite
of the evidence of innumerable visitors who
have returned from U.S.S.R. In reality it is
due to the economic freedom of Russia’s
workers, to their freedom from all the per-
nicious claptrap of the bourgeoisie, and to
their ready response under these conditions to
the intensive anti-religious propaganda cam-
paign which is being conducted. The oppo-
sition of the Church to the Workers” Republic
is in complete harmony with the opposition of
the imperialist powers. That its nature is not
altogether of a religious character is well
shown by the Pope’s frantic call in 1930 for
united pressure of all governments to secure
the “restoration” of freedom of worship and
of “Church property.” In 1932 he called on
not only Catholics and Christians, but on all
who believe in God to “unite all our forces in
one solid, compact line against the battalions
of evil, enemies of God no less than of the
human race.”

But its opposition to the Soviet Union is not
an isolated example of the imperialist role
of the Church. Religion has been used to
“justify” slavery in America. In their savage
penetration of Africa, India, China, and the
P?.ciﬁc Islands, the imperialists have made use
of the Church, and have declared their mis-
sion to be a christianising one. They have
made use of religious differences between the
natives, particularly in India, where Hindoo
and Mal_hometan are set against each other
when 1t 1s necessary to disguise some imperial-
1st activity or to distract attention from an-
other. In the Great War every combatant
made use of the Churches as recruiting
agencies, and from their pulpits men were
implored to go forth to “defend the rieht.”
God fought on both sides, =

The capitalist nature of the Church has
firm foundation in its wealth. The Churcﬁ
of Euglan.d. s!.lbsidised by the English Govern-
ment, which pays the Parliamentary salaries
of its bishops, collects tithes from the farmers
of England. It owns several coal mines and
a large interest in several breweries—to give
o;nlysmali ltems of its wealth. The Churches
o A . Church of England,
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owners of huge properties acquired with the
offerings of the people. The Salvation Ay,
deserves special mention as the most hypo-
critical of them all. Its millions of pr, perty
the world over has been bought with e
pennies of the working classes among which
it works in such a manner that the man whq
has fallen into its charitable hands can never
forget the degrading, miserable experience.
The wealth of the Roman Catholic Church is
proverbial—wrung for the most part directly
from the earnings of the workers. Thke per-
sonal fortunes of many leaders of the Church
should serve to warn their followers that not
only the poor are “blessed.”

Every Church is a propaganda agency of
the ruling class. In the Middle Ages it was
practically the only one. Now it has been
abundantly supplemented, but it remains as
a powerful weapon. It teaches the wealthy,
the exploiters, to be “charitable”—"thus pro-
viding a justification for exploitation and, as
it were, a cheap ticket to heaven likewise”
(Lenin). They are zealous upholders of the
status quo, or of such modifications of it as
seem essential for its continuance—ifor ex-
ample, more charity to the workers to keep
them from struggle. They teach, but, of
course, do not and cannot practise the brother-
hood of man—exploiter and exploited. The
completely capitalist nature of the Church is
well shown in Germany where it has become
an essential part of the Fascist régime of
terror. In each capitalist country one re-
ligion or sect has usually been singled out for
special State recognition—the one most cuited
to the peculiarities of the country—that is,
that one with the greaiest mass following, as,
for example, Roman or Greek Catholicism
in the predominantly peasant countries of
Europe. But the existence of varous
Churches leads to rivalry between their fol-
lowers—a rivalry made use of and developed
by the clergy to keep masses divided. This
is clearly seen in the traditional Catholic
versus Protestant bitterness.

In Australia the Church is not directly con-
nected with the State, but the ties which bind
them are many. The Church is free from
taxation. Tt gathers wealth as the main of
marriage bureau. Its undeniably great

wealth,
nspﬂw
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State schools in school hours. Its educational
establishments have official recognition. In
the country the State school often serves as
the Church too. The ministers of the
Churches have special civil status, including
freedom from conscription laws. The State
aids the spread of religion in every way pos-
sible. In State elementary schools working-
class children are taught to “serve God,” to
reverence the Church and its priests; the
teaching of science is rudimentary, and all
criticism of the Church is kept out of school
books. Such literature as the children read
at school and are trained to read later almost
invariably takes the Church for granted, even
if it does not extol its virtues. The spectacle
of a special service to the Victorian Police
Force given last July in a Melbourne Cathed-
ral is very significant. There the leader of the
Church of England in Victoria more or less
consecrated the police as protectors of society
from dangerois influences. That the most
prominent part of police activities during the
past year has been the breaking up of work-
ing-class meetings and demonstrations—that
is, the protection of capitalist relations (and
of Church property)—is well known to the
archbishop. Here again is solidarity between
the State and the Church. (In passing, the
fact should be mentioned that this same
reverend gentleman last year openly stated
that the war in Manchuria was to be wel-
comed as it helped Australian industry.) That
the Church will again take up its function as
recruitine zgoent in the event of another war
is beyond 211 doubt. Already it is concerned
about Australia’s “inadequate defences.”

It is abundantly clear that the Church
stands for the maintenance of the existing
conditions ; that it supports the interests of the
capitalist class. TIn the face of this fact what
is the attitude of a class-conscious worker or
intellectual to be towards the question of re-
ligion? The original Social Democratic revo-
lutionary standpoint was that religion should
be a private matter in so far as the Church
2nd all religious teaching should be absolutely
independent of the State. The earlier Social
Democrats took atheism for granted as an
essential part of a consistent working-class
outlock. To-day the general renegade charac-
ter of the Social Democracy is shown in its
attitude to religion. which, though it is ob-
viously a strong anti-working-class force, they
regard as a matter for the individual to decide
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for himself. Another attitude to adopt 1s that
of the Rationalist. As stated above, these
people are essentially of the middle classes.
They once led a strong movement among the
middle classes. However, since the develop-
ment of capitalism to the point where it is
tottering—to the point where it has become
clear that only the suppression of the working-
class movement can save it—the Rationalists
have almost ceased their militancy. But the
attitude of the Rationalists is shared by many
more enlightened workers, who, of late years,
have formed the bulk of Rationalist audiences.
They hold that religion is entrenched among
the people because they are ignorant. To free
them from its grasp, education, and education
alone, seems necessary. DBut such an attitude
is based on the narrowest conception of re-
ligion. It does not realise that religion has a
social basis, and no other than a social basis.
“The roots of modern religion are deeply em-
bedded in the social oppression of the working
masses, and in their apparently complete help-
lessness before the blind forces of capitalism,
which every day and every hour cause a
thousand times more horrible suffering and
torture than are caused by. exceptional events
such as war, earthquakes, etc.” And it is
only by removing this apparent helplessness
that religion can be fought successfully. “No
amount of reading matter, however enlighten-
ing, will eradicate religion from those masses
who are crushed by the grinding toil of capi-
talism and subjected to the blind destructive
forces of capitalism, until thess masses, them-
selves, learn to fight against the social facts
from which religion arises in a united, dis-
ciplined, planned, and conscious manner—
until they learn to fight against the rule of
the capitalist in all its forms” (Lenin, “Re-
ligion,” p. 20).

That the freedom of the masses from capi-
talist rule does free them from religious be-
liefs is being abundantly proved in the Soviet
Union. The fact that this condition is neces-
sary makes the fight against religion subordi-
nate to the whole fight against capitalism. But
does this mean that nothing should be done
against religion? Certainly not. It is abso-
lutely essential to point out to the m
class the role of religion. But it is essentia
that the working-class fighter should be one
who works “not by means of abstract, purely
theoretical p y suited to all
times and to all on the
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basis of the class struggle actually proceeding
—a struggle which is educating tl},c masses
better than anything else could do (Ler{m,_
“Religion”). It is necessary to do everytlnflg
possible to enlighten the workers about re-
ligion, to help the spread of anti-religious
literature. It is necessary to point out the role
of the Church in the every-day events of the
workers’ lives. For instance, it usuall_y hap-
pens that the clergy pray and pl_‘L’B.C}_l for the
peaceful settlement of all industrial disputes—
for harmony between employer and employee.
Here the identical policy of the reactionary
trade union leaders is repeated. This forms
a basis for exposing the Church. But it is
essential that the working-class opponent of
religion does not adopt the anarchistic atti-
tude of attacking the Church on every possible
occasion. It would be definitely against the
interests of the workers to bring up religious
matters during a strike. This would lead to a
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split, and experience has _shc;wn that the em-
ployer uses this very device to smash strikes
This attitude is the direct result of realising
that the struggle against capitalism as a whole
is much more important than the struggle
against its part—religion. And, arising from
this realisation also, the value of a worker
who, while fully prepared to work actively in
the working-class movement, has not yet given
up his religious beliefs, is recognised to he
equal to that of other religion-free workers
so long as his religious remnants do not in-
fluence his activities to any extent. They are
unimportant, and will probably be lost in the
struggle. And it is certain that, having freed
themselves from the yoke of capitalist eco-
nomic and ideological suppression, the work-
ers will become free of religious superstitions
as they learn to construct their own Socialist
society.
—R. NMixon.

DIALECTICS AND

lN a previous article we outlined briefly the
fundamentals of Marxist philosophy, but
we made only casual remarks as to how
Marxism, both as a politico-revoluticnary
theory and materialist philosophy, has with-
stood the test of actual practice; how dia-
lectical materialism has found its justification
by the recent events in the historical world
arena; and how dialectical materialism has
found its confirmation in recent scientific de-
velopments—in other words, how the theory
and practice of Marxism have actually merged
mto one another. For theory now is insepar-
able from practice. But, in attempting to pre-
sent our case, we will be forced to dwell upon
the problems of ideology in general, and those
of the proletariat and the bourgeoisie in par-
ticular. This is inevitable, since bourgeois
philosophy and the science which follows in
its train have denied their own revolutionary
heritage, and have reverted to idealism *
which is that weapon by means of which the
bourgeois thinkers hope to undermine his-
torical materialism. This idealist and sub-

**“Idealism in philosophy is more or less a crafty
defence of clericalism—a doctrine which puts faith
higher than science, or on a level with science, or
which in general allots a place to faith” (Len.in)

IDEOLOGY

jective philosophy is playing a reactionary
role, in so far as it attempts to undermine
the belief in science, and it denies the possi-
bility of understanding objective reality;
whereas the latter is the source of the pro-
letariat’s unshakable conviction of the inevita-
bility of the fall of the old order and the
building of the new.

Bourgeois Ideology.

By ideology in general we mean all the
manifestations of intellectual life processes,
and these, as has been pointed out by Marx,
reflect the social consciousness of a class.
This social consciousness is based on social
conditions of existence, and the latter, in turn,
corresponds to the economic structure of
scciety. Thus, broadly speaking, philosophy,
science, and literature will reflect the methods
of thought, aspirations, sentiments, and mO_OdS
of a class which expresses them per medium
of its spokesmen—that is, scientists, philoso-
phers, writers, etc. But the dialectic of his-
torical process does not permit the view that
this ideology is eternal, “fixed once and for
all”; but, on the other hand, it forces on¢
to regard it as being in a continual process of
change, since this ideology changes with the

i SN o
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shifting of class forces in society. When
viewed in this light, many perplexing incon-
sistencies and contradictions (themselves re-
flections of the contradictions of bourgeois
society) of bourgegis ideology become disen-
tangled and intelligible.

Thus bourgeois ideology can be subdivided
into three successive phases, these being
purely arbitrary lines of division:

(a) Protestantism and Atheism, the former
corresponding to the great peasant struggles
in Germany in the sixteenth century against
the landowners and the seventeenth century
English Revolution; and the latter appearing
during the eighteenth century life-and-death
struggles of the French bourgeoisie against
absolutism.

(b) Bourgeois liberalism and agnosticism
corresponding to the epoch of expansion of
bourgeois method of production.

(¢) “Modern” idealism and bourgeois Fas-
cist ideology—or denial of its own heritage,
developed in the epoch of the decline of the
capitalist mode of production, coincident with
imperialism and proletarian revolution. The
former two are essentially progressive epochs
of hourgeois ideology.

Protestantism and Atheism.

The great religious movements of the six-
teenth century, which threw Europe into such
violent convulsions, were merely reflections of
violent class struggles which were undermin-
ing the foundations of medieval feudalism.
These class wars between the rising petty
bourgeoisie and peasantry against the feudal
exploitation assumed a religious mask. But
this religious camouflage represented an im-
portant ideological weapon, because the class
struggle against Catholicism was at the same
time the struggle against one of the most

powerful feudal institutions—the Catholic
Church. Where the politico-economic basis
of the petit bourgeoisie was strongest,

Catholicism was swept out of existence. Thus
the North of Germany is an industrial coun-
try, and there Protestantism dominates till to-
day. The South of Germany is still peasant,
has many feudal relics, and Catholicism is
still intact. Thus we see that religious re-
visionism was one of the ideological weapons
of the rising bourgeoisie.

Another manifestation of the same phe-
nomenon is Puritanism and the English Revo-
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lution. There the class nature of these
struggles manifested itself even more strongly.
Unprecedented violence marked the attempts
of the French bourgeoisie to free itself irom
the political domination of the landed aris-
tocracy. The bourgeoisie, then a revolutionary
class, utilised materialism as a militant weapon
in order to fight the ideology of feudalism—
that is, religion and theology. ILet us hear
Lafargue :

“The bourgeois revolutionists of 1789,
imagining that France could be de-christian-
ised, persecuted the clergy with unequalled
vigor; the more logical of them, thinking that
nothing would be accomplished as long as
the belief in God existed, abolished God by
decree, like a functionary of the old régime,
and replaced him by the Goddess of
Reason.: .1 .7

Thus the ideology forged by the French
materialists (Encyclopedists — Helvetius,
d'Holbach, etc.) found its full expression as
a class weapon of the bourgeoisie. This
ideology denied the interference of a super-
human force with man’s activity. To them
everything observable was in man’s existence;
man’s history was the result of man’s own
activity. They were unable, however, to ex-
plain what determined this activity. Another
source of their limitations lay in the fact that
the general level of scientific knowledge was
low at the time.

Thus the bourgeois ideology in its revolu-
tionary epoch served the function of discredit-
ing the past, and set itself to paint the new
and coming world in contrast to the crumbling
old world. But as soon as it had consolidated
its power after the destruction of feudalism,
the bourgeoisie found to its horror that class
contradictions had not been eliminated from
society, but merely class shifting had resulted.
It had hitherto appealed to the proletariat with
the slogans of liberty, equality, and fraternity ;
none of these would it grant—none of these
could it grant.

This realisation revealed to the bourgeoisie
social forces which wanted to go further than
themselves. These new forces began to be
more dangerous than the relics of the deposed
old. To come to agreement with the latter
became a necessity to the bourgeoisie. With
this, therefore, their ideology was bound to
become more and more diluted.
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Bourgeois Liberalism and Agnosticism.

The nineteenth century witnessed the un-
precedented spectacle ot capitalist progress

and expansion. It also bore evidence of tre-
the domain of

mendous achievements in 1
natural science. But the very nature of the
class position of the bourgeoisie p_re\-'c'nt‘erl
the possibility of similar progress in s_r_}‘mzll
This is especially true ot political

sciences. _ e ot ;
economy, when, during its “classical” (that 1s,
scientific) period, the Physiocrats, Adam

Smith and Ricardo, attempted to make an
objective study of the economic phenomena
and to search out the general laws of pro-
duction.

“But since the machine-tool and steam
régime require the co-operative efforts of
wage workers alone in the creation of wealth,
the economists confine themselves to the col-
lection of facts and statistical figures” (La-
faroue). In other words, the science becomes
purely descriptive. But it was even doomed
to lose its youthful innocence when it was
confronted with proletarian criticisms. Let us
hear the secret revealed through the mouth
of a bourgeois economist: * ‘That labor is
the only source of wealth appears to be an
idea which is no less dangerous than false,
because it unfortunately plays into the hands
of those who opine that all wealth belongs to
the laboring classes, and the portion which
the others reserve has been stolen or robbed
from them.” The scientific truth that value is
produced by labor simply does not suit the
bourgeoisic.” (Quoted from Marxist Study
Course, No. 1.) 1

Thus during the period of greatest opti-
mism of its class rule—that is, during the
epoca of liberalism (granting of concessions
to the proletariat)—the bourgeoisie was un-
able to grant complete freedom to its official
spokesmen.

“If philosophical determinism reigns in th:
natural sciences, it is only because the bour-
geoisie has permitted its scientists to study
freely the pley of natural forces which it has
every motive to understand, since it utilises
:he:m in ;heh?r‘c'rduct_ion of its wealth; but by
FEason 6 the situation that it occupies in so-
s scancuity SRR, Toe Tbetyto
torians, sociolo igt b A el

: gists, and politicians, and that

. %gnlqstmsm 15 a vacillation between materialism
and idealism—that is, in practice vacillation between
materialist science and clericalism” (Lenin)
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is why they have nqt_been able to introdycs
philosop-hical determinism into sciences of the
social world” (Lafargue).

For the above reason the physicist obtains
full freedom, the biologist half freedom, and
the philosopher no freedom at all to pursye
his studies in the quest for knowledge; while
simultaneously, the economist is given the task
of providing an apology for the capitalist sys-
tem, the sociologist the task of clouding the
class issues of capitalist society, and the his-
torian the task of distorting and misinterpret-
ing historical phenomena in order to find an
apology for imperialist plunder. Thus physics
is the first science to become reallv materialis-
tic, but its materialism suffers from many
deficiencies, owing to the fact that its philo-
sophical and social environment is hopelessly
theological and idealistic. Thus, in rebellion
against idealism in science, the physicists be-
came victims of “mechanism.” This failure
on their part permits us to understand why,
later, physics was doomed to pass through a
“crisis.” Both biologists and physicists were
necessarily subjected to the influence of ma-
terialism. This, of course, could not be sym-
pathetically regarded by the bourgeois class
in whose employ they were, and with whose
class interests it collided.

“Modern materialism is so flatly opposel
to the mental state of this class that bourgeo's
ideologists naturally regard it as intolerable
and improper; as something which is un-
worthy of orderly minded people in general,
and of respactable men of science in particu-
lar. It is not surprising that all these respect-
able men of science consider themselves
morally obliged to free themselves from any
suspicion of sympathy for materialism. Often
enough, they denounce it all the more ve
hemently in proportion to the degree to which,
in their own special researches, they incline to
adopt a materialist outlook™ (Plekhanov).

It took a long time for Darwin to decide
whether he should publish his “Origin ot
Species,” because he foresaw it would de-
liver a deadly blow to religion. But agnost¢
Thomas Huxley was a “double-faced’
agnostic; on the one hand, he would conduct
polemics with bishops against religion, and, on
the other hand, he advocated the study of the
Bible in the elementary schools. Sl

Thus we see that the liberal bourgeoisi
ceases to be “liberal” as soon as its class -
terests are concerned, and that even
its most prosperous times their science and
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phiiosoph_\-' are permeated and limited by the
narrow horizon of its own class outlook.

Period of Decline.

This was further accentuated during the
period of decline of capitalist economy. On
the one hand we witness the breaking down
of the whole of the economic basis of capi-
talism, and on the other an unprecedented
growth of the parasitism of the capitalist class
as reflected by the rentier or bond-holder
class. The advent of imperialist war, the
world crisis, and Fascism complete the picture
of political and economic chaos, and, of
course, this must exert a profound influence
on contemporary bourgeois ideology. The
stage is reached when the bourgeoisie is di-
rectly faced by the revolutionary proletariat
on the one hand, and on the other by success-
ful building of Socialism in the Soviet Union.

The beginning of the twentieth century was
marked by complete revolutionisation of
physical science. Its exponents made most
vital and profound discoveries in practical
physics by having unconsciously utilised the
dialectical method. But having achieved this,
they are horrified by the fact that these dis-
coveries do not (and, of course, could not)
agree with the materialism of the nineteenth
century—that is, mechanism. They see them-
selves compelled to abandon materialism pre-
cisely because of their ignorance of dialectical
materialism. This ignorance results from the
hostility of the bourgeois class to dialectical
materialism, and precludes the physicists from
acquainting themselves with this philosophy.
Thus they renounce materialism and embrace
idealism. Hence a “crisis” results in modern
physics.

“Recent physics fell into an idealist swamp
mainly because the physicists did not know
dialectics.  They combated metaphysical
materialism and its one-sided ‘mechanisation,’
and by so doing they not only threw the water
out of the bath, but the child as well. By
denying the immutability of the elements and
the properties of matter known hitherto, they
ended with the denial of matter, the denial
of the objective reality of the physical
world” (Lenin, “Materialism and Empirico-
Criticism”)_

"_Thus matter disappears and formula re-
mains.”

But to say that only ignorance guided them
Wwould be to absolve them. The declining
bourgeoisie demanded of its spokesmen jus-

7y

tification of “spiritual values” against im-
moral materialism, so that the dethroned
deity could reclaim again its rightful place
in the heaven from which it was so rudely
cjected by the bourgeois scientists of the pre-
ceding generations. “The philosophy woven
into the new physical theories is entirely con-
ditioned by the ideological needs of a ruling
class approaching its doom, which is afraid
of truth and asks for any weapon that might
stay the advance of proletarian materialism”
(D. S. Mirsky).

This glaring reversion to idealism is the
most important symptom of complete disin-
tegration of bourgeois ideology, and it per-
meates all the avenues of knowledge and
philosophy. Yet there is another factor which
influences these developments. The decline of
capitalist rule is marked by the growing pes-
simism of this class. It needs a spiritual
comfort. Science is not only able to give it
to the bourgeoisie, but spells their veritable
doom. The bourgeoisie is seized by a panic,
the physician has diagnosed a fatal illness;
it cannot believe this—it dares not believe this.
The bourgeoisie goes to consult a quack. It
is thus able to obtain consolation. The for-
tune-teller, the “economist,”* the herbalist,
the astrologer, the “intuivist,”f acquire an in-
creasing importance in the bourgeois scheme
of things. This debacle is completed in the
Fascisation of the capitalist State.

Proletarian Ideology.

“The interests of the proletariat are dia-
metrically opposed to the interests of the
dominating classes, but they are in complete
accord with the objective course of social de-
velopment and with the interests of the whole
humanity” (Lapidus and Ostrovityanov). The
above quotation puts into a nutshell the whole
position and the historical mission of the
working class in society to-day. This, of
course, profoundly influences the ideclogy of
the proletariat. TIts historical roots are again
to be found in its material mode of existence.

The birth of the proletariat coincides with
that of Capital. Its appearance is accom-
panied by unheard of violence. “The expro-
priation of the immediate producers is affected
with ruthless vandalism, and under stimulus
of the most infamous, the basest, the meanest,
and the most odious passions™ (“Capital™).
In its infancy it is compelled to fight the capi-

*Major Douglas. 1Bergson.
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talist class, but it is only able to wage the
struggle because the objective conditions weld
them into a class—that 1s, a portion o{f{ the
population with interests in common. :Thle
great industry masses together in a mnglc
place a crowd of people unknown to each
other. Competition divides their interests.
But the maintenance of their wagesﬁth}s
common interest which they have against their
employer—unites them 1in thq same 1(.188'(]1
resistance—combination. . . . The combination
at first isolated, . . . (form into) groups, al_ld.
in face of constantly united capital, the mam-
tenance of the associations becomes more
important and necessary for them than the
maintenance of wages. In this struggle—a
veritable civil war—are united and developed
all the elements for a future battle” (Marx,
“The Poverty of Philosophy”). ;

Moreover, the very nature of co-operation
between the wage workers and the socialisa-
tion of labor developed by the capitalist in-
dustry itself, create the necessary prerequisites
for a higher social order—that is, Com-
munism.

Thus, the class ideology of the proletariat
is that of immediate social producers. Their
role in society is essentially progressive, while
the ideology of the bourgeoisie is that of the
appropriators of wealth. That is to say, once
having fulfilled their historical mission, their
ideology is in essence anti-social. The inherent
contradiction of capitalism is that social pro-
duction co-exists with individual (that is,
capitalist) appropriation. This contradiction
leads to a point when “The centralisation of
the means of production and the socialisation
of labor reach a point where they prove in-
compatible with their capitalist husk. This
bursts asunder. The knell of capitalist private
property sounds. The expropriators are ex-
propriated” (Marx, “Capital”). This is, of
course, coincident with the interests of the
prqletariat—the grave-diggers of capitalism.
It is the dialectics of history !

: Proletar?an ideology is the conscious reflec-
tion of this dialectics. But by being a con-
scious reflection, it at the same time becomes
the powerfu_l ideological weapon of the pro-
letariat. This ideology is forged in the actual
process of struggle of the proletariat for
emancipation, and thus becomes an integral
part of this struggle. No other conception of
this ideology can be propounded. Tt does not
present 1ts§if‘ from some higher heavenly
power, nor is it “ready made” by learned men,
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Marx’s role consists in this—that he pre-
sented the proletariat with a method which is
consistent with the objective reality of the
social world ; but its importance lies in the fact
that it not only interprets this world, but,
above all, it offers the means whereby this
world can be altered in agreement with the
interests of the proletariat.

Dialectics 1s not a formula, it 18 movement.
Hence it cannot be separated from activity,
but is an integral part of it, and the expression
of conscious activity in its rational form.
Therefore, it precludes “philosophical detach-
ment” from actual practice; but, on the other
hand, represents the fusion of the two. Dia-
lectics thus represents the most complete and
the highest method of thought as yet attained
by human beings. This powerful weapon in
the hands of the proletariat spurs on the ad-
vance of this class, and with every victory
so attained the proletariat learns how to apply
the weapon of dialectics ever more effectively.

Dialectical materialism has brilliantly justi-
fied itself in the realm of history, which has
witnessed a number of social revolutions in
our era, one of which has already culminated
in the successful democratic dictatorship of
the proletariat in the Soviet Union. The pro-
foundest social changes which we have wit-
nessed prove once again that social life is not
determined by some abstract ideological fac-
tors, but by material conditions of production
and by their bye-product—the class struggle.
Nobody nowadays seeks the explanation of
the occurrence of great war in causes other
than economic. The “learned” critics of
Marxism have “proved” that revolution is im-
possible, owing to the fact of its incompati-
bility with human nature. These “thoughtful”
philosophers were convinced by a real revolu-
tion about its “possibility” not so much by
its logical proofs as by the rude shocks it in-
flicted. The international proletariat at the
end of temporary stabilisation of capitalism
begins, once again, to storm the capitalist
fortress. The capitalist society has entered a
blind alley, of which the only exit is Com-
munism. The principal task of the world pro-
letariat to-day remains the revolutionary
conquest of political power.

_This line of development of capitalist so-
ciety was foreseen about eighty vears ago by
Karl Marx. Sixteen years ago the prediction
of the greatest thinker of the nineteenth cen-
tury came true when the Russian proletariat,
under the leadership of the Communist Party.



overthrew their bourgeoisie. To-day, it be-
comes the guestion of practical politics in all
the countries of the world. Communism be-
comes a life question for millions of workers
and for the progress of society at large. In
this way Marxism has survived all “crises”
which were implied by various quacks from
the camp of the bourgeoisie and its numerous
spokesmen in the labor movement.

In spite of this, it is still alive, and presents
an unparalleled example in history of being
able to rally around its banner millions of
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human beings. What a magnificent spectacle!
At first, in the history of humanity it was a
scientific viewpoint embracing in one tre-
mendous synthesis all the problems of know-
ledge as well as questions of social life and
history; now it becomes the property of the
masses.

Humanity is passing out of pre-history into
history, “from the kingdom or necessity intc
the kingdom of freedom.” '

—S.R.

OUR UNIVERSITY

T is the custom in radical circles to decry

Universities as ‘“class institutions,” whose
function is to serve the bourgeois State to the
detriment of the working class. From time to
time the University of Melbourne has been
criticised by its own Labor Club, but up to
the present the attack has been merely
sporadic. It is the intention of this article to
state the case against Universities more suc-
cinctly, and, by reference to our local institu-
tion, to marshal as many facts as may be to
support the general thesis.

One might begin by examining the tra-
ditional conception of a University. In aca-
demic circles it is contended, and, such is the
power of self-deception, generally believed,
that the University is constituted for the pur-
suit of truth—often spelt with a capital “T.”
The theory is that, all ulterior and contingent
circumstances disregarded, professor and stu-
dent will discover and fearlessly proclaim
what they consider to be the truth of any
situation, whether scientific, religious, or
political. And they will do this whatever
obloquy they may bring upon themselves,
whatever persecution or social martyrdom.
That is to say, if, in their fearless voyaging
through the seas of thought, they should dis-
cover the truth of the Marxian theories, they
will immediately become revolutionaries, and
seek to overturn the State for the benefit of
mankind.

No very profound acquaintance with Uni-
versities is needed to realise the absurdity of
this position. Any history of Universities, and
particularly of their functioning in the twen-
tieth century, will refute it at every page. In

war-time, the Universities of belligerent
nations follow—indeed, they often lead—the
jingoistic fervor of the people. Learped doc-
tors produce literary, scientific, and philo-
sophical proofs of the greatness of their race
and the depravity of their enemies; historians
employ their genius to show the righteousness
of the national cause. The published war-time
speeches of our own professors (available in
the University library) give an excellent illus-
tration of the way in which these earnest
seekers after truth pander to the national arro-
gance. If every University is right, then truth
must be many, and not one—a proposition re-
pugnant to most philosophers. No, this truth
theory will not do at all. It is so absurd that
one can only wonder at the childlike faith of
those who accept it.

The contrary position, and the one which it
is the intention of this article to justify, is that
the function of a University is to train and
mentally condition men to be servants and
supporters of the bourgeois State. It is not
contended that this is done consciously and
with Machiavellian deliberation. The curricula
of the faculties are not under the direct con-
trol of a secret council of capitalists, who
decide our fate while grimly chewing their
fat cigars. It is not simple coercion that de-
termines the function of any institution.
Rather it is the resultant of a number of
forces, some obscure, some plain for all to see.
The necessity for preserving and increasing
State grants is one clear influence. The de-
sire of the Science and Economics staffs to
serve the State in public capacities is another.
Again, it is important to the social status of
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University men that they shr_‘u_ld_con form :-m_d
be respectable, for if they fail in that, their
professions are in jeopar@}'. These are only
a few of the ways in which the ruling clnijs
guides and directs University thought to safe
conclusions, curbs its enthusiasms, checks
what it calls its extravagances, and in general
moulds undergraduates to be ornaments ol
their chosen professions, and good members
of society. They will teach us to think, will
thev? They will lead us in the search after
truth? Tackle the average undergraduate, and
vou will see in what way they have succeeded.

This is a strong indictment, but it is not
wanting in facts to justify it. Perhaps the
hest method of demonstration would be a
piecemeal review of schools, faculties, and
student activities.

To begin with the school of Philosophy.
Here, if nowhere else, does one expect to find
reason enthroned, and truth {earlessly pro-
claimed. At first sight. one is not dis-
appointed. The staff is above suspicion. No
deliberate perverting of youthful thought here,

-no forcing of tender minds into rigid mioulds,
no suppression of truth and elevation of false-
hood. But after a little quiet meditation, one
is not quite so sure. The intention is good,
certainly, and there is no lack of hard logic.
But where is the laborious digging about the
roots of society that one is led to expect?
Where is the laying bare of the causes of
human behavior, of social misbehavior?
Where are the full-blooded philosophies that
would emerge irom such an analysis? There
is none of this apparent at all. Nothing but
cloudy speculations about the nature of God
and of the word “is,” together with tentative
suggestions that the real world is not what we
!.hl!_lk _it is at all, but is what we would think
it is if we could think as straight as God
thinks. This sort of thing bears much the
same relation to flesh-and-blood reality as does

Alice in Wonderland,” and it seems for many

to exert much the same kind of fascination.
Indeed, the analogy goes deeper. Idealist
philosophy bears the same relation to State
authority as does Lewis Carroll's fantasia to
parental authority. Both are administered to
naughty rebellious children to keep them
quiet, and if the children happen to like that
sort of thing, the result is perfect peace—the
peace that passeth under ;

Of course, you are allowed to ask questi

= s = W W'
but them,wimn]mmmm

i b SN S Aty LA s

publicly, ya

PROLETARIAT

be diverting rather than informative. For ip-
stance, if you ask the simple question, “Whgt
is the State?” you are told to read Bosanquet
who reveals to you in a kind of esoteric m\-si
tery exactly what the State would be like if
it were not the State at all, but a kind of dem;-
paradise. Which, as has been said, is as in-
teresting as some of the Hatter’s remarks at
the mad tea-party, and about as intelligent.
The intention is good, but one cannot help
feeling that there is a mistake somewhere, and
that reason, instead of being enthroned, has
been embalmed. And so the enquiring and
rebellious mind is beguiled with fairy tales,
and those dangerous secrets—the nature of
the State and of the springs of human be-
havior—remain in safe keeping.

Now for the History school. It must be
remembered in this connection that history is
a dangerous explosive when properly under-
stood. It was a knowledge of history that
sent the throne of the Tsars toppling, and set
up a Socialist State that is admitted by the
daily press to be a menace to the world. If
the working class had never learnt to read
history, there would be no Communism, no
twentieth century ferment. That is why his-
tory is so carefully administered to school
children. If they ask why Wolfe captured
Quebec, they are told that he would rather have
written Gray’s “Elegy in a Country Church-
yard”—a fact perhaps more interesting to a
child, but scarcely of equal value in determin-
ing his future conduct toward the Empire.

It is not surprising, then, since the teaching
of history is a social menace, to find that in
the University it is not taught at all—unless,
perhaps, vou are disposed to regard as his-
tory a very competent catalogue of events,
interspersed with entertaining stories, all with-
out very much attempt to answer the question
—why? Surely facts do not become history
vntil they are linked together by an interpre-
tive philosophy. Not that they are worthless,
even of themselves. They have the value that
attaches to the picturesque : they are like some
old tapestries showing the loves and the sports
of kings—delightful things to have on your
walls, and quite in keeping with vour stand-
ing as a good citizen. But facts are not his-
tory. History is dynamite, and must on m0
account be allowed within the University pre-
cincts.  You may think out interpretations fof
yourself, if you like, but if you state thex
are likely to be called a "b:
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and a “buffoon,” as happened to a student of
this University who stated his theories with
more enthusiasm than tact.

As with Philosophy and History, so with
Literature and Law. Shelley was a rebel,
they say, but he was only a poet. You
can be a rebel too, provided that you only
write poetry. And look what a fine lesson
Law has for you. ‘There is no need to
worry much about social conflict. All is
under the rule of law, and law works ac-
cording to an abstract principle of justice,
which is an attribute of God himself. How
lucky we are to be under divine patronage!

But there is the school of Economics. This
is a study of commercial affairs, which are
also the chief concern of politics. Here,
surely, there will be critics, iconoclasts, archi-
tects of the new order. But at the outset one
is faced with a surprising disclaimer., Eco-
nomics is not a formative science, it is merely
positive. It does not discriminate between
good systems and bad, nor ask the question—
“What ought to be?” It merely points out the
truth about what is. This would be bad
enough if it were true, for there is no point in
discovering the truth if vou don’t know how
to apply it. Dut in any case, there does not
seem to be any real effort to discover the
truth, except when it is palatable. A lecturer
in Economics 1., on starting the year’s work,
is in the habit of including among his intro-
ductory gambits the statement: “You will be
invited to consider the fallacies in the theories
of Karl Marx . ..” (verbatim). Not—"You
will be invited to study the theories of Karl
Marx,” because in that way you might dis-
cover a dangerous truth.

1f the department of commerce were honest
with themselves, they would admit that their
function is not to develop the science of Eco-
nemics, but to train men for business, train
them to serve the bourgeois State. For such
it is necessary to veil the naked truth. When
a man has once seen the naked truth, he is
10 good at business again,

As for the “technical” faculties: they exist,
of course, in order to leep the essential techni-
cal services going, and they do their work very
Cfl(‘jently. But the thesis of this article still
applies—indeed, it applies here more aptly
than anywhere else. Capitalist society must

ve men who can remove appendices and
build bridges. And these men, in order to
work well, must be quiet and amenable, and,
above all, they must never question the estab-
Tished order. In other words, they must never

be allowed to think. It has to be admitted
that this end has been achieved very ade-
quately. Two circumstances have conspired to
prevent the intellectual development of medi-
cal students and engineers. In the first place,
they are of necessity subjected to mental
drudgery of a mechanical kind, which leaves
them very little time for more general study
and thought. In the second place, they are
isolated from the rest of the University in
a way which prevents them from even under-
standing the problems which plague the more
enlightened Arts student. A law student can-
not he said to be educated in any real sense,
but he does get some glimpse of horizons
wider than those of his profession. This is
scarcely ever true of medical students and
engineers, with the result that it is in these
faculties that Fascism is emerging in its most
developed form. This must have been clear
to any witness of the “lake incident” in 1932,
in which most of the participants were medi-
cal students.

Something remains to be said about student
activities. There can be no doubt that the
societies exercise a powerful influence on un-
dergraduate thought, for they provide facili-
ties for independent thought and research,
free from the doubtful advantage of profes-
sorial leadership. All societies have met with
at least a superficial tolerance, although, alone
among the societies, the Labor Club has been
refused direct financial support. But this
tolerance has its limitations. When the “All
For Australia” League tried to suppress two
radical editors of Faerrege in May, 1931, in
a way that can only be described as organised
hooliganism, a member of the professorial
board lent his enthusiastic support to the ven-
ture, even chairing the meeting which was
responsible for the worst excess of mob
activity. In May, 1932, the suppression of
free thought by mob violence was in a large
degree due to implied encouragement from the
Professor of History, while the actual throw-
ing of the victims in the lake was suggested,
almost in so many words, by the Registrar.
In April, 1931, E. Tripp was refused permis-
sion to speak at the University, on the grounds
that he would “depict Soviet Russia as a para-
dise,”” and in the same week the Rev. Father
Hackett, S.J., was suffered to describe the
Soviet Union in terms so fantastically hor-
rible that even the Liberals were disgusted.
In short, vou are allowed to say what v
like, provided it doesn't matter. There
tolerance in times of emergency.
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All these facts support the thesis that the
function of Universities is to produce servants
and supporters of the present order. But how
is this to be reconciled with the opinions of
professors and the like, who honestly believe
that they are engaged in the pursuit of truth?
The two theories are not difficult to reconcile.
The fact is that there are at least two different
kinds of truth. There is a truth for the middle
classes, because for them everything which
tends to support their interests, increase their
security, or flatter their sense of power 1S
true. And there is also a truth for those who
have nothing to gain from capitalist society,
and nothing to lose but their chains. Truth
for such is to be found by reading the cypher
of history, so that they learn their true rela-
tion to society, the nature of the deadlock
which threatens to involve them in war, and
also the means of their salvation. Certainly
the professors are seekers after truth, but it
is the middle-class truth they pursue: the
truth that made England rich and Englishmen
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poor, the truth that wasted Europe in 1914,
the truth that has succeeded, in this twentieth
century, in making life for the majority hardly
worth the living. Professorial truth has 3
pretty record.

The nett result of all this is that the Uni-
versity exercises an oppressive class function,
even when the students are least aware of it
That this need not necessarily be so is shown
by the occasional radical activity of Univer-
cities in other countries—notably in Cuba re-
cently. This being so, it is the business of
the Labor Club and of all clear-thinking men
to oppose the middle-class “truth” of the Uni-
versities, and to promulgate the other truth,
in which are the germs of freedom.

—Colin Fraser.

[The Editors of Proletariat welcome any
discussion on and criticism of this article
which 1s written by a student. If they con-
sider that some valuable discussion will result,
they are quite willing to publish any communi-
cation they may receive. ]

RAISE HIGHER THE FLAG

OF SOCIALIST CULTURE!

N May 10 last, the square between the
Berlin Opera and the Berlin University
presented a strange spectacle. Student detach-
ments in the uniform of Nazi Storm Troops,
with torches in hand, surroundeded a huge pile
of books which the Nazi authorities ordered
should be burnt. Motor lorries drove up with
fresh baskets full of literature. The bands
struck up, and as the flames seized the pile
of books there arose to heaven the hymn of
Germany’s emancipation. g
All this took place in front of the Berlin
University, where 120 years ago Fichte de-
livered his speeches “To the German People,”
in which he called upon them to fight against
Napoleon, but defended the heritage of the
French Revolution. For Fichte never forgot
that he once wrote: “From now on (since
the French Revolution) only the French Re-
pubhrc, can be the fatherland of an honest
man.” And from their pedestals the statues
of Alexander and Wilhelm Humboldt looked
down on this conflagration. Alexander Hum-
boldt, the founder of the Berlin University
fostered the spirit of the epoch of French

Enlightenment and set himself the task “to
study the progress of the spirit of the times,
the progress of enlightenment, philosophy, and
science.” He was a liberal courtier, and strove
to raise the Prussia of the junkers to the level
which the bourgeois world of the West had
attained. Wilhelm Humboldt was a great
natural scientist, and had mastered the scien-
tific knowledge of his time. Before the eyes
of these two eminent Germans, the German
students, egged on by the authorities, made
a bonfire of the literature which they con-
sidered to be hostile to the “German spirit.”

That they burnt the works of Marx, Lenin,
and Stalin is not surprising. It is obvious that
all they can oppose to the great scholars who
lit up the way for humanity is yelping and
medizeval fanaticism. The study of modern
Communism is the memento mori for thos
who wish to turn back the wheel of historY:
The Fascist Tagliche Rundschaw warned the
authorities against prohibiting the works of
Marx, pointing out that it is impossible fof
a man to-day to get a clear idea of the cours®
of economic development without a know
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of Marx, even if one holds the teachings of
Marx to be false. For this the paper got the
reward it deserved. It was suppressed, and
was only able to appear after it had promised
not to give expression to such disagreeable
truths agzaiu. The Fascist youth are not satis-
fied with destroving the literature which pre-
dicted their inevitable end. They are burning
the feeble offshoots of bourgeois democratic
culture that appeared in German literature in
the St. Martin’s Summer of the Weimar
period. Stefan Zweig, Heinrich Mann, Doblin
__writers who desired in their works to de-
jend democracy—were committed to the
flames just as Remarque, Glaser, and other
writers who sought to describe all the hor-
rors of the World War. Neither Remarque
por Gliser have indicated the revolutionary
wayv out of the cul de sac which imperialism
has created. The fact, however, that these
writers described to the cannon fodder of to-
morrow the fate that is awaiting them suf-
ficed to call forth the profoundest hatred of
those circles who see a way out in a new im-
perialist war. We do not know whether, to-
gether with the Communist, democratic, and
pacifist books, the works of natural scientists,
who were either driven from the university
or left it of their own accord as a protest
against the tiumph of medizvalism, were also
burnt. The bulletin from the German Book-
Burning Front states that the works of Freud
were committed to the flames, but does not
mention the names of the great physicist
Frank, and the chemist Haber, who during
the war discovered a process for making arti-
ficial nitrogen, and provided Germany with
the poison gases 1#cessary for the prosecution
of the war, and who has now been .compelled
to go with sunken head and a feeling of shame
on account of the ruling class whom he served
so well.

Marx once wrote that the spirit which in
the brain of the philosopher builds up a philo-
sophic system, is the same spirit which, with
the hands of the worker, builds railways. These
words were written by Marx in his youth,
When he had not yet finally freed himself from
the influence of idealistic philosophy. But in
spite of their idealistic husk, these words con-
tained a profound truth. There can be no
State with a big industry, there can be no
State which promotes technique, in which
creative scientific ideas in any sphere are de-
stroyed, The German bourgeoisie, which com-

bats with fire and sword the spirit in the
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sphere of sociology, in the sphere of the
natural sciences, because it is incompatible
with the “German spinit,” thereby says that
this German spirit has become incompatible
with any progress, even in the sphere of tech-
nique. And, as a matter of fact, the seizure
of power by the German Fascists is a proof
that the bourgeoisie of this leading country
despairs of the possibility of further develop-
ment on the path along which it has developed
hitherto; that it is seeking to save itself with
the aid of alchemy, which has always gone
hand in hand with autodafes and inquisitions.

The bonfire of books erected in front of
the Berlin University was not merely a crazy
trick on the part of a crowd of drunken stu-
dents who have never loved books and who
prefer to imbibe truth from beer barrels. The
bonfire in front of the Berlin University is the
fire showing to the whole world the limits
which humanity has reached. We Com-
munists have always said that capitalism in its
death agonies destroys all that still remains
of greatness and value in bourgeois culture.
The bourgeois intelligentsia of the West
would not believe this. They pointed to the
development of technique and natural sciences
in the capitalist countries. The agents of the
bourgeoisie sought to maintain the influence of
their masters over these intellectuals by tell-
ing them that the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat gives no freedom for the development
of scientific thought, because it sees in every
scholar and savant a representative of the
bourgeoisie. Now even the blind can see who
was right. In the Soviet Union the old
scholars who in the past were closely con-
nected with the bourgeoisie, and the majority
of whom even to-day have not yet adopted the
standpoint of Communism, are working and
enjoying the appreciation and support of the
Soviet Power and of the whole country. The
work of our chemists, our physicists and bio-
logists, our geologists, is followed with keen
attention by the whole country. Our country
is proud of them. And the Communist Party,
the leader of the land of the Soviets, calls
upon its members to learn from these old
bourgeois scientists; the Soviet Government
rewards their achievements as achievements in
the interests of the country which has bound
up its fate with the advance of science. We
Communists do not blindly take over the
i & C i -
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tsm. Communism leads the fight against the
legacy of idealistic philosophy. Whilst, how-
ever, the German black hundreds to-day burn
the works of Marx, Lenin, and Stalin in order
to-morrow to burn the works of Darwin, we,
on the other hand, are publishing translations
of the works of the great ideahst, Hegel, n
order to study the way along which humanity
came to Marxism, Communism is not afraid
of idealistic teachings, for it vanquishes them
ideologically and by actions. Communism
builds its structure for the future on all the
great achievements of the human spirit in the
past. Fascism destroys the germs of the
future lying in modern bourgeois science in
order to kill the fruit of revolution in the
womb of the bourgeoisie. If it should succeed
in this, then pregnant Germany is bound to
perish, for no development is possible, even
for the bourgeois world, in the straight-jacket
of medi@val obscurantism, in the claws of
savage nationalism. This obscurantism is in-
compatible with modern technique and indus-
try. This savage nationalism is bound to lead
to disastrous war. From the bonfire which
was lit in front of the Berlin University there
arises not the smoke and fumes of burning
paper, but the pestilential stench of the rot-
ting German bourgeoisie.

But no matter how Fascism may rage, it
will not achieve its aim. The economic and
secial development of Germany is far too ad-
vanced to be driven back, even with fire and
sword, into the middle ages. This develop-
ment has created those social forces which
will overcome renaissant medizvalism. The
blind fury which drives the TFascists to the
demonstration of burning books is not a proof
of their strength, but of their sense of weak-
ness. They indulge in wild excesses, for it is
only in the excesses that they see a chance of
salvation. These excesses show to all people
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to whom the cause of human culture is deyr
to whom the achievements of the human spiri{
are dear, where are the saviours of this spirit
where the force is that will rescue the hcrit:nm:
of Fichte and Hegel, the heritage of Help-
holtz and Haeckel from the Fascist inquisi-
torial fires. This force is the force that pro-
tects the heritage of Marx and Engels fron
the modern barbarians, and proves the truth
of the words of Marx that the German Labor
Movement is the successor of classic German
philosophy.

Public opinion in the Soviet Union, in face
of the bonfires on which the works of Ger-
man progressive writers are burnt, will not
forget for a moment what humanity owed in
the past to the spiritual life of Germany. Pub-
lic opinion in the Soviet Union will not believe
for a moment that with the bonfires which
flared up on the night of the 10th of May
there disappeared Germany’s capacity to serve
the development of human culture. Public
opinion in the Soviet Union will not permit
Germany to be identified with the crazy Fas-
cists, no matter how much thevy may claim
to be the representatives of the “true German
spirit.”  Public opinion in the Soviet Union
knows that those capacities which made Ger-
many the leading country will also in the
future make it the leading Socialist country.

The burning of the heaps of books in front
of the Berlin University signalises to the pub-
lic opinion of the Soviet Union not the de-
cline of culture, but the decline of bourgeois
cultwre. It means that the flag of Socialist
culture must be raised higher, that the men
of science must make common cause with the
working class which is building Socialism, for
the working class is the only power which
creates the preconditions under which the new
great culture of humanity arises.

—Karl Radek.

LABOR CLUB ACTIVITIES, 1932

THOUGH the Club has passed through no

crises this year of the kind experienced
early in 1_932, it has remained quite as active,
aqd has, if anything, become more stable. It
still presents the character of an active core
rathe: than a broad fl;':nt———a condition which
can, to some extent, be explained, though not
justified, by the fact that the Universi¥ prac-
tically excludes members of the '

The main opposition is indifference, the
A.F.A. League having gone the way of the
Conservative and Liberal Clubs, and the
Young Nationalist Organisation being almost
completely dormant. Such indifference
Club has been doing its best to overcome
MEETINGS.—Regular weekly meeting
once an ideal, have now become 2 realised
programme. Attendances this year have been
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fair; at lunch-hour meetings the average audi-
ence has been abgut IOl_), at qrdumry evening
meetings about 50, while debates and com-
bined meetings have attracted larger audi-
ences. Addresses and discussions at these
meetings have dealt both with specific facts
and with broader trends and policies.

Addresses of the former type have dealt
principally with conditions in the Soviet Union
and in Melbourne itself. We have had the
good fortune to hear three people who have
arrived back from the Soviet Union—Com-
rades Blake and Mrs. Baracchi, and Professor
Greenwood. The two former speakers gave
us accounts of the educational system and the
conditions of art respectively. Comrade
Blake’s lunch-hour address, and more es-
pecially his amplification of it at the Easter
Conference, gave us a good idea of the nature
of student life in a proletarian State. Mrs.
Baracchi, with her fresh pictures of the
artist’s life, the artistic training of children,
etc., also left us with some living impressions.
Professor Greenwood’s address consisted
mainly of a theoretical advocacy of social-
economic planning, there being a reference
only at the end to the will to carry out such
planned activity as he had experienced it in
the Soviet Union. This leaves us all the more
eager to hear from Professor Greenwood of
his experiences in the Soviet Union and in
Europe and America, when he has time to
speak to us at greater length.

Accounts of ‘conditions in Melbourne have
been given us by Miss Muriel Heagney and
Dr. O'Day. Dr. O'Day’s description of the
health of working-class children in Melbourne
at the present time was most informative, and
very significant of the degree of capitalist ex-
ploitation and collapse. His address aroused
great interest, and the meeting resolved unani-
mously “that we express our support of the
movement to prevent the deterioration of
child life, and our willingness to help it in
any way.” Members subsequently attended
the conference called to organise the move-
ment. Conditions of a different kind were
described by Comrade Ralph Gibson when,
under the title of “Hitler and Blamey,” he
gave us an account of the struggle for free
speech on the streets at Brunswick and else-
where, and showed it as part of the struggle
against the growth of Fascism in Melbourne.

On the subject of broader social trends, the
two debates held near the end of last term

M 5 . )
ol A g S

35

suppression of the working class is essential
to capitalist government.” The large amount
of historical fact and the social theory it im-
plies were convincingly put forward by Com-
rades Ralph Gibson, Nicholls, and Finger, and
the debate was won by the Club. In our
annual debate against the Debating Society,
however, we lost by a narrow margin. Our
team (Comrades Manton, Nicholls, and E.
White) took the negative against the proposi-
tion “that Fascism can maintain and consoli-
date its position.”

~ Apart from an effective attack on political
idealism by Comrade Nicholls and an account
of the trials of the British engineers at Mos-
cow by Comrade Watt, the remainder of the
meetings held so far this year have dealt with
one aspect or another of the question of war.

WAR.—It is in the attempt to emphasise
the danger of an outbreak of war, and to pro-
mote and consolidate opinion against it, that
the Club this year has spent a considerable
part of its energies. The first three evening
meetings of the vear were devoted to the ques-
tion. At the first, Comrade Ralph Gibson
outlined the state of war in the Far East, and
the position of the Soviet Union with regard
to it. At the following meeting, Comrade
Wright, of Sydney, in an address which, de-
spite the rantings of Farrago, was exception-
ally clear and well reasoned, took us into a
wider field, and outlined the present war pre-
parations and political groupings on a world
scale. He concluded by criticising the senti-
mental pacifist arguments that had been
brought forward at the meeting of the De-
bating Society on the previous evening, where
the motion “That this house will, under no
circumstances, fight for king or country” had
been carried; and by stressing the need for
organised resistance and an organised attempt
on the part of the working class to overthrow
the system that leads to war. At the third
meeting, held on the evening before Anzac
Day, Comrade Burton, the president of the
Club, spoke in protest against the exploitation
of Anzac Day for the purposes of militarist
propaganda. This followed aptly upon the
resolution of protest against the nature of the
University Anzac ceremony which had been
sent bv the Club to the SR.C. last year.

At the Easter Conference, where the nature
and causes of war were discussed, a resohmm
was passed against imperialist war, in which
it was stated that the Conference -
“that such wars are fought for markets and
supplies of raw materials,” that “until capi-



36

talist society is finally replaced by Socialism,
there will be continual danger of war,” and
that “only organised resistance to war pre-
parations can effectively hamper t‘he war plans
of the imperialists.” The rcsolutlon_\‘-"d_s Pub'
lished in part in the Herald, and in _Iull in
the previous (Anti-War) m}mber of }:"Jf
letariat (page 23). On April 22 the Club
took part in the mass Anti-W :lr_Lonterence
in the Bijou Theatre (reported in the same
number of Proletariat), at which the Vic-
torian Council Against War was formed. The
resolution adopted by the World Conference
at Amsterdam last year was moved by Com-
rade Burton. Comrade Nicholls spoke on
behalf of the Club. :
On May 9, a combined anti-war meeting
was organised at the University together with
the Students’ Christian Movement and the
International Relations Society. The speaker
was the Rev. J. T. Lawton, and a united front
resolution was carried. On the suggestion of
Comrade Ian MacDonald, a provisional Anti-
War Committee in the University was ap-
pointed. With the co-option of other mem-
bers, a permanent University Anti-War Com-
mittee was subsequently constituted, with
Comrade Nicholls as its secretary. This com-
mittee has since held lunch-hour meetings,
and had its articles published fortnightly in
Farrago. The Labor Club has willingly helped
this committee in any way possible.
CONFERENCE.—The five-day conference
held at Mt. Dandenong at Easter gave mem-
bers of the Club a greater opportunity for dis-
cussion among themselves. Delegates from the
Young Labor Group and the Youth Section
of the Friends of the Soviet Union were also
present, and gave the conference a broader
basis. The numbers fluctuated between 30 and
40. Comrade Wright was invited from Syd-
ney to act as conference leader. He led study-
circles on “The Crisis,” “Fascism,” “The
Labor Parties,” and “War,” and, in addition,
gave us as an opening address an analysis of
the situation in Germany. He led the con-
ference in a very real sense of the term, and
his unerring relevance and masterly control
of discussion were among the chief factors in
making the conference a success. Apart from
Comrade Blake’s address, which has been
referred to elsewhere, the remaining three
dea}t more with policy. Tan MacDonald gave
an interesting account of the agrarian position
in Australia, and showed what the policy of
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the Farmers' Unity Leagues must be in the
consolidation and emancipation of small far.
mers. Comrade Innes, of the Socialisation
Movement, \)pen(‘d a heated discussion on the
socialisation policy of the left wing of the
o 0 5 L Comrade Sheppard gave us the
academic view of Australian Socialism, and
attempted to show the inevitability of gradual-
ism. In discussions lasting deep into the night,
a large amount of ground was covered, and
many members returned with their political
attitudes much more firmly grounded than
before.

PROLETARIAT —Needless to say, the
publication of this magazine is one of the
Club’s most central and impdrtant activities.
The intention has been to make its publication
more regular this year by the publication of a
fourth issue at the end of the year. The
arrangement of examinations, however, may
still render this impossible. Qur circulation
now appears to have stabilised itself well
above the 2000 mark. Compared with this
figure, sales inside the University are lu-
dicrously small. However, it has never been
the Club’s intention to compete with Holcha,
and we can only regard this shortage of sales
as symptomatic of that intellectual indiffer-
ence to the central social problems which the
Club is earnestly trying to dispel. Quite a
wide circulation has been developed in other
States, and we hear that Proletariat is one
of the most widely read magazines of a
Socialist character in all New Zealand.

EXTERNAL ACTIVITIES.—As can be
seen from the above account, the Club’s
activities are centred mainly within the Uni-
versity, but it maintains also a connection
with the movement outside. The invitation of
members of other organisations to the Easter
Conference, participation in Anti-War and
Child-Deterioration Conferences, and, above
all, the wide circulation of Proletariat, are
evidences of this. In addition to this, the
Club has been able to grant a small amount
of financial assistance to the International
Labor Defence, the Workers' Internation:
Relief, and the Central Strike Committee n
the recent struggle against work for sus
tenance. Also, coaches in English have been
provided for members of the Jugo-Slav
ers’ organisation, Thus, by its activities
inside and outside the University, the Club

attempts in its small way to &A‘ w -
T

the fight for Socialism.
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