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\ THE LAST ISSUE OF “PROLETARIAT”!

gh with more than usual reverence, for you will never sce another. Never more will
ghted by the scintillating wit, the graceful turn of phrase, and withal, the inspired grasp
‘needs, wh1ch_ hz?.ve qn_dearegl “Proletariat” to every student in Australia. But despair not,
for we die in giving birth to a far, far, better thing. But enough—the occasion is
for flippancy. Let us explain ourselves.
g the four brief years, of our existence we have striven to point out to students the
ures of a decisive period in history; on the one hand, the rapid disintegration of Capi-
v resulting in cultural decay, Fascist repression, and the drive to war; and on the other
g struggle of all progressive forces against attacks on liberty, against war and for the
of Socialism.
present time these conflicting forces are moving rapidly towards a climax. Italian
on the verge of collapse, has launched a brutal war of colonial aggression, a war which
 stopped by international action, but which may also lead to an inter-imperialist war, or
rate throw, the alignment of the forces of Capitalism against the Soviet Union.
alian Ca ital,ism to meet the situation, moves rapidly towards Fascism, endeavoring first
p s
' the spear-head of the forces against war and against Capitalism itself. . \
e ultimate outcome of the world situation there can be no doubt—the international
s has never been stronger—Capitalism has never been weaker. e . e
our task at the moment is to prevent Australia taking part in the imminent imperialist
defeat any attempt to introduce Fascism in our c01}111:1t1(~1y.h Iﬁ is xviEz:\Il;}y r%)ccessaig to
 progressive forces, regardless of political theories, behind the slogan: “For Peace, rree-
gress.”
t issue of “Proletariat,” the Labor Club called for the formation of an Australian Student
Originally we conceived of the League as an organisation embracing those societies in
ity having Socialism as their aim. Our_ conception has since broadened considerably,
ctors being responsible for the change. Firstly, our realisation of the urgent necessity
est unity of all progressive students; and secondly, the rather u_nexpected response‘of
student bodies such as the Student Christian Movement, to _the idea of an Australian
-ue, based on a broad programme such as that summed up in the slogan: “For P_’eacef,
d Progress.” The Labor Club is prepared to devote all its energies to the formation o
e,
i i iti i i hools,
ded, not only into the Universities but also into the public se A
I;Ittmlilst'bel ex{.:)r;]: business 3cfzolleges, agricultural :“.olleges, forestry schools, where-
oty r}allca dsi(;: th,er with common interests. The tasks of the League will extend
ina;;'?eg?;teersirugogglz for the defence of democratic rights and against the wa(.ir.tc_:iangerf.
i h into the economic conditions o
eSSary for the League to conduct extenswedresearc . 5 th =
i nd of struggle for improving those co
d graduates, and to devise forms of propaganda a =% IR 2 B
i roblems of students, to work 1or a c £
[Li!:,ii?; :F ﬁﬁieﬂ subjects with 50(‘,18:1 problems, and to demand that the talents and
students be used for progressive purposes. ! i ol s
: i i t these tasks will be a student newspape y
e poten & asteymant lﬁ ca:flnlral;] girggossigle for the Labor Club to continue the publi-
and appearing regularly. Ly istine in the heavy tasks of organising the Student
P iat” time assisting in the i
I whiln st tho same The Labor Club has therefore decided to hand
hﬁhm% thedpr%posed é“ﬁfﬁgﬁi‘ion of “Proletariat” to the Student League. It seems
R of Rreucuion 81 this ha t, our decision will remain.
; L : pens or not,
our offer will be accepted; whether this fiap
» js dead—long live the Student League newspaper.

) TO AN AUSTRALIAN STUDENT LEAGUE.



The War

UGUST, 1914, took the world by surprise. It

is true that, in the writings of a few of the
more sensitive pre-war novelists, there is a
recognition of the hollowness of the pre-war
world, of the threatening doom towards which a
world of illusions is heading. It is true that
many critics foresaw the conflict many years

ahead.

“England—and Germany—compete in every
corner of the globe. In the Transvaal, at the
Cape, in Central Africa, in India, and the
East, in the islands of the Southern Sea, and
in the far Northwest, wherever—and where has
it not?—the flag has followed the Bible, and
trade has followed the flag; there the German
bagman is struggling with the English pedlar.
Is there a mine to exploit, a railway to build,
a nation to convert from breadfruit to tinned
meat, from temperance to trade gin, the Ger-
man and the Englishman are struggling to be
first. A million petty disputes build up the
greatest cause of war the world has ever seen.

. . Nations have fought for years over a city
or a right of succession. Must they not fight
for two million pounds of commerce?”

The above extract, which gives a far better
analysis of the underlying causes of the first
world war than the average present day British
school book, appeared in the English “Saturday
Review” of September 11th, 1897.

But while there were several such forecasts,
the prophets were in a powerless minority. The
people generally before 1914, were blind to the
fact that the end of the road of -capitalist
civilisation, the goal towards which life was mov-
ing, was August, 1914, and the World Wanr.

A Second World War?

BUT" since those four tragic years it has been
different. A large section of mankind was
certainly lulled to sleep by the flowery talk of
the League of Nations and Disarmament, and
Iarge_ sections are still asleep to this very day.
But it is only those who have been deliberately
sh.uttmg their eyes, or who have been asleep
mtl}out being aware of it, who have not known
during the past few years that the world has
been hurtling towards another Armageddon.

Not only in political treatises, but in the novel
and the poem, throughout the whole field of
literature, there looms the foreboding of the
gathering storm. Celine’s “Journey to the End
of the Night” is in the front ranks of post-war
bourgeois literature only because it expresses
more powerfully and honestly what its fellow-
books have portrayed less clearly. Celine paints
only one side of post-war life, but he paints that
side with the y accuracy of a mad
caricaturist, and it is a life that cannot be des-
cribed better than by the title of his book.

And we would have to admit that Celine is
right—that life is a meaningless journey into
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ever deeper darkness and death—if we could no
recognise the propelling forces that are drivin
us onward, and the means of controlling these
forces.

The Propelling Forces.

THAT the capitalist system itself—a system
that has increased the productive forces but
is unable to distribute its products—a system
that destroys wheat and coffee and cotton while
millions are cold and starving—a system that
involves a struggle for overseas markets and
spheres of influence for the profitable invest-
ment of capital—a system that is a war of trade
which is ever developing rapidly into the trade
of war—that the profit motive which is the driv-
ing force of this system is also the propelling
force driving the world to war, is clear to any
scientific analysis and is confirmed by all the
historical facts. !

Never has this been so clear as in the Abys-
ginian war. It is plain to all that it is no mad
whim of Mussolini, but the desperate condition
of Italian capitalism, that demands this grabbing
of a country where unexploited raw materials®
and unexploited cheap labor may be used to:
resuscitate the failing god of Italian capitalism
—the rate of profit.

The Role of Fascism.

TALY’S aggression has given the final touch of

historical proof needed to confirm the analysis
of fascism as “a direct part of capitalist war pre-
paration” (Palme Dutt), as a weapon by which 3
the drive to war, inherent in capitalism, is =
accelerated both through the inculcation of an =
insane nationalism and by the ruthless crushing
of all opposition. Fascist Italy takes its place
with Fascist Germany and semi-Fascist Japan in
the front ranks of the powers that are leading |
the drive to war.

Those who have been trying to pretend that
Italian Fascism, unlike its German brother, is =
“yespectable’” and “moderate” can do so no
longer. Less than three years ago the “Times,”
the mouthpiece of British imperialism, was de-
claring that: “The present greatness of Mussolini
is shown in the increased moderation which has
followed the increase of his power. . . . Abroad
he has shown that even his eager nationalism
understands the need of international collabora-
tion, and that Fascism is always ready to fall in

with the plans of other Powers if they are
calculated to promote the common good.
(October 18th, 1932.) But the myth of the

respectability of Italian Fascism has been
exploded by the Italian Fascists themselves.
Behind Fascist Italy, making war in Africa,
stands Fascist Germany, threatening war it
Europe. The designs on Austria, France, and the
Soviet Union expressed by Hitler in ‘‘Mein
Kampf” have never been denied by the Nazis,
and one of the gravest dangers of the Abyssinial
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is that Italy’s preoccupation with war in
y encourage the Nazis to make a
te step eastward. The rapidly worsening
ﬁuﬂtmn (“Germans must temporarily
ir belts”—Dr. Goebbels) increases the
'such a desperate step being taken.
gly veiled threats at Memel indicate
seizure of this small portion of
territory may be attempted first, as
nary to further moves.
has_also been lying low for some time,
rts indicate that a seizure of Mongolia
at any time. Since this would place a
between the Chinese Soviet areas and the
. it would be in accord with British
¢; this explains (partly) the fact that,
a the harmful effects of Japanese com-
on on British trade, the British ruling class
gwfnole extends a friendly hand to Japanese
serialism. Sir Samuel Hoare declares that
lo-Japanese collaboration is essential not
to the stability of Asia, but to the prosperity
world” (“Argus,” June 21st, 1935), while
“Arthur Balfour actually agrees that
Japanese competition in world markets pro-
not s the general wealth” (“Argus,” June 26th,
Sir Frank Clarke (President of the Victorian
Legislative Assembly) spoke even more honestly:
“Now we see that you are expanding to the
north and the west, and not to the south. So
in Australia, although our first loyalty is to
the British Empire, our second thought is that
. we wish Japan well in her expansion. We
realise that she must expand, and, as long as
she expands along the lines on which she is
. expanding, we wish her well. That, of course,
i an indiseretion, but I hope you will realise
. that it is a plain truth” (tArgus,” September
- Tth, 1935).

The Attack on the Soviet Union.

E British “Observer” pointed out on
February 17th last, that: “The relations be-

tween Germany, Poland, and Japan, become
' itlvnser everyday. In an emergency they would
a t to an anti-Russian alliance.” A semi-

‘official book, published some months ago in
Poland, openly advocates a German-Polish-
se war on the Soviet Union for the seizure
‘of large portions of Soviet territory.

Such an attack is hardly likely without the
~ support of other capitalist powers. The prospects
| of a capitalist bloc against the Soviet Union

‘appear to have been lessened by the deepening of
mtagonisms between the imperialist powers

smselves. But it should be remembered that
the deeper the antagonisms among the_1mpe1:13_hst

- , and the more desperate their position,
the greater is the temptation to attempt to
‘all their difficulties at the expense of the
t Union, to take the final desperate gamble
a combined capitalist war on the land of

t while on the surface the possibility of
ist attack on the Soviet Union appears to
remote than ever, it would be unwise
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to assume that this is not still a very real

sibility. It is the growing strength gd pres{?;;.
of the Soviet Union (its peace policy has now
been. widely recognised even by enemies of com-
munism), and the growing strength of the mili-
tant opposition to war among the people of the
capitalist countries, rather than the disagreements

.among the imperialist powers, that are the real

obstacles standing in the way of a repetition of
the war of intervention of 1918-1922.

In considering this possibility of an anti-Soviet
bloe, it will be readily seen that the attitudes of
Britain and France are of the greatest im-
portance, British encouragement of Japan has
already been referred to. Her encouragement of
Germany has been evidenced by the Anglo-
German Naval Pact, the conversations between
Dr. Schacht and Mr. Montagu Norman, the visits
of ex-service men, and the British help in the
financing of German re-armament (admitted in
the London “Financial News” of May 15th).

British policy, while it has, in the main, made
for peace in Western Europe, has thus tended to
increase the war danger in Eastern Europe. But
the fear that the Nazi guns after all may explode
in the wrong direction, has caused much
manoeuvring in British policy, and it seems clear
that there are conflicting groups among the
British ruling class. As well as a warlike section
(Rothermere, Mosley, etc.) openly advocaiing
British support for a German war on the Soviet
Union, there are saner, more moderate groups
who realise the dangers involved for the British
Empire in any war, and who are satisfied with
attempts to preserve the status quo. British
policy is therefore complex and even self-
contradictory. ;

French policy has also for some time been
liable to fluctuations. The signing of the Franco-
Soviet Pact of Mutual Assistance on May 2 was
2 natural result of French fear of Germany’s
military preparations. The refusal of Germany
to sign this Pact was in itself a proof of the
aggressive designs of Nazism, which aim to iso-
late Germany’s victims for separate attack; the
Pact (if carried out) renders this impossible.
There are still powerful groups in France which
would like nothing better than to see this Pact
smashed, and a Franco-German anti-Soviet alli-
ance substituted. The will for peace of the
French workers not only helped to persuade the
French Government to sign the Pact, it is also
a powerful factor in preserving the Pact.

The Struggle of the French Peoples.

TI-IE development of the people’s struggle in
France is of the utmost interest. The United
Front against war and fascism between the
Socialist and Communist parties was achieved
early last year. The Communist proposals, after
continual refusals by the Socialist leadership,
were accepted in practice by the Socialist rank
and file, who took part in demonstrations with
the Communists. The Socialist leaders were thus
forced, unwillingly, to acknowledge formally the
“fait accompli.”
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What is interesting is that this working class
unity, so far from frightening away the middle
class people from the Socialist movement, has
succeeded in sweeping in large sections of them.
The United Front of Socialist and Communist
workers has been broadened into a People’s Front
embracing sections of the middle-class Radical
Party, and the enormous mass demonstrations
throughout France on July 14 expressed the will
of the people in the finest and highest wave qf
enthusiasm for peace that any peace-time capi-
talist country has ever seen. ; ;

The People’s Front in France is broadening
still further and moving on to further victories.

1935—A Comparison with 1914.

THERE are four main factors distinguishing
the present situation from that in 1914:—

(a) The unequal distribution of colonies is
more marked than in 1914, resulting in a more
clearly marked division of the imperialist powers
into “more warlike” (urgently needing colonies)

and “less warlike” (comparatively rich in
colonies).
(b) The greater intensity of the economic
struggle.

(c) The existence of the Soviet Union.

(d) The higher militancy of the working class
movement against war.

The first two factors explain the greater in-
tensity of the drive to war, and the latter two
the greater strength of the resistance to the war.
But the first factor can also be used as a factor
of resistance to war. The less warlike imperialist
powers can, under certain circumstances, act as a
check on the more warlike powers. This, in it-
self, would be a dangerous and unreliable force,
but by assisting the other, more reliable, forces
against war, it can be of decisive importance in
the struggle for peace. This force can be used,
and by international agreement is bound to be
used, through _ the enforcement of sanctions
(penalties) against an aggressor nation violating
the League of Nations Covenant.

The Demand for Sanctions.

WHEN Japan violated the Covenant by her at-
tack on Manchuria in 1931, there never
appeared fo be a great likelihood of active oppo-
sition from the other League members. In the
present crisis the position has been different.
There are many reasons why British imperialism,
because of its own selfish interests, has been
opposed to this war. An Italian victory would
?hl:eate_n British control of the Blue Nile and the
irrigation of British cotton in the Soudan and
Egypt; it would threaten British dominance in
ihe E::ster:m Mediterranean and the Suez; more-
over it would mean the collapse of the i
security system on which Britain depz:ltli‘:d}:i
the maintenance of her present world dominance.
Cunyersely,_ an Abyssinian victory would shake
Italian capitalism, and therefore world capital-
ism, very severely, and might result in an enor-

mous revolutionary upsurge of
native races of the British Empire. “TTTC o
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France, having promised support to Mussolini
last January, has not such a definite policy, but
her dependence on the collective security system
is a strong reason why she does not want to see
the League Covenant broken. Most of the
smaller powers in the League want peace for
obvious reasons; the Soviet Union has time and
again shown its willingness to co-operate in 3l
efforts for the maintenance of peace.

Although the League of Nations meetings have
been marked throughout by continual postpone-
ments and evasions, there are commonsense rea-
sons why the League members should impose
sanctions; their representatives have admitted
the need for these sanctions, and the press points
out that Italy’s plight is such that the applica-
tion of sanctions would bring Mussolini to his
knees.

Naturally, therefore, there has risen a storm
of demands from the peoples of all countries that
sanctions should be applied against Italy. In
Australia, it is true, the working-class movement
presents a picture of disunity on this point, but
taking a world view, what is remarkable is the
general unity of the working-class movement in
the demand for sanctions. The Communist and
Socialist parties and the trades unions of both
trends in practically every country are uniting in
demanding League action against Italy.

The Issues Involved.

EAGUE aection is not the only force against
war; it is not even a reliable force. The real
and finally reliable force is the active resistance
of the toiling peoples themselves, and the final
victory over war will be achieved only by the
overthrow of the system in which it is rooted, and
the building of socialism. But at the present
eritical moment, the question of League action is
a momentous one. If League action is added to
the other forces opposing this war—to the
smouldering resistance of the Italian anti-Fascist
workers and peasants, to the growing opposition
of workers in other countries, expressing itself
by refusals to handle Italian war materials, and
to the stubborn fight of the poorly-armed
Abyssinians, an enormous victory will have been
won by the forces which are battling on a world
scale against imperialism. On the other hand,
the failure of the League to act decisively will
accelerate the already insanely rapid world drive
to war. “It must mean the end of the League.
It must also mean the end of the Kellogg and
Locarno Pacts, and with their disappearance 2
rearrangement of the entire European situation.
. » - Who can say what will follow?” (“Argus,
September 14).

What is taking place is an attempt by the
Soviet Union and the working-class movements
of other countries to breathe life into the fai
body of the League, to make of the paper Lez
a real League, to capture it and use it as
should be used—as a weapon for peace.

It should also be noted that successful League
action is likely to give a powerful impetus to the
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s opposed to Ttalian agression. The
tuation in Italy has tremendous pos-
particularly in view of the reports of
d _worsening of the already desperate
jomic situation. In fact, so far from it being
2 that the imperialist powers are hesitating to
sanctions because they are afraid of Italy’s
th, rather does it seem to be the case that
are afraid of Italy’s weakness. They are
tly not so afraid that sanctions will be un-
ful as they are that they will be too suc-
al, that they will strike such a blow at the
jan Fascist regime that it will be overthrown
the Italian workers. It may, therefore, be
cted that Britain will attempt to have sanc-
applied gradually to force Mussolini to a
mpromise rather than to a defeat. Tt is pos-
gible that before long we may find Britain
mpting to use the League, not to check Italian
~ Fascism, but to grant it concessions to save it
~ from the threat of overthrow.
" If the League attempt to check Italy fails,
world war is so much the closer. Even if to a
3 large extent it succeeds, the struggle against war
of the Italian people, of the Soviet Union, and of
‘the workers of other countries, will need to rise
to higher and ever more militant levels.

Tsolation—or United Struggle?
NALLY, the Abyssinian crisis has again
" brought to light the difference between

NEW ZEALAND

; 'WELCOME news is to hand of the increasinz
- YV ctivity of radical students in the four col-
~ leges which make up the University system of
New Zealand, around the questions—Peace or
War? Socialism or Fascism?
.~ On September 12th the Anti-War Question-
naire conducted by the Students’ Association for
2 ballot throughout the students of the four col-
leges was published. The Secretary of the
Students’ Association referred to Mr. Forbes’
statement that New Zealand was bound to sup-
ort Great Britain in the event of war, as one of
the main reasons for the Questionnaire:

“Tf the New Zealand student agrees the know-
ledge will be of value to the Prime Minister 1n
_né'ch an eventuality. If he does not agree 1t. is
his duty to hasten to correct a wrong }mpre’ssmn
which bristles with dangerous implications.”

Dr. Beeby, in launching the campaign at Vie-
‘toria College, on September 13th, said: “You are
the people who, if there is war, are going to be
concerned. You are going to be shot long before
any member of Parliament. . . - Everybody but
the shareholder in an armament firm who sup-
: war is a damn fool, but whether they will
certain steps to oppose Wwar in certain
stances is a different matter.”
1t is significant that the Questionnaire
‘one of the items the question: 8
“Do you think the overthrow of Capitalism
ers hope of permanent peace?”

=, includes
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negative and positive opposition to war.

sincere opponents of ng are adopting' anMa.at:.l;iy-
tude which, however it appears to themselves
subjectively, amounts objectively to an abandon-
ment o'f the 'struggle against Italian imperialism,
which is acting as the spearhead of the drive to
world war. This attitude, which describes itself
as one of “hoping that Britain will not be in-
volved,” of “seeking to localise the conflict,” is
dangerous just because a negative attitude will

?gttsucceed in localising the conflict. 1914 proved
at.

Turping our backs on war, and hoping that
we ‘will not be involved iz not a real form of
opposition to war. Opposition to war demands

_struggle_. It also demands unity—unity with the
international working class that leads the
struggle. It demands of the Australian people a

greater sense of unity with those of all races who
are carrying on the struggle overseas, and a
greater unity among themselves in the struggle
against the very real threat of Fascism and war
at home.

The disunity of the German workers, or the
broad unity of the French peoples? Which path
will the Australian workers follow? It is a
question that is of vital importance to us all,
whatever section of the community we belong to,
whether we are workers or students, whatever
our religion, class or creed.—L.F.

STUDENTS

dated September 11th, announced
the formation of a Labor Club at Auckland
University College, with five members of the
teaching staff connected with the Committee. The
draft constitution sets out the club’s objects:

«“The Labor Club works for Socialism because
it believes that only communal control of the
means of production will permit the full use of
the labor of all for the welfare of all.

«Tt considers that an earnest attempt is being
made to lay the foundation of Socialism in the
U.8.8.R., and it is resolved to do everything in
its power to learn and spread the truth about that
attempt.

Tt sees in Fascism an attempt to maintain the
present economic system by means of deception
and violence, and it regards Fascism, therefore,
as an open enemy of Socialism.

“The Labor Club recognises that the workers
are the decisive force in the struggle for
Socialism, and that it is only through unity
of action that the workers can be successful.
It therefore supports the working class move-
ment, not only by organisation within the col-
lege, but also by co-operation outside.”
Victoria College already possesses 2 Labor

Club and a Student Anti-War Movement. In
Canterbury College, there is considerable support
for the Friends of the Soviet Union. The next
steps of the radical students are to link up their
movement nationally, and to secure an over-
whelming anti-war majority in the Peace Ballot.

A news item



ON August 22nd, a brief announcement
appeared in the daily papers that the Com-
munist party of Australia, and the Friends of the
Soviet Union, Australian Section, had been
summonsed to send representatives to the High
Court, on October 2nd, there to disprove that
they aimed at the overthrow of the Constitution
and Commonwealth by revolution and sabotage,
and at the destruction and injury of property.
If they could not disprove these charges, then,
said the Federal Government, they would be
declared unlawful associations according to Part
Ila. of the Crimes’ Act. From then on, any per-
son charged with belonging to either of these
associations could be tried without jury and with-
out a single witness being called to give evidence
against him, and sentenced to a heavy term of
imprisonment.

On October 2nd, two other brief announce-
ments appeared in the daily press. First, that the
court case against the Communist party and the
Friends of the Soviet Union had been adjourned
for a brief period; second, without warning, that
a bill, making further changes and additions to
the political sections of the Crimes’ Act, was on
its way to a second reading in the Federal House.
Anyone suspected of having information about
“unlawful associations” and not divulging it
when called upon, could be sentenced to six
months’ imprisonment. Anyone convicted of
carrying on activity that could have the effect
of weakening the armed forces of the country
could be sentenced to heavy imprisonment,

AN analysis of the Crimes’ Act Amendments
and their possible application is made else-
where in “Proletariat”; the aim of this article
is to try to show why the Federal Government's
attack should be directed against the Communist
party and the Friends of the Soviet Union, and
at t‘his particular time; also, to estimate the
significance of the wide-spread protest movement
that the attack has provoked.

What political perspectives are these moves and

counter-moves opening up before the people of
Australia? Does the present attack indicate a
new polmc_al line on the part of the ruling class
of Australia, or is it merely one step further
along the old line? Has the attack on the Com-
munist party and the Friends of the Soviet
Union come like a bolt from the blue, or is it
merely the latest and most serious of a series of
attacks? Why have the Communist party and
the Friends of the Soviet Union been singled out
for attack when the Amendments to the Crimes’
Act are so widely framed as to be applicable to
a hundred and one different organisations in
Australia at the present time?
- Considering that the Amendments in their
perfected form have been on the statute books
since 1932, why is it that it is not till now,
October, 1935, that this direct attack has been
mside t‘ll:rila thet:tfctl)‘mmuniat party?

s a a private matter between the
Federal Government and the 2,600-odd mem-
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Defend Democratic Rights

bers of the Communist party of Australia, or

_is it your cencern, you the Socialist, and you the

Liberal, who support the right of every man to
gpeak his mind; is it the concern of all the
hundreds of thousands of Australians who want
a better life for themselves and their children
than they can get by the present order? low
will it affect these hundreds of thousands if the
attack is successful, and what perspectives will it
open up before them if it is defeated? How can
it be defeated? These are questions we must
answer if we are to make the correct moves at
the present time.

IS the attack a bolt from the blue? Why

have the Communist party and the
Friends of the Soviet Union been singled
out for attack? Why has the attack
been made NOW?

The attack is not a bolt from the blue
the beginning, the Communist party has been
attacked by the ruling class. During the years
of the crisis the attacks were violent with panic;
known Communists were singled out by the
police in demonstrations, batoned, arrested, and
imprisoned. Communist headquarters were
raided and wrecked, police-protected Noew
Guards were organised to molest Communist
party members, and so on.

The result of these tactics, and the struggle
against them, was that increasing sympathy wa
won for the Communist party, and the ruling
class was compelled to give more attention to
other methods. While not giving up the baton
and the prison, it began to put more emphasis on
quieter, more harassing tactics, in every wa)
interfering in the day to day work of the Com
munist party, instituting frequent procecding
against the publishers of the party
instance, banning the transport by train or post
of the central party organ, the *““Workery

I'rom

press, Lor

Weekly,” putting pressure on lessees of halls to

prevent their being let to the Communist party

banning the entry into Australia of publications

of leading Communists overseas, utilising A.L.I
careerists to slander the Communist party to the
workers, isolating unemployed party members by
drafting them to small relief camps, or selling
them to work on one-man jobs, making whole
sale use of economie intimidation, ete

But despite these harassina' tactics, the ruling

class has been compelled to recognise that the

Communist party has grown tremendously in

strength, during the past two years in particuluar
developing from a propaganda sect into a political
foreg.

FMHE ruling class is being compelled to see thal
the Communist party is an organisation which

is firmly entrenched in the Trade Unions, and |
rapidly converting them into organs of militan
struggle for working class rights.

It is being
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‘see that during the past two vear
st party has been able to prgvid:
with valuable object lessons to prove
s of its leadership; having been able
w, .inr m!nple, that struggles that have
its tactic (Wonthaggi miners’ strike,
foundry workers’ strike, etc.) have
ssful, whereas other struggles (e.g.
trams' strike and Sydney seamen’s
have been_weakened and lost as soon as
been sidetracked off the Communist

he ruling class is compelled to see that, side
with the strengthening of the Communist
has come the weakening of the Labor
QCapitalism’s greatest safety valve among
kers. The split in the Labor party has
the point in Victoria where a left-wing
under the leadership of Maurice Black-
has openly declared its hostility to the line
executive on the war question, and has
affirmed its determination to fight on the
.of_-war and fascism, side by side with the

all the obstacles it has put in its way,
mling class of Australia is compelled to see
during the past few years, the Communist
has hammered itself into an organisation,
rfect still, but swelling in numbers, harden-
in discipline, irreconcilable and uncorruptible
antagonism to the ruling class, and rapidly
bringing under its leadership tremendous
numbers of workers.
In addition to this, the ruling class is compel-
Jed to see that the struggles of the workers show
15, not of decreasing, but of increasing in the
future. There is already evidence that the
period of improvement in the economic
ation in Australia is coming to an end, and is
ne into a fresh decline. In order to squeeze
profits from the workers, nerve breaking
p has been introduced in the majority of
jes, and there are indications that, even
f conditions are made no worse than they are
-at present, the protests of the workers are about
break out openly in strike struggles. But, with
fresh decline in the economic situation of
~ Australian capitalism, the ruling class will
_attempt fresh attacks against the workers.
Consequently, even apart from the war cIisis
- onting them, the perspectives opening up
the capitalists of Australia have made the
ripe for them to attack the Communist party
s directly than they have done up to date,
time openly aiming at smashing the party
imprisoning anyone carrying on Communist

ly, the attack against the Friends of the
Union is the culmination of a series ©

which, up to date, have taken the form
workers

same time as the attack

of the Communist party

~( LIBRARY )%
BoTEN % 7

there should be an attack inst ity |

the Friends of the Soviet I?lgn?;n, a:th imgﬁ
which has as its object the truthful description
of conditions in the omly country (with the
exception of Soviet China) where the Communist
party has so far led the workers to power.

TO summarise: The present attack on the Com-
munist party and the Friends of the Soviet
Union, indicates no new political line on the part
of the Federal Government; it is only the latest
of a whole series of attacks. At the same time
it is far more direct and far more serious than
any attack that has been made hitherto. The
Communist party has been singled out as the
first organisation to be attacked under the Crimes’
Act Amendments because in it are the best
organised, most advanced, most uncompromising
enemies of the Capitalist class. In order further
to attack the living conditions of the whole of
the Australian workers and lead them into
another war, their own leaders must be cut off
and struck down. The attack is being made NOW
because the Communist party is becoming the
recognised leader of large sections of organised
labor, and the ruling class fears that if it delays
much longer, the Communist party will become
too strong for an attack against it to be sue-
cessful; the attack is being made NOW because
the illegality of the Communist party is a neces-
sary war precaution for the rulers of Australia.

HOW does the attack affect the majority

of Australian people? What will
its success mean to them? What perspec-
tives will its defeat cpen up before them?
How can it be defeated?

Despite the rapidly growing influence of the
Communist party of Australia, the majority of
the workers and the majority of the professional
and other middle class people do not yet accept
its policy, and would do nothing to support its
policy in full. Nevertheless, there is already
evidence that the majority of the workers and
middle class people do support the right of the
Communist party and the Friends of the Soviet
Union to freedom of speech and assembly. They
remember how the illegality of the Communist
party of Germany was followed rapidly by the
illegality of the Social Democratic party, the
smashing of the trade unions, the dismissal and
imprisonment of all teachers, lawyers, ministers,
writers, professors, who dared to criticise the
Government. They see how the Crimes’ Act
Amendments are so widely framed as to be_apph—
cable to any critic of the Government’s policy, or
any worker struggling for better living condi-
tions. And they are determined that the attack
on democratic rights shall met be allowed to
develop. Already organised labor has swung to
the defence of the Communist party and the
Friends of the Soviet Union. The leaders and
the rank and file of the mighty trade union
movement have pledged their support. W
known citizens in Sydney and Melbourne have
formed Democratic Defence Leagues with the



. object of protecting organisations attacked under

, the Crimes’ Act Amendments. The attack on the
Communist party and the Friends of the Soviet
Union has aroused a storm of protest from the
legal profession. To dispense with jury and
witnesses, to place the onus of proof on _the
accused instead of on the accuser, this cuts right
across the accepted traditions of the legal pro-
fession. The Crimes’ Act Amendments are a
menace to the freedom of the Australian people
and should be wiped off the statute books by a
wave of protest—this is the view that lawyers are
being compelled to adopt.

What is the significance of the wide-spread
protest movement that the attack of the Feder‘;}l
Government has provoked? The significance is
this, that slowly and unwillingly, but neverthe-
less inevitably, the majority of workers and
middle class people of Australia are being forced
by the sheer weight of facts to realise that it
-is not the Communist Bogey that is menacing
their freedom, but the Federal Government itself.
The Federal Government is attacking the demo-
cratic rights which Australians have won after
generations of struggle. Australians are being
forced to see that every successful blow struck
against the Communist party and the Friends of
the Soviet Union will in the future become a
direct blow against them.
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More and more sharply the alternatives are
opening up before the people of Australia, a
slavish existence in which one thinks, speaks, and
acts only as one is told, or else the defence of
democracy against the attacks of the Australian
ruling class, Labor party worker, non-party
worker, Communist party worker, middle class
liberal and intellectual, standing shoulder to
gshoulder against the common enemy.

In this struggle there is within sight, not only
the United Front of Labor party and Communist
party workers, but the People’s Front, the unity
of the working class and the middle class for the
preservation of democratic rights.

We are fighting for the right to speak
and organise, not only those of us who are
members of the Communist Party or the
Friends of the Soviet Union, but the whole
working class and liberal movement of
Australia. —J. M. MANTON, B.A. (hons.).

[Joyce Manton is a prominent member of the
Communist Party. She occupied the position of
tutor in Philosophy in Melbourne University until
she left to undertake political work outside the
University. She has held various offices in the
Labour Club, including those of vice-president
and co-editor of “Proletariat.”]

The Crimes Act

THE impending action of the Commonwealth
Government in having the Communist Party
of Australia and the Friends of the Soviet Union
declared unlawful pursuant to the provisions of
the Crimes Act 1914-1932 directs attention to the
most obnoxious and tyrannical piece of legis- -
:)atiﬁn that has ever been placed on the Statute
ook.

Provisions of the Act.

T has been said that “law is a political measure,

law is politics.” The Crimes Act proves this
to the hilt. Through it, the forces of reaction
have made a savage attempt to suppress all
opposition to the status quo. The provisions of
Part II. of the Act were inserted in 1926. “Their
general aim,” said Mr. Justice Evatt in the
ng_h Court, “is the suppression of associations
which advocate or encourage doctrines considered
as dangerous to ‘constitutional’ government, in-
cluding the form of government which is
expressed in the Commonwealth Constitution.”
More specifically any body of persons which -
advoqateg or encourages the overthrow of the
-constitution of the Commonwealth or of ordered
‘government by revolution or sabotage or by force
or violence or the destruction of state property is
declared unlawful. Any such body of persons
having as its object the carrying out of a
S us intention is likewise unlawful. Seditious
intention is defined in such wide terms as to

include almost any opponent of the established
order. Branches and committees of such an un-
lawful association and institutions or schools
carried on under its authority or apparent autho-
rity are expressly brought within the provisions
of the Act. No donation of money or goods, in
fact, no donation of any kind, may be made to
an unlawful association under pain of imprison-
ment for six months. Both donor and donee are
subject to this provision. Nor is there to be any
solicitation of goods or money for an unlawful
association. And the printer and publisher of a
publication which contains any solicitation of
contributions of goods or money for an unlawful
association is deemed to solicit such contributions,
for the purposes of the Act. This is so whether
or not the unfortunate printer knows anything
about the solicitation. He may be the most
staunch reactionary, and still be guilty of the
offence. If the unlawful association in spite of
these prohibitions, is fortunate enough to acquire
any property at all, then it shall be forfeited to
the King. But this is not all—if any person
holds any goods or chattels for, or on behalf of,
an unlawful association they are likewise forfeit.

Penalties.

THE consequences which follow from being a
member of an unlawful association or even
of taking any part whatsoever in its activities
reveal the ferocity of the whole measure. Im-
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§ for one year is the pemalty. But it
En mecessary o be 3 member of an
- y person, irrespec-
rship of such association whe,
wh or writing, revolutionary
8, is guilty of an offence, and is liable to
imprisonment, or, in the case of a
an, to deportation. One may be
wondering why burning at the stake
tladed as a possible punishment.
ers of the Act, realising to the fall the
ﬂle press in any community, set them-
to ensure that no opportunity should
the rise of an sllegedly revolutionary
book, newspaper or any other printed
3ssmed by, or on behalf of, an unlawful
tion shsall be transmitted through the post;
g the case of a mnewspaper, such shall not be
d for transmission as a newspaper, and
 mewspaper which is so registered shall
If soch printed mastter is un-
posted, then it will be forfeited to the
gho, it will be noticed, is making rather a
c i as the Act proceeds—and
i by the competent authorities. It is
ne to note that the ban on “Soviets To-
5 taken under these provisions. The
ition provision has been noted above. Not
a person who prints such literature lisble
months’ imprisonment, but anyone is like-
S0 iable_for selling it,for exposing it for
or

B =

Stered

powerful weapon against their oppressors.
oh it the whole of capitalist society ean be
plysed. The capitslists have recognised this,
also that the strike is capable of becoming
sand more menacing to their security. They
therefore, empowered the Governo
a proclamztion declaring that there is a
i izl disturbance. During the con-
in force of that proclamation, any person
takes any part in such strike, “prejudicing
de or commerce” of the capitalist class is
of an offence, and liable to 12 months’
ent on conviction. Thus is the worker
of his most effective weapon.

mption of Guilt.

_ﬂnfnm-snftbeActleﬁitatthat,one
t have thought that they had done their
satisfactorily. But they were mnot so
The most remarksble provision is yet
The whole trend of English law has
ﬂleallegﬂionufanycﬁmin_alillegﬂ_!ty
proved a jury by him alleging
‘other a man accused of a crime is
reasonsble

g

“This section shall not lessen or affect any
onus of preoof otherwise falling on the defendant.”

The whole scheme of the Act is not only to
reverse the onus of proof which “British justice™
has always thrown on the prosecution, but to
render the prosecutor’s task as simple as possible.
:&nythmg and everything is made evidence—it
is, for instance, sufficient evidence of member-
ship of an unlawful asseciation that a persom
attended a meeting of sach association—and the
necessity for making it common law evidence is
dispensed with. Trial by jury is un-
necessary. Fascism ternbly thorough.

“Workers' Weekly” Case.

SO much for the provisions of this Act: its
actual operation was seen in the prosecution
in 1932 against F. H. Devanny—the publisher of
the “Workers’ Weekly.” To-day this prosecution
is of peculiar interest. It arose out of the anti-
war demonstration held in Sydney on August 1,
1932. The “Workers’ Weekly” for July 1, 1932,
contained in an article the following words: “All
working class organisations are requested to
appoint two delegates to a conference, and indi-
vidual workers are reguested to attend and help
build a mighty mass demonstration against im-
perialist war. Funds are urgently needed for
the sbove task. Rush them in immediately.—W.
H. Nugent” Devanny was prosecuted for beﬁ
the publisher of a newspaper which contail
solicitations of money for a unlawful association,
namely the Communist Party of Australia. Any
doubt as to the use that was to be made of this
Act was soon dispelled. Full sdvantage of all
its provisions was taken. Relevant and irrelevant
matter, mostly the latter, was put in as evidence.
The charge itself was a masterpiece, it contained
63 type-written pages of foolscap taking three
shsolute monstrosity. The
pmsetuﬁon:elyingonthc!a\ct, bymad_mgthls
i established its ease.
Its only task
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t is true that the High Court reversed this
dezision on technical grounds. Indeed two of the
judges referred ‘to the information as an
“amazing document well calculat’ed to embarrass
the proper trial of the accused.” The majority
of the court regarded the averment as an abuse
of process and also found that there was mo
solicitation for the Communist Party. It is
worthy of note that one, of the judges was quite
prepared to endorse the action of the Common-
wealth Government and accept every averment.
This decision must prove of particular im-
portance in the action now being taken by the
Commonwealth Government.

1932 Amendments.

EACTION is yet unsatisfied. In 1932 'the
R Crimes Act was amended. The provisions
outlined above were continued in force, but the
Attorney-General was empowered to apply to the
High Court or the Supreme Court of a State to
have an association expressly declared unlawful.
All the burden of bringing evidence is lifted from
his shoulders. It is under this section, and on
the grounds set out above that the Common-
wealth Government proposes to declare the Com-
munist Party and the Friends of the Soviet Union
unlawful and then to purge all working class
activity. Any person whom the Attorney-General
“reasonably” considers knows anything about an
unlawful association must give information when
requested so to do, or suffer a fine of £100, or
imprisonment for six months. And this merely
on the Attorney-General’'s declaration. To-
morrow the Attorney-General says to A: “You
know something about the Communist Party; tell
me all you know.” A really knows nothing about
it, but the Attorney-General persists in his
“reasonable” belief. A is liable to be fined £100
or imprisoned for six months. Further simplifi-
cation of the method of proving offences against
printers is provided. Wireless licences may be
cancelled if stations are being used for allegedly
unlawful propaganda. And the right of assembly
is completely denied to unlawful associations by
the imposition on the proprietor of any building
or place who permits the assembling of an un-
lawful association on his premises, of a penalty
of £100 or imprisonment for six months. Mem-
bers of the committee of an unlawful association
are disfranchised for a period of seven years.
And this 1932 amendment concludes with
stringent provisions as to the deportation of
persons not born in Australia.

_ In this article an attempt has been made to
indicate the general trend of the state system, to
demonstrate that the Crimes Act is a manifesta-
tion of that trend in Australia, and then to throw
into clear relief the venom of that measure.
With the provisions of the Act summarised before
us, we may consider their effect. As a general
attack on the worker and his activities, their
strength leaves nothing to be desired: freedom
wof qpeec}} is denied him, freedom of the press is
denied him, freedom of assembly is denied him
the strike is denied him: the exercise of any of
these “liberties” is converted into a statutory

.-
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crime the commission of which is visited with dire
punishments. Dicey’s classical rule of law falls
to the ground. The ordinary law of the realm is
no longer capable of maintaining capitalist law
and order. The State is now very truly a “par.
ticular power of suppression.”

The Present Attack.

UT full advantage has not yet been taken of
the Crimes Act: that is proposed to be taken
in December. And there are several difficulties
before the forces of reaction. The constitutional
competence of the Federal Parliament to enact
the Crimes Act may well be questioned. Further,
apart from the all-embracing scope of the
geditious intention section which is not now in
question, it is very doubtful whether the Com-
munist Party is within the provisions of the Act.
If it is, so also is the Australian Labor Party
and Trade Union Movement, each having policies
which, if carried out, would be ultimately revolu-
tionary in character, and which would require the
use of more or less force to put into effect. The
Friends of the Soviet Union is, in this respect, in
an even stronger position. The action taken
against it may well be explained on a considera-
tion of the doubtful legality of the Commonwealth
Government’s action in refusing to transmit
“Soviets To-day” on the alleged ground that it
is published for or on behalf of an unlawful
association, and the desire of the authorities to
smash their opponents.

The Labor Party leadership must not pass
without very strong condemnation. The substan-
tive provisions of this Act were passed in 1926.
During the years 1929, 1930 and 1931 a Labor
Government was in power: no attempt whatever
was made to expunge this measure from the
Statute book. Therefore, little weight can be
attached to the promises of the Labor politicians
that they will take the first opportunity to wipe
the 1932 Act out. The sincerity of the rank and
file of the Australian Labor Party cannot be
doubted. Their leadership, in this, as in other
matters, stands condemned.

And this leads to the next point: the difficulties
confronting the Commonwealth Government are
only in a small measure the legal difficulties, of
which some indication has been given here. The
ban on Kisch and Griffin, taken under Acts, the
material provisions of which are similar to those
of the Crimes Act, called forth a storm of protest
from all sections of the community. Kisch and
Griffin were set free by the mass action of people
of various political beliefs who looked with dis-
gust on the autocratic action taken by the Com-
monwealth authorities. In this more far-reaching
matter mass action will secure the repeal of this
measure, attacking as it does not only working
class activities, but alse that freedom of political
action hitherto regarded as characteristic of
English-speaking .countries.

—E. F. HILL.

[Ted Hill is doing the third year of an Articled
Clerks’ Course at Melbourne University.]
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Christopher Columbus had discovered
new and wonderful land over beyond
ocean; and, after him, Amerigo Vespucci

Nunez de Balboa, and other travellers and
nturers had told the world of their remark-
dlsguvenes—frequently elaborating truth
copious fantasy—the literate public flung
elf gr&eedlly upon all books written about these

lands.
~ That which constituted the chief charm of
- such works was the description of the new wealth
of the new countries, the opportunity of rapidly
and easily becoming rich in a land where there
were as yet mno restricting laws, which was
sparsely populated by an artless and feeble
people. It was a period in which the world was
breaking loose from the formerly firm founda-
fions of centuries, in which the old system of
patriarchal economy, and the whole life based
upon it, was cracking and failing, and in which
' the desire for wealth had not only seized upon
the ruling class, but had penetrated deep into
the masses.

Much later, this epoch was referred to as the
“Period of primitive capital accumulation.” The
first deep fissures were becoming manifest in
the moss-grown structure of feudalism. Until
this period, only the property of the church, of
kings and of barons was considered sacred. But
during the predatory wealth-accumulation, over-
seas, in the tumultuous and rapacious trading
and smuggling, in the course of the ruination of
the peasantry—who were driven from their fields
so that the latter might be used as pasture—and
in the development of the woollen industry, there
arose a new conception of the sacredness of pro-
perty—the private property of the bourgeoisie.
Passions were inflamed. Upon one side, ferocious
robbery; upon the other, peasant uprisings. The
ancient epoch of fixed immobility was followed by
a period of breakdown, rupture and negation. In
the course of the embittered class struggle,
strongly marked characters emerged; those
historical figures, the condottiere, the adventurers
and robbers, on the one hand; and the great
thinkers, inventors, artists and humanists, upon
the other. The newly developing bourgeoisie
needed the one as much as the other. i

The reading public devoured books dealing
with the marvellous discoveries and_ inventions
of the age. In 1516 there appeared, in Louvain,
a book, written in the Latin language, which at
ance aftracted general attention. The book was
widely discussed and frequently republished. The
troduction was by the great humanist, Erasmus
tterdam. e
"f‘;;s work, of modest size, was entitled *De
e MBeiiublicse Statu deque Nova Insula

»”

thor was Sir Thomas More, a highly
o g er and statesman in London, Who,

ed la 4 ¢ 1
bold‘gleeches against the king In Parlia-

had drawn much attention to himself.
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, GOLDEN BOOK ON THE NEW LAND

(Four Hundredth Anniversary of the Execution of Sir Thomas More.)

T}_IIS book was written in the style then popular
in histories of adventure. Raphael Hythloday,
a I_’ortu;ruesg seaman, in the course of a conver:
sation therein relates his experiences on a new
island, near to the coasts of the New World, and
unknown to all other men. The sensational
novelty for the reader of the period lay in the
fact that, upon this island, it was not Nature—
not its animals, its flora, or its mineral wealth—
which was so wonderful, but its society, the
amazing customs of its people. Raphael met
people upon this island whom no one could
describe as savage. On the contrary, it was
Raphael who appeared savage in comparison with
them. The most astounding and incredible thing
of] all was that there was no such thing as private
property upon the island! Meanwhile, its economy
was flourishing, its people happy, knowing neither
want nor enforced labor, enjoying contentment
and health, and possessing a high culture.

During his stay upon the island, Utopia,
Raphael came to the conclusion that the funda-
mental basis of all social privation in Europe was
private property.

“But so long as it (private property) shall
continue, so long shall remain among the most
and best part of men the heavy and inevitable
burden of poverty and wretchedness.”

Raphael asks his companion the direct
question: Can one call a society happy in which
the social income represents the plunder amassed'
by a small section, while the masses die of
hunger? And the seaman, who has been ta
Utopia, replies:—

«When I compare the Utopian institutions
with those of other countries I cannot help
wondering at the wisdom and humanity of the
one and the stupidity and barbarism of the
other.”

The first aspect which surprised Raphael was
the labor in the fields. This was carried out in
common by the settlers, or “ggricultural
families,” who composed the “Philarchy.” To-day
we would term these collective farms. A portion
of the agricultural workers would be relievgd
each year, and would emigrate to the town, while
their places were taken by ecity workers. In
this manner, the division between agnc_ultural
and industrial labor was abolished in Utopia.

In the cities, each person was obliged to_work
and to master a trade. There were no idlers.
The working day lasted six hours. “How,” asks
Raphael’s companion, ‘“‘can society satisfy :Ia.l,}:
social requirements with six hours’ work a day?

But it can do so, and this more than suffices.
The economy of Utopia was on planned lines.
The wisest men of the island were called together
annually in order to work out the plan of pro-
duction. The population was supplied with all
that it needed, and there remained a surplus with

which Utopia carried on trade with neighboring
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countries. With the gold gained by this trade,
Utopia purchased, those goods from abroad which
it neeiied, but in Utopia itself gold had practically
no value.

“0f gold and silver they make commonly
chamber pots, and other vessels that serve for
most vile uses, not only in their common halls,
but in every man’s private house.”

Besides this, gold tassels were sewn on the
collars, or gold threads sevn into the clothing, of
offenders who had lost their honor, as a badge
of shame. Once an embassy arrived in Utop‘la,
the members of which were loaded down with
gold and jewels. The children of Utopia ex-
claimed, in amazement: “Look, mother, how
great a lubber doth yet wear pearls and precious
stones, as though he were a little child still.” But
their mothers replied in good earnest: ‘“Peace,
gon; I think he be one of the ambassador's fools.”

During their free hours, the majority of the
population, and all the youth, would visit the
great public buildings for studying and reading.
There was a minority which showed a disposition
for the abstract sciences. These were the learned
ones. But they enjoyed no special privileges.
There existed no division between mental and
physical labors. All the inhabitants of Utopia
were educated persons.

In Utopia, personal interests were completely
fused with social interests. Everyone was certain
of his own prosperity, and also of that of his
neighbors. For this reason, there was no unrest.
“The Utopians,” states Raphael, “judge all acts
and even virtue according to whether it serves
happiness, our highest and final aim.”

~ One remarkable characteristic of Utopia was
its invulnerability. The neighboring peoples at
first derided the new society and regarded it as
an undertaking which could not be realised.
When, however, this society was happily establi-
shed, there was no limit to the admiration and
fear of its neighbors. But Utopia proved itself
to be the strongest power. The inner unity of
the population manifested itself in a strength
which was unknown to the other countries. Utopia
introduced wuniversal military service, and
organised a powerful army for the defence of
its frontiers. Raphael tells us that the Utopians
looked upon war as a survival of savagery. But
they were compelled to defend themselves. They
never entered upon a war without compelling
reasons.

“They never go to battle, but cither in de-
fence of their own country, or to drive out of
their friend’s land the enemies that have in-
vaded it, or by their power to deliver from the
yoke and bondage of tyranny some people that
be therewith oppressed.” ;

rI‘l-lE tale of Utopia made an extraordinary
impression upon its readers of the period.
Numerous enquiries came as to where this
wonderful land was situated. Thousands wanted
to emigrate to Utopia. Only a few, who knew
the Greek lan, , realised that it had no de-
finite location, and that the word “Utopia” was
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composed of the two Greek words: “U” (no) and
“topos” (place). So Utopia also means a land
which existed nowhere, a “Nowhere.”” And
Raphael Hythloday had never lived. The “Golden
Book" of the new island was a story of fantasy,
Thomas More’s golden dream of the future of
mankind.

The educated readers of his time understood
the book in this manner. The term “Utopia”
came to imply the impossible, the imaginary.
The narrative of Thomas More was but an extra-
ordinary creation of the imagination, and the
denial of private property, as foreseen in the
book, in no wise damaged his reputation as a
responsible statesman, The rulers saw in “Utopia”
merely a game, the leisure pastime of a serious
person, Bourgeois private property was not yet
deeply rooted, the halo of divinity did not yet
shine so radiantly about the heads of bandits,
thieves and extortioners; and the world of the
old aristocracy allowed itself some criticism of
the new order.

Upon yet one more occasion did Sir Thomas
More draw to himself universal attention, Four
hundred years ago, on July 6, 1585, he ascended
the scaffold in London. He, the former Lord
Chancellor, was sentenced to torture and death
for treason against King Henry VIII. He was to
have his hands and legs chopped off, his belly
cut open and his entrails burnt. Only after this
was he to be beheaded. But the king showed
mercy to More, and, instead of the torture, he
was only beheaded. Just as they do nowadays
in Germany to those who dare to disseminate the
ideas of Thomas More,

Thomas More was 57 years old when he was
executed. He retained his sense of humor until
the last moment. He wished to speak to the
people from the scaffold, but this was not per-
mitted to him. So he remarked to the executioner:
“My neck is short—aim straight, so that you be
not punished.” As More refused to swear
allegiance to the king, who had broken with the
Roman Catholic church, the Pope raised him, the
creator of “Utopia,” to the rank of martyr and
saint of the Catholic church. In the lengthy papal
document the “Golden Book” is not given a
mention. This is not ignorance, but fear. In
effect, Thomas More is a somewhat disconcerting
saint. One cannot compare the pornographic
visions which troubled various saints with the
golden dream of Thomas More. And this dream
to-day disturbs not only the Romish Pope.

“Y TTOPIA” has long survived its author, and
has made his name immortal. In the count-

less works of Utopian Socialism his vision of
the future man returned again and again in ever-
renewed forms. His nius enabled Thomas
More to raise himself high above his class and the
age in which he lived, but naturally he could not
break away from them. He was no more able
to overcome the historical limitations of his class
E‘omtion than could the other Utopian Socialists.
or example, there are slaves in his Utopia. The
sole object of their existence was to keep the
latrines clean, for, under the circumstances of
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~ development of the period, Tho
not burden the inhabitants ,of Uton;)?:
unclean labor. And there are other
customs in Utopia which seem to us
s and anachronistic.
t is not the question. That which was
in thpla proceeded solely from the
conception of a man of the Middle Ages
cal processes and the motive forces of
ocesses. The wonderful island had no
no place upon the world’s chart, only
that social class was not present which,
n the basis of modern technique, would be
realise in fact this plan of social trans-
jon. But when, through the development
ductive forces, this class came into being,
fantasy in historical conceptions was re-
d by scientific knowledge of the laws of
tion, Utopia ceased to exist “nowhere,” and
ied a respected place upon the chart of man-
And it ceased to be “Utopia.”” “The
lopment of Socialism, From Utopian to
tific’’—thus did one of the great masters of
tionary Marxism entitle his work. No
inary Raphael Hythloday, but genuine

‘of an Australian Student League.

Melbourne at the end of January, 1936.
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travellers from other lands gaze with astonish-
ment upon those scenes which four hundred years
ago appeared as fantastic visions, and who some-
times give evidence of archaic habits of thought
when they see in the Soviet Union a “Utopian
experiment.” In the four hundred years which
have elapsed since Thomas More lived, bourgeois
literature has not become much more intelligent.
: But the Soviet reader will still to-day read the
“Golden Book” of the great humanist with
interest and curiosity. In the naive lines of this
small volume he will find much which is known
to him, much which to-day appears to us as
simple and familiar, but which once appeared—
and, to many, still appears—as a picture of the

imagination.
—D. SASSLAWSKI.

[D. Sasslawski is a well-known Soviet writer.
This article is reprinted from “International Press
Correspondence,” for July 20. “Inprecor” is a
revolutionary weekly magazine published in
several languages, and giving an extremely
detailed, accurate, and comprehensive survey of
the political situation throughout the world. It
is, of course, subject to the Book Censorship Ban.]

COMMITTEE has been set up in Melbourne University, consisting of representa-
£L tives of the Labour Club, Council Against War and Fascism, and the Student
Christian Movement, to discuss proposals for the formation of the Victorian Branch

It has been decided that a conference lasting one or two days should take place
It is proposed that this conference, repre-

. sentative of all Victorian students, should initiate a Student League and draw up a

amme and constitution.
schools, agricultural colleges,

be welcomed.

opportunity for discussion.
.~ The camp will be mainly

brains, but there is cert
Shoreham, Western Port, is the
and cost about 30/- per person.

rou should attend this camp,

\HE committee is arranging a holiday camp to
before the Conference, in order to provide all

Students of public schools, high schools, technical
business colleges, forestry schools, ete.—all who are
osted in student problems and wish to serve the ends of Peace, Freedom and
pgress—are urged to appoint delegates to the conference.

Individual students are also urged to attend; and delegates from other States will

. Come prepared with constructive proposals and the determination to make
.ﬁ*udents a ;owgrful factor in the fight for PEACE, FREEDOM AND PROGRESS.

take place in the middle of January,
those interested in the League with

recreational, allowing recuperation for e:gamination-
ain to be lively discussion on the urgent questions of war

] icti i d also on cultural problems. : _
e e e Po probable location of the camp, which will last ten

Present indications are that _there will be a large
representative attendance of students from all parts of Victoria.

' i i tudent League, e Dl
e e :?o l:natter what your age, sex, school, or political views

and if you want an enjoyable holiday,

further details, write to W. Secomb, Clubhouse, University, Melbourne, N.3.
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The Chemistry School

THE state of the School of Chemistry in Mel-
bourne University has long been sqcl} as to
render impossible any adequate training of
chemistry students.

The heterogeneous medley of buildings that

constitutes the Chemistry School is merely a
rather exaggerated example of the lack of pla_n
that exists throughout the whole University; it is
typical of the wasteful chaos of capitalist society
itself.
. Most of the building is extremely antiquated;
and cracked and stained walls, wooden benches
scarred by acids and heat, corroded metal work,
inefficient gas and water services, and dangerous
electrical installation are depressing common-
places.

‘The lighting in each laboratory is extremely
bad. For any delicate work it is necessary to
seek out one or two favored spots in the
1aboratory.

. Wentilation and heating arrangements are
almost non-existent, so that the building is sub-
ject to great extremes of temperature; the heat
in summer makes the annual exams. an even more
nerve-wracking experience than would otherwise
be the case.

UT the ludicrous inefficiency and depressing
environment of the Chemistry School are the
least of the handicaps imposed on students of
chemistry. The lack of accommodation and
equipment curtails seriously the practical train-
ing available to students.

In the elementary lab., the maximum number
of students which can be taken is 359. At pre-
sent there are 350 students working in the
elementary lab. There are only 193 cramped
spaces for these 350 students to work. This
necessitates very awkward “double-banking,”
and means also that 157 students are not ac-
commodated with lockers. Benches are cluttered
with boxes of equipment of assorted shapes and
sizes, and from the tops of the reagent shelves
springs a forest of burettes exposed to dust and
breakage.

Part 1. students are deprived of all work with
the balance, the instrument on which the
science of chemistry is based. First year work
is hence confined mainly to elementary analysis,
but even this is of the most rudimentary kind,
since such necessities as a supply of hydrogen
sulphide gas are lacking. To those students who
have done Leaving Chemistry at school, Part I.
Chem. means a year wasted.

The lack of accommodation and equipment
gives rise to the extraordinary position that no
practical work in Physical Chemistry is provided
throughout the three-year course. Moreover,
practical work in Organic Chemistry is provided
onl_y for half of the third year of the course.
This, in spite of the enormous and increasing
importance of this branch of Chemistry, both

from the theoretical and the practical point of
view.

The position of the staff and research workers
is as bad as that of the students as a whole. Re-
search work has to be carried on wherever space
can be found—in corners of the junior labs., in
workshops and storerooms.

PROFESSOR HARTUNG has voiced several
protests about the present conditions, point-
ing out the urgent need for a nmew Chemistry
School. He has stated that it may be necessary
to restrict the numbers of students taking
chemistry.

Although the members of the State Legislative
Assembly were induced to undertake a grand
tour of the Chemistry School (preceded by a full
dress rehearsal by the Professor and staff), and
although the Government has admitted the in-
adequacy of the present school, it has refused to
make any grant for the construction of a new
building.

This, although Prof. Hartung has pointed out
that Chemistry is one of the key sciences:
“Efficient training of chemists and the active pro-
secution of chemical research are of vital import-
ance to industry and agriculture, and to medicine
and engineering. They are essential to pros-
perity, and vital in times of national emergency.”

“NATIONAL emergency”’—yes, the chemist is

essential to imperialist war preparations; the
main outlets for chemists at the present time lie
in the munitions factories and the allied war
industries. The profits of the chemical industries
and war industries in general are soaring under
the influence of increasing war preparations.

For instance, the net profits of Broken Hill
Pty. Ltd. for the years ending May 31 were, in
1933, £314,000; in 1934, £428,000; and in 1935,
£670,000.

Part II. Chemistry students are being urged to
accept positions during the vacation at the Pt.
Kembla, N.S.W., works of Australian Iron and
Steel Ltd., now a subsidiary of B.H.P. On the
pretext that they will gain valuable experience,
they are expected to work for meagre remunera-
tion in furthering war preparations.

Thus, on the one hand Chemical Science is

- throttled by lack of funds, and on the other hand

capitalism bloats itself on the misuse of
chemistry for war preparations; on the one hand
Chemistry students are deprived of adequate
scientific training, and on the other hand their
talents are distorted to destructive purposes.

Chemistry students orgamised in a powerful
Student League can demand and get a new School
of Cheml_st_ry, they can demand that their talents
and training be used only for progressive
purposes.

—Pt. IIl. CHEMISTRY STUDENT.
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ember 1, 1915, an International Con-
of Youth assembled at Berne, Switzer-
world was at that time in the grip of a
}mpenahst war, all intellectual free-
being crushed by the military machine,
was being distorted to serve the ends of
monopolist groups, and the material con-
of the exploited classes were being ruth-
attacked in order to continue the destruc-
was to combat these conditions and to
se to stop the war that delegates came from
sen countries, many of them at the risk of
lives. It was the first attempt by youth
solve its problems on an international scale.
movement initiated then has grown, and Sep-
or the First has since become International
n Day.
Twenty years after the Berne Conference, the
ater part of the world is affected by an eco-
nic  crisis of unprecedented duration and
erity, the exploited classes are suffering severe
) on their conditions in consequence,
attempts are being made in many countries to
_organise the people on the basis of wartime re-
pression, while these countries are still at peace,
and over all hangs the threatening shadow of
another world war more terrible than the last.
" It was in these circumstances that the National
tee of the Young Communist League of
lia took the initiative in calling the first
_Australian Youth Conference in Sydney on
stember 1, 1935.
The response was remarkable, the work done in
reanising for the conference by progressive
‘youth associations of all shades of political
sion being as significant as the conference it-
§ Preparations Committees

w

‘self. Representative

v set up in each of the three Eastern States
g' order to popularise the conference, to explain
its objectives, to appoint delegates, and to raise
Public meetings and socials were held and
were issued. In Melbourne the prepara-
‘culminated in a Youth Rally on July 21 In
ity Hall, at which about two hundred young
ole were present.

sssor Woodruff was in the chair, and the

es spoke from the Douglas Credit Move-
Student Christian Moyement, Clerks
University Council Against War, Youth
of the Movement Against War and
University Labour Club, and Young
ist League.

B National Youth Congress took place at
ansport House in Sydney on Sunday, Sep-
ty-one delegates, representing 39 organi-
and 12,000 youth, were present. Six stu-
ganisations were represented, namely, the

n Student Christian Movement, the

Union, Socialist Club and the League
< Union of Sydnmey University, the
Melbourne University, and the

of
of the University of Queensland.
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ustralian Youth Congress

A Declaration of Rights of Australian Yo
adopted, and resolutions against war, ar?(.i %ﬁg gjaé
tailment of liberties were passed without dissent.
The slogan For Peace, Freedom, and Progress
carried the day; student, religious, working class
and farming youth were united for the first time
with similar aims.

Working youth told us of long hours, speed-ups
grlld low wages, ending usually with the sack at

Unemployed youth told us of the infamous Per-
missible Incomes Regulations, whereby a girl or
boy may have to support a whole family on a
miserable wage; of the Apprenticeship Act,
whereby an adult can now become apprenticed and
receive the same wage as a youth, and of the
Young Citizens’ League in which unemployed have
to register their children in order fo train them
for industry. Just as soon as they are drafted
into industry the father is struck off sustenance
under the P.LR. A fine state of affairs for
Australia with all her natural resources—star-
vation wages, slave camps, and hungry children.

A young striker from West Wallsend told us
how the relief workers there were fighting and
beating the government’s attacks on their con-
ditions. The delegate from the Clerks’ Union,
Melbourne, gave a report of the World Youth
Conferénce in Paris sent by the Australian dele-
gate, Mr. Fisher. The World Youth Committee
called on Australia to send a mass delegation to
the world conference next year, and also a con-
tingent of athletes and teams to take part in
the International Games being held to offset the
Berlin Olympic Games, with their Nazi back-
ground.

Alec Jolly, the delegate from the Melbourne
University Labour Club, told of the economic
difficulties of students, of how they had often to
borrow money at high rates of interest to carry
on, and how when graduating many were faced
with unemployment or miserable salaries.

He then exposed the reactionary nature of
capitalist culture, and showed how it reflected the
present crisis and the drive towards fascism and
war. Finally appealing for unity of students to
solve their problems, he urged the formation of
an Australian Student League to work, as this
present youth conference, for Peace, Freedom,
and Progress.

Miss Scott, the proxy delegate of the Melbourne
Branch of the Student Christian Movement, then
spoke. She agreed that the criticism directed by
an unemployed delegate against the Chp.rch, when
he said that he had lost faith in Christianity, was
justified.  But she pointed out that there was a
great difference between the Church, and the sys-
tom of ethics proposed by Christ. She said that
sincere Christians should join in any organisation
for peace and progress, and that she. supported
the idea of an Australian Student League. She
also urged all school teachers to aid in the
League’s formation. W

J. Smail, the delegate from Sydney University
Socialist Club, warned us of the approach of
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cism in this country. He said that the Crimes
ancst, at present bein IVinvolced against the Com-
munist E‘arty and the Friends of the Soviet
Union, gave the government powers no less com-
prehensive than those of Hitler and Mussolini.

delegate from the Youth Section Against
Wér shm%red us clearly that the present Italo-
Abyssinian dispute might involve the world in a
war more terrible and devastating than the last.
He called on all youth to rally to the banner of
Peace, Freedom, and Progress, and show the war-
mongers that they were finished with war, once
and for all. )

The delegate and National Secretary of the
Young Communist League (Patrica Devanny)
called on all youth to carry on the task of ex-
panding and broadening the movement, and as-
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sured the conference that the Young Communist
League would throw all its weight into the job.

ME-'.J Bennett then read the declaration of
rights.

The declaration was adopted unanimously with
prolonged applause. A National Continuations
Committee of twenty-two delegates was then set
up, including four student delegates; three stateg,
N.S.W., Victoria, and Queensland, being
represented,

When finally the conference closed, groups of
delegates engaged in eager discussion before de-
parting, and it was obvious from their conversa-
tion that all were determined to broaden and
build our newly-formed movement. We students
must not be left behind.

—~A, JOLLY,

Our Deputy Chancellor

MELBOURNE University has reason to be

proud that our Deputy Chancellor,_ Sir John
Latham has been appointed Chief Justice of the
High Court of Australia. Doubly proud, in that
this signal honor follows closely on the recog-
nition of Sir John's services to King and Empire,
when he received the highest order of Knight-
hood hestowed on Dominion citizens in the Jubilee
honors list.

Congratulations on his new appointment were
showered on our Deputy Chancellor.

The Commonwealth Attorney-General, Mr.
R. G. Menzies, K.C., said that the Commonwealth
was very fortunate in securing Sir John, and that
he was sure that “in his new office, Sir John
Latham’s services to the nation will be marked
by the same dignity, industry, dispassionate judg-
ment and intellectual power which he has dis-
played in the past.”

In the words of the “Star,” Sir John has “won
his way . . . to honours academic, political, and
judicial, to the favour of the King and the affec-
tion of the people.”

The “Age” speaks of Sir John's political career:
“From the beginning of his ministerial ecareer,
he was a powerful force in the Government on
questions of politics as well as in matters of law.
The Crimes Act and other important legis-
lation designed to meet the serious industrial
problems which arose through the shipping and
other strikes were mainly his own works. On

industrial affairs, it was said, he settled govern-
ment policy.”

I'l‘ was Sir John Latham who, as Attorney-

General in 1926, introduced the Crimes Act
amendments to meet the “serious industrial prob-
lems” of the time. During the debate in the
House, he referred to the Communists: “T hope
that some of them will get into gaol, and that
some will get out of Australia.”

It was Sir John, who, in 1932, acted ag pro-

secutor for the Government in the High Court

case against the “Worker’s Weekly,”
terms of the Crimes Act, eekly,” under the

It was Sir John again who, in 1932, introd:
r amendments to the s Act enu)o;:rﬂeer(E

ing the Attorney-General to apply to the High
Court or the Supreme Court of a State to have an
agsociation expressly declared unlawful. It is by
virtue of these provisions that the present action
is being taken against the Communist Party and
the Friends of the Soviet Union,

And now, in 1935, Sir John has been made
Chief Justice of the High Court on the eve of
the hearing of the case against these noxious
organisations,

Certain alien elements, who, under the guise of
champions of the working class, are seeking to
subject our fair country to a ruthless Communist
dictatorship, have used these facts to cast doubts
on Sir John’s honor and integrity; such papers as
the “Worker’s Voice” and “Workers’ Weekly”
have even gone so far as to declare that he is
“a bitter enemy of the working class,” and, more.
over, a proponent of Fascism.

Such mischievous statements are manifestly
absurd,

For, in addition to the distinguished testimony
quoted above, we have the statements of Sir
John himself.

In 1926, in the Crimes Act debate, he said:
“Here we have the full government of the people,
and the fullest and freest democracy the world
has ever known.”

In a recent broadcast address: “We still believe
in freedom, and that belief must continue, for
every slave country has experienced a revolt.”

When being sworn in as Chief Justice, Sir
John declared: . . . the effective protection of
the rights of the citizen against infringement by
a government depends upon the impartiality and
Integrity, the -capacity and efficiency of the
courts in  which the King’s Justice is
administered,”

_We feel sure, therefore, that students will in-
d.lg_nantly cast aside the slanders of hireling
agitators, and join with us in our wholehearted
respect and admiration for our versatile Deputy-

Chancellor— —LEGISLATOR.
PROSECUTOR
and JUDGE.
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aration of Rights of Australian Youth

DAY our lives : .
. o oul:' rﬁtﬂ;eatel'wd by war, our liberties are menaced by fascist legis-

’ our rig progress, happiness, and prosperity remain ill i
of eooet}omlc insecurity. . . e
Therefore, on this day, September 1st, 1935, we, the i
i 3 y young generation of -
hi’l’l Conference assembled, announce our “Declaration of the Rights of Austrﬁ&sn
We declare that our generation is rightfully entitled to a i
‘happy life,'the guarantees of which are. . .full educational and smﬂ‘;i?l;kc;l?atslvgfeﬁd
‘employment at adequate wages, security in time of need, and Peace ; 3
WE %VE THE RIGHT TO LIVE. d

‘ et we are threatened by war, that is even now being pre
.ﬁepeﬁt by destruction of life, war which means to us miseryi,; ai;\dpggsghf)y ‘%l;l:s:p;vol;g
this war, and the threat of Compulsory Military Training, which hangs over us, and
assert our right to Peace. We do not want to die. We will maintain Peace :
WE ,HiVE THE RIGHT TO LIBERTY. !
‘. ustralia is exalted as the land of the “Young and Free,” yet on eve
we see this freedom being destroyed. Legislation is introduced cirtailing 0:-13; }fﬁ::
‘Qm of speech_, press, and assemblage. Workers who strike for a living wage are met
mth_ Persecutmn. These we affirm are evidences of tyranny, which are opposed to the
traditions of Australian freedom. We are determined to realise in actuality the ideals
of a Free Australia. We demand the right, not only of the maintenance, but of an
extension in our freedom of speech, press, and assemblage. We strongly oppose Fas-
cism as a negation of our rights of liberty.
WE HAVE A RIGHT TO HAPPINESS. ™~

Australia, with its vast natural resources and industries, with only a small popu-
lation, can more than supply a life of comfort and security for all. But we are denied
this comfort and security. We want to work, to produce, to create, but thousands
of us are denied this right, and forced to be'idle.

You can find us roaming the streets, the country, in unemployed camps, destitute, BUT WwWE
REFUSE TO BE THE LOST GENERATION. We urge an adequate Government maintenance for
the unemployed youth. 'We demand the right to work on all relief projects at Award Wages and
Conditions. Further, we affirm our opposition to Unemployed Camps, as destroyers of home life,

and ‘emphatically demand their abolition.

We, who are employed, express our dissatisfaction at the prevailing low wages, long hours, and
intense speed up, which destroy our health. We insist upon the right to higher wages and shorter
hours. For youth on the farms the right to work in security in the possession of their farms, free
from the fear of eviction, and a burden of debts. We stand opposed to the confiscation of farms for
inability to pay debts. N Sl 1

While we proclaim the right to work for ourselves, we also proclaim the right of freedom from
work for all children for whom work can only mean physical and mental harm. We, therefore, demand
the abolition of child labor, with full Government maintenance for all needy children.

We recognise that the right to work demands a proper preparation for work. Educational
facilities must be made available to all. We demand the abolition of compulsory fees in all schools,
universities, and colleges. We demand that the school leaving age be raised to 16 years, with Govern-
ment maintenance for all students between the ages of 14 to 16 years. y

We demand that adequate sporting facilities be made available, at a rate accessible to all

~ youths, employed and unemployed. We affirm that sport is necessary to Ithel building of a healthy,
_ vigorous race. : 3 :
: « We declare that the workers of hand and brain, the producers of our wealth, the builders of
our country are the decisive force with which the supporters of Peace, Freedom, and Progress must
ally themselves. We recognise that the problems of youth are bound inseparably with the problems
of all the people, and are prepared to assist in overcoming our common difficulties.

This country of ours, its mountains, lakes, and splendid scenery, we love it dearly. We have
Because we love it, we treasure its future, realise its

‘roamed i ds, tended its fields, toiled in it.
# e o o d in the interests of all. Therefore, we, the young people of

ts; we demand that it be use i !
2 in,‘ reaffirm our rights to life, liberty, and happiness. With confidence we look forward to a
life, a brighter future, to freedom, and prosperity. To these ends we dedicate our lives, our

os, and our united efforts.
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An Australian Stud

E proposal for an Australian Student

League, first broached with light-hearted
enthusiasm in the last issue of ‘“Proletariat,” has
opened up unforeseen possibilities.

The League was conceived of originally as an
organisation which would have, as one of the
principal points of its policy, the participation
of the student in the working class struggle for
the overthrow of Capitalism and the establish-
ment of Socialism. Such a policy would have
limited the League to a few radical societies in
the Universities.

The rapid development of events, however, is
bringing home more and more clearly the urgent
necessity for the broadest possible unity of all
students. The question of war can no longer be
lightly dismissed. The attack of Italian Fascism
on Abyssinia is revealing with startling clarity
the danger of a complete crack-up of the shaky
international structure, Either the present war
is stopped by concerted international action, or it
spreads into a world war of frightful destructive-
ness. Arising directly out of the war situation,
there is the present attack of the Federal Govern-
ment on working class organisations, an attack
which strikes at the basis of democratic rights,
an attack which is the culmination of ever in-
creasing restrictions on liberty.

Students of all political and religious beliefs
must unite against war and in defence of free-
dom. It was with this conviction that the Labor
Club delegate set off for Sydney to take part in
the National Youth Congress. He was able to
further the proposals, not only at the Congress,
but also in conversations with various stu-
dent delegates. The idea of a broadly based
student league was enthusiastically received by
delegates for the Student Christian Movement,
Qu;.enland Radical Club, Sydney Socialist Club,
and so on.

The Student League is now past the stage of
conjecture. In Sydney a provisional committee
ha.p been set up, and similar committees are
being formed in Newecastle and Broken Hill.
Students of N.S.W. are preparing for a state-
wide conference, to be held in January next year,
at which a State League will be formed, even-
tually_ to become part of the Australian League.
In Brisbane a similar committee is likely to be
set up. In Me]_buyme University a provisional
committee, consisting of representatives of the
Cou_ncx! against War and Fascism, Student
C_hnstign Movement, and Labor Club, has held
dmc.usswns on the scope of the League, and has
decided on a State ct;g.fetll';nce of all student
i ke p long vacation, at
geh::eii :l;e Victorian branch of the League "will

Students from Universities, high schools, and

technical schools in the three F
have expressed their approval,  and eae
teachers have also offered support.
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It is the purpose of this article to outline, in
the light of discussions which have already taken
place, the scope and functions of the League; to
indicate how far it is possible for students of
differing opinions to agree on a basis for action.

It is agreed by all that the League should in-
clude students from all kinds of educational
establishments, and that, in addition to the im-
mediate struggle for peace and the defence of
democratic liberties, an extremely important
part of its activities will be the endeavor to solve
the vital cultural and economic problems con-
fronting all students.  “For Peace, Freedom, and
Progress” is the slogan that has gained universal
acceptance. Our analysis of the tasks of the
Student League can best be made on the basis
of this slogan.

For Peace.

WE may take it for granted that all students
realise that another world war, such as that
of 1914-18, will mean unparalleled brutality and
destruction, and that they wish to do all in their
power to avert such a set-back to culture and
economic progress.

We may assume also that most students realise
that imperialist wars, such as the Great War, are
fought by the many in the interests of the few
(whether that few be the Capitalist class as a
whole, or a section of that class, such as the
armaments manufacturers, or a militarist junta,
or a group of ambition-crazed politicians), and
that students also realise that the war mongers
will use every weapon in their power—press,
radio, cinema, school, and university, even the
pulpit—to convert legitimate love of country into
blind fear and hatred of the “enemy” country.

This realisation of the character of imperialist
wars has been shown conclusively in many ways.
The famous Oxford Resolution, declaring: “That
this House will under no circumstances fight for
its King and Country,” has now been passed in
the majority of English Universities.

This antagonism to war has, moreover, been
consolidated by the English Student Movement
for Peace, Freedom, and Cultural Progress, an
organisation which should supply us with many
valuable object lessons.

In America, student opposition to war was ex-
pressed magnificently by the strike of 150,000
students against war and Fascism, which took
place on April 12th this year. This strike was
due to the united activity of the two great Ameri-
can student organisations, the National Student
League and the Student League for Industrial
Democracy, which fight vigorously against all
manifestations of militarism on the campus, such
as the R.0O.T.C. Other countries present similar
evidence of anti-war feeling and activity on the
part of students.

In Australia, the Sydney Peace Ballot provides
conclusive proof that most Australian students
realise the nature of war and are steadfastly
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opposed to it. The anti-war activity of Aus-
tralian students, however, must be raised to far
higher levels. In order effectively to oppose war
we must examine the part that educational
institutions play in war, realising that the schools
and universities not only furnish the soil for the
propaganda of the war-mongers, but they also
supply the scientists and technicians necessary for
the prosecution of war.

HIGHLY instructive account of the part by

the schools in aiding and abetting the last
great slaughter, is furnished by the Vietorian
Education Department’s Record of War Service,
published in 1921,

Listen to Mr. Frank Tate, then Director of
Education, in the foreword to the volume:

“In the heady, exciting weeks of August, 1914,
when extra-military organisations for war service
were on all sides springing into existence, our
organisation was one of the first to be perfected
and to produce results. . . .

“No one was too old to serve in some capacity;
no one was too young. Women were serving as
well as men; why not girls as well as boys? . .

“The world tragedy was, in a sense, the
teachers’ opportunity.”

Gleefully we are shown how the centralised
system of State education was used to mobilise
teachers, students, and parents into support for
the war. We are told how the Government
utilised patriotic feeling to force a population,
already impoverished by war expenditure, to con-
tribute directly to the funds for the noble work
of destruction, In addition to contributing food
and clothing, students of Victorian schools raised
£444 000 for the Department’s War Relief
Fund.

And how does Mr. Frank Tate regard this sup-
port for a brutal inter-imperialist orgy of
destruction?

“It was an exhibition, on the grand scale, of
practical citizenship and practical Christianity.”

THE University allowed itself to be submerged
in a flood of war hysteria. There was no clear
conception of the nature of the war on the part
of most members of the University. There were,
however, some opponents of war among the stu-
dents and staff, one of whom was thrown in the
lake as a result of speaking against the war. But
such opposition as existed was pacifist, and in-
effective against the mighty war machine.

Instead of giving a lead to the rest of the
community in defence of culture, the University
willingly prostituted itself in worship of a pre-
datory imperialist war.

e war memorial number of “M.U.M.”

#ﬁﬁ), and the official volume of “University

lar Lectures” give an instructive account of the
way in which the University flung itself blindly
into the work of destruction.

The attitude of Ormond College is typical.
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eague~Its Scope and Aims

“The doors of the college were definitely shut
to every applicant who was in any way out of
tune with the great record of war service of the
college.”

The reaction of the staff should be familiar to
everyone by now. We read in the “University
War Lectures” of the solemn decision to abstain
from the use of alcohol during the continuance
of the war, of the offer “to aid or supplement
wherever possible the work of the scientifie,
technical, or professional branches of the Govern-
ment departments during the war, on any matters
connected with imperial defence, on which their
assistance may be useful.” As a result of a
decision of the staff, the Melbourne University
Rifles, superintended by Major (now Professor)
Osborne, was formed. The M.U.R. acted nobly
as a recruiting and training ground for student
volunteers.

Twenty-eight past students of the chemistry
department were engaged by the British or the
Commonwealth Government in the manufacture
of explosives and poison gas. Amongst them are
familiar names. Dr. A. C. D. Rivett was engaged
in England as process manager in the manu-
facture of ammonium nitrate, at Swindon
works. Mr. G. A. Ampt, B.Sc., was chemist to
the Defence Department, Melbourne.

Professors Laby, Masson, and Oshorne were
responsible for the design of a gas mask.

The staff of the engineering school offered
their services as “a free gift to the Empire.”
Members of the staff sat on war committees, and
gave free consultation on technical matters con-
nected with war appliances. The staff and stu-
dents gave assistance in airplane design and
carried out tests on steel and timber for airplane
construction.  The = department manufactured
hand grenades, tested explosives in a bomb-proof
shelter in the University grounds, designed a fuse
cotter and an 18 inch shell, repaired radio
apparatus and constructed furnaces for ferro-
alloys. i

Physicists engaged in the calibration of muni-
tion gauges. The Bacteriology department svn-
plied vaceines; Chemistry, Anaesthetics; Medi-
cine, supplied men and materials to the Army
Medical Corps, largely organised base hospitals,
instituted a six-months’ course of training in
massage for war purposes, ete.

In the Law School, Professor W. Harrison
Moore advised the Government on International
Law. In the Arts faculty, Dr. A. Lodewyckx
assisted in the translation of documents for the
Defence Department. The women of the Uni-
versity were mobilised for Red Cross work.

So, the cultural equipment of the University
was despoiled; so, the talents of students were
used to destroy; and so it will be again unless
students are organised to resist the war machine.

Already, this year, addresses have been given
by officers of the Defence Department to Metal-
lurgy and Engineering students on the manu-
facture and testing of shells and munitions, to
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the Chemical Society ¢n.*protective measures
against toxic dust and: gases, and to the Science
Club on protection-of-the civil population against
gas attack.

The Student League must vigilantly expose and
protest against any misuse of science for war
preparations. It must also oppose all tendencies
in teaching methods making for war-mindedness
in students, such as the jingoistic interpretation
of history, ete. It must oppose the nauseating
displays of militarism and cheap emotionalism
which characterise the celebration of Anzac Day
and Armstice Day in the schools. It must also
oppose military training in the schools and
Universities.

However, it would be a great mistake to adopt
an antagonistic attitude to members of cadet
corps or the M.U.R. Many of these are found
to be quite sincere opponents of war. Some, ap-
parently, are deceived by the glamor of uniforms
and military paraphernalia, or the attraction of
camp life. Many members of the militia express
their determination not to fight in an overseas
war; they are prepared only to ‘“defend” Aus-
fralia. We must show them that “defence of
Australia” means defence of the profits of a few,
and that the best way to defend Australia is to
prevent our Government from taking part mn a
war of an imperialistic character.

Freedom.

THE past few years have seen an increasing
restriction of liberties that some had thought
to be inviolable. The econmomic crisis and the
rapidly intensifying war situation are causing the
Covernment to adopt ever more drastic measures,
not only against militant working-class organisa-
tions, but also against all forms of criticism of the
existing social order, and 2all forms of oppesition
to war.

The rigid censorship of political literature is
cne example of the general trend. Up to Decem-
ber, 1933, 66 books were placed on a conseolidated
list of prohibited “seditious” works; between
December, 1933 and January, 1935, another 91
books and publications were added. The political
censorship has evoked widespread indignation
amongst all classes, as is evidenced by protests
by the Science Congress, leaders of University
life, trade unions, and all forms of political organ-
isations. Book censorship is a question which
affects students very closely, quite apart from the
general political aspects of the matter. The
attitude of students is shown by the overwhelm-
ing vote against political censorship recorded in
the Sydney Peace Ballot. The hostility to censor-
ship has already induced the Government to make
considerable concessions, and the Student League
must strive by meetings, demonstrations, peti-
tions and through the e newspaper, to
secure the complete abolition of political censor-
ship of books. It must also direct itself to the
censorship of films, which is far more drastic
than that of books.

A]]ieg!tohonkem_sorshipistkemmrofpost
and railways bans imposed on all sorts of pro-
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ive publications. Even such magazines as
“Soviets To-day,” which consists solely of ae-
counts of industry and culture in the Soviet
Union to-day, and “War, What For?"” the organ
of the National Council Against War and
Fascism, are subject to the arbitrary ban of the
Government.

Then there have been increasing restrictions on
freedom of speech. Public meetings have been
banned, and the use of halls has been refused to
various organisations. There was the spectacular
case of Kisch and Griffin, when the attempts of
the Federal Government to imprison and deport
these anti-war speakers were triumphantly
defeated by the widespread opposition of the
Australian people.

But now, far more drastic than any previous
move, comes the sudden attempt to smash
working-class organisations by means of the
Crimes Act.

To those who have said that Fascism is im-
possible in Australia, the Crimes Act provides a
startling answer. The astonishing provisions of
the Act are awakening thousands of intellectuals
to the danger of the situation.

Obviously the danger of Fascism} is an
imminent one, and the State system is rapidly
moving towards that of Fascist Germany and
Italy, with their racial chauvinism, degradation of
science and art, anti-working-class terrorism, and
militarisation of the whole population. We
students must resist to the utmost all restrictions
on liberty, remembering that too many students
in countries where Fascism has attained power,
allowed themselves to be deceived by Fascist
demagogy.

REEDOM of discussion is one of the Uni-

versity’s proudest boasts. And it is true that
there is probably no other institution in the society
in which we live which provides so many oppor-
tunities for free discussion. It is our task to pre-
serve this freedom against attacks from above or
from within the student body.

That we may expect attacks from above should
be clear when it is remembered that on the Uni-
versity Council there are such men as Sir John
Latham, the chief instrument of the Government
in the Crimes Act case.

Past issues of “Proletariat” have recounted a
series of attacks on liberty in the University,
such as the censorship of “Farrago” and
“M.U.M.,” and the repeated attacks on the Coun-
cil Against War, by the press and University
authorities last year. This year there have been
continual outbreaks of hooliganism very
reminiscent of incidents associated with the
growth of Fascism in German universities, for
example. The academic attitude towards these
attacks was that “students should refrain from
making provocative statements,” ie., that they
should refrain from making statements with any
significance at all. In Sydney University, a meet-
ing of the Evangelical Union was broken up by a
gang of hooligans, while in Queensland students

Bler;)a hampered in their attempt to form a Radical
ub. »
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he Student League must preserve freedom of
ssion in the University, and must work for
 fullest participation of students in the
ment and organisation of their own affairs
the broadest possible democratic lines,

must also work to extend freedom of expres-
1 to the schools. In many schools, the student
ented from adopting any independent atti-
towards political and cultural problems; his
d virtually stagnates until he leaves school
the University or for employment. A power-
2 Student League would protect students from

victimisation for advancing progressive views.

And Progress.

ER this head we include the attempt to

' solve the very pressing economic and cul-
tural problems which confront all students.

The economic crisis has involved students in
serious financial difficulties; it has resulted in
serious restrictions on the training given to
students, and has greatly curtailed the oppor-
tunities for graduates.

State expenditure on education fell from
£3,347,000 in 1929-30 to £2,376,000 in 1934-35.
‘The expenditure per head of population was
£1/17/8 and £1/8/2 for the respective financial
years.

Expenditure on buildings and equipment was
cut drastically from £400,000 to £99,000 in the
same period, while expenditure on the training
of teachers fell from £66,000 to £20,000.

These figures illustrate forcefully the serious

decline in the cultural equipment provided for
students.
- The keen competition, not only for the better
jobs, but for any job at all, is reflected in the
striking rise in the number of candidates for
public exams. This is shown in Table I., giving
the sum of passes in the annual and supple-
mentary exams. for intermediate and leaving
certificates.

Year. Inter. Leaving. Total.
BEeay . . .. 1998 1248 3246
1927-28 . 2284 1360 3644
1928-29 2457 1317 3774
1929-30 . 3071 1538 4609
1930-31 . 3337 1657 4994
e .. .. 3425 1877 5302
s .. .. 3302 9 5081
1933-34 2900 1619 4519

Note that the great increase in numbers up
to 1931-32 occurred at a time when wages and
salaries had been cut by about 25%; judge then
of the intolerable burden on parents.

However, in 1932 the State Government decided
to inecrease the burden still further. Fees for
w school students had been £6 per annum for
over fourteen; while those under 14 had
en exempt from fees. Now students had to pay
per annum for forms E and F, £9 per annum
forms C and D, and £12 per annum for A and

” of this drastic action was immedi-
seen in the sudden drop in the number of
tes for the public exams.
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In addition to ¥ nd =
diture on books and Yol Ty i-yes)::%?;l
students are forced to ‘e u(;_r__"__."l’ figh fees to

the University for the priviTe® entering for
the public examinations, These entrance fees
have evoked much criticism, and the only answer
of the University authorities has been a plea of
expediency.

The serious reductions in scholarships and

grants have also greatly restricted the opportun-
ities for students.

NOW examine the position in the University.
Table II. supplies some valuable data.

No. of Total Grant per

Year. Students. Govt. Grant. Student.
1L e s o 276941 £25.8
1928 .. 2,991 £65,598 £22.2
1929 .. 3,119 £66,716 £21.4
1920 .. 3,256 £68,458 £21.0
i i1 e 3,319 £69,376 £20.9
1982, 8A2%: . ., ' £55,600: .o ElGs
R . R . 1., S =
During the post-war boom from 1921-24, the

number of University students steadily decreased
due chiefly to the lessened competition for jobs.
Prior to the ecrisis, the numbers began to grow
again, but the crisis caused an accelerated rate
of growth. The fiercer struggle for positions
forced many students into the University, in spite
of their precarious financial situation, and in spite
of the raising of lecture fees in 1928. Many of
these students were forced to earn a living while
doing a course. For instance, the number of
evening students rose from 545 in 1928 to 862
in 1933, and the number of students taking courses
by correspondence increased. The percentage of
free students fell steadily from 9.7 per cent. in
1927 to 7.8 per cent. in 1933.

The difficulties of students are accentuated by
such factors as the high cost of books, due to
customs duty, primage, ete., and probably to pro-
fiteering by booksellers as well. Students doing
courses such as science and medicine, requiring
laboratory work, are burdened with very heavy
expenditure on laboratory equipment, increased by
the fact that the supply is monopolised by two
city firms. This, in addition to the fact that much
higher fees are exacted for these courses than for
courses such as arts, education, law, commerce,
ete.

Students are hindered in their work by constant
worry about financial matters, and every year
scores of students are forced to give up their
courses before completing them.

In spite of the economic insecurity of students,
and the increase in the numbers at the University,
the Government grant to the Universit;_r h_as been
repeatedly and drastically reduced, until, in 1933,
the Government grant per student was only 60
per cent. of that in 1927. ’

There has been a spectacular fall also in the
amount of bequests and donations, from a maxi-
mum of £93,364 in 1927, to a minimum of £7,592
in 1932. The average over the past five years
has been about £20,000.
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Owing to the limited funds made available, the
University is finding it almost impossible to obtain
essential requirements, such as the new clubhouse,
chemistry school, and library. Equipment is lack-
ing, the training of students is hampered, re-
search work is restricted, and the staff is subject
to retrenchment and dismissals.

MANY graduates have to accept salaries and
positions quite incommensurate with the ex-
penditure and long years of training involved in
their courses. It is common knowledge that many
have ill-paid jobs as office clerks, car salesmen,
insurance canvassers, and so on. Owing to the
heavy cut in education expenditure, there are only
very restricted opportunities for teachers. Most
doctors are glad to accept positions as residents
at £2 a week. Such examples could be multiplied.

An examination of the Loan [Fund gives an
indication of the position of graduates. Students
of high ability in difficult circumstances are, in
some cases, able to borrow money from the
Students’ Loan Fund to enable them to carry on
with their courses. During the years of the
crisis, the amount owed by students and graduates
increased by about £4000, although repayments
have exceeded new loans by about £1300. Bad
debts to the extent of about £130 are written off.
yearly. Thus, many graduates are finding it im-
possible to repay even the interest on their loans
in spite of the fact that these graduates, being
considerably above the average, should get the
best positions.

There is evidently tremendous scope for a
Student League to work for economic security
for students and graduates.

The League should conduct intensive research
into the economic conditions of students and
graduates, it should give assistance to students
during their courses, and obtain suitable employ-
ment for them after graduation; through propa-
ganda, and the strength of organised numbers,
it must demand increased expenditure on educa-
tion, more scholarships, lower fees, more money
for research, more employment for teachers, and
S0 on.

VI‘HE demand for cultural progress is very wide
in its implications.

It includes, for instance, a searching examina-
tion of present curricula. The Student League
should initiate discussions amongst students,
lecturers, and societies interested in a particular
subject, in order to evolve better methods of study.
It should work for closer conmection between dif-
ferent subjects of a given course, closer welding
of theory and practice, and the linking of isolated
subjects with practical social problems. The
faculty of Arts should deal with the past in such
a way as to throw light on the problems of the
present; scientific study should be directed to the
mastery by humanity of the forces of nature; and,
in general, increased efficiency and purpose should
be given to the work of all students and research
workers,
m'l;he Leagug sﬁ:nlgumh up for inadequacies

course by ir special study classe
and it should endeavor to devpise i rovgments ii:
present methods of examination. It should demand
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more opportunities for relaxation, through the
provision of decent student club rooms, and mak-
ing available sporting facilities to all and not only
to a privileged few.

In its examination of cultural problems, the
League must see how they are connected with the
general structure of society. It will be necessary,
for example, to seek the causes of the symptoms
of decay in much modern art, and the distortions
of science in many directions.

It will become obvious that economic decay is
seriously limiting cultural progress.

It is impossible for engineers to extend the
boundaries of their knowledge when they are
deprived of opportunities to apply their skill.

Progress in music is restricted so long as funds
are lacking for regular production of symphonies
and music-drama.

Doctors cannot extend the theory and practice
of preventive medicine while thousands are on the
very border line of existence.

Chemists cannot achieve progress in their
science by manufacturing poison gas and
explosives.

Cultural progress is impossible if freedom of

expression is crushed by fascism, if inter-
nationalism is replaced by race-chauvinism, and
if science and art are enchained to the war
machine.

We see that the demands for Peace, Freedom,
and Progress are inseparably linked; any suc-
cessful action on one front is reflected in all.

Unity in Action.

E believe that in this article we have shown

that there is a basis for all progressive stu-
dents to form an agreement for common action,
It matters little if there are some statements
here which cause disagreement; the actual pro-
gramme for the Student League must be
determined in democratic fashion by a conference
of students of all political views.

What are the fundamental causes, if any, of
economic  insecurity, cultural retrogression,
restriction of liberties, and the drive to war? Can
these problems be finally solved by any form of
society? How is such a society to be obtained?

We may expect violent disagreement between
Christians, Communists, Socialists, Liberals, ete.,
over questions such as these.

It is vital that conclusions should be reached
on these questions, but it must be stressed
emphatically that the Student League should not
be a medium for controversy on such theoretical
matters, but a basis for UNITED ACTION.

For, in spite of disagreement about ultimate
political objectives, all students can agree to
strive for the immediate aims summed up in the
words of our slogan.

IF STUDENTS WILL LOOK AT THE MAT-
TER IN THIS LIGHT, THEN, INDEED, THE
AUSTRALIAN STUDENT LEAGUE WILL
ACHIEVE A LEADING PLACE IN THE
STRUGGLE FOR PEACE, FREEDOM, AND
PROGRESS,

A. JOLLY.

K. J. COLDICUTT.
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Parries Attacks.

w issue of ‘‘Proletariat” dutifully
micled a general meeting of the S.R.C., on
, at which a committee of four students
the Labor Club treasurer, was ap:
to probe into the murky financial position
0.” As a result of the very emphatic
of the students, a belated issue of our
paper, “Farrago,” appeared on July
eontaining a Union balance sheet, but no
d of the investigations of the S.R.C., if any;
lanation of the tottery financial position
33 A very short communication from
student committee to ‘“Farrago” un-
nately had to be omitted from this issue,
ng place to several columns of eulogy on
exploits of the S.R.C. in the realms of sani-
plumbing. (It has been appropriately sug-
d that the members of the S.R.C. executive
elevated to the rank of privy councillor for
their services in this direction.)
g S.R.C.-controlled “Farrago” did not con-
] a committee democratically elected by a
al meeting of students worthy of considera-
tion. It became necessary to emphasise that the
. students were not content to be ignored by their
‘representative’ council.

m Faculty Committees “Racket.”

" A NUMBER of students drew up a petition,
£X which was signed by 100 students, demanding
- that the S.R.C. should call a general meeting of
. students to receive the respective reports of the
~ 8.R.C. and of the committee elected on May 17th
~ on “Farrago” finances and related questions, and
~ to consider the possibility of better student
~ representation on the S.R.C.
~ The Labor Club issued two free numbers of
~ “Student Affairs,” putting forward a scheme of
- faculty committees. It was pointed out that it
- was impossible for one person, however active
and however well-known, to keep in touch with
_the members of a faculty such as Arts, with its
1800 students, engaged in very heterogeneous
studies and interests. Or, again, the Science
faculty with its half dozen schools scattered about
~ the University grounds.

" We also stressed the injustice of the present
m of representation, whereby the huge Arts

culty, and the faculty of Agriculture, for ex-
ample, with its 50 members, have each one
e ; Obviously, under the present
of representation,

effective representation
udents is rendered impossible. It is because
that the S.R.C. or the

S.R.C. executive

often failed to grasp student needs and
on occasion, acted in opposition to student
The S.R.C. has too often allowed itself
i by the University Union or the
jon of “Farrage’ finances being

1 eq-e
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_ The eriticism of the present method of i

is twofold. For it means not only inaﬁlee;ﬁa?;
representation, but also an inefficient organisa-
tional basis for drawing students into activity
about their special needs. The initial lack of
response from students to the club house appeal
demonstrated this very clearly.

The Labor Club, therefore, put forward a
scheme for faculty committees, the size to depend
on the number of students in each faculty. But,
in order to avoid an unwieldy S.R.C., and to en-
sure that the interests of the smaller faculties
should not be overlooked, we proposed that each
fac_ulty committee should appoint one represen-
tative to the S.R.C. We declared that this would
be an efficient system, enabling students to be
mobilised around problems affecting a given
f_aculty, or the University as a whole. In addi-
tion to the proposal for faculty committees, the
Labor Club opposed the system of general
representatives, pointing out that it was quite
superfluous and, in addition, left the way open
for racketeering such as occurred in last year’s
elections, when three meds. captured a block vote
and secured the positions of general representa-
tives, and, in consequence, the three executive
positions on the S.R.C. Finally, in response to
the petition, the S.R.C. called a general meeting
on Friday, July 26th.

Meds. and Reds.

NFORTUNATELY, we have no space to give

a bullet for bullet description, but must con-
tent ourselves with a few of the high-lights. The
public lecture theatre was packed. The atmos-
phere was heavy with foreboding. Conversation
surged and fell like the distant mutter of guns.
The smoke of battle drifted slowly over the ser-
ried ranks of fatheads, co-eds., reds, and meds.
Yes, the meds. had responded nobly to the appeal
of their gallant Colonel (S.A. man) to preserve
their 100 per cent. general representation from
the revolutionary machinations of the Labor Club.

Only over the prostrate cadavers of the meds.
would the Labour Club advance to the seizure of
S.R.C. power. So long, however, were Parry and
Co. in arriving that it began to appear that they
had shirked the fray. But no, we must hand it
to Mr. Parry for his rare courage. In due course,
the S.R.C. swept in, headed by Mr, Parry, bestow-
ing favours right and left, debonair as us.ual, t}le
golden moustache as sprightly as ever, in spite
of the fact that his sole protection was an assort-
ment of mallets. Faithful Johnston followed
dourly in his footsteps. But, to the surprise of
the S.R.C., hostilities still held off, no rattle of
machine-gun fire broke the stillness, no salvos
greeted Colonel Knight. . . .

Mr. Parry bravely took the initiative by an-
nouncing that the first two points on the petition,
concerning finances, could be dealt with at a Union
meeting on the following Friday. Meekly the
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gathering agreed to pass on to the third point,
the question of better student representation.

After a couple of previous false starts, Mr.
Agar now sprang from his seat to move a motion
of confidence in the S.R.C. Although Comrade
Egal and another speaker pointed out that the
motion was entirely irrelevant, it was allowed to
stand by the president, and was passed without
dissent (at which a halleluiah was heard to escape
from a fervent pair of lips).

Now, at last, came the anxiously awaited attack.
Comrade Legge strode purposefully down to the
front. The situation was tense to breaking-point.
But, to the surprise of all, no attempt was made
to assassinate our beloved Parry with a concealed
dagger. The audience was manifestly disconcerted
at the absence of a bomb or even a heard. (On
the contrary, Jack Legge has been described as
possessing an “innocent little face.”) Instead of
calling for the revolutionary overthrow of the
S.R.C., Legge put a matter-of-fact resolution
calling on the S.R.C. to hold a referendum so that
students could express their opinions on the pro-
posed abolition of general representatives and
institution of faculty committees,

Comrade Jolly supported the proposal, pointing
out how such a faculty committee could be used
to obtain better accommodation for med. students
in the hospitals.

But Wilks and Liston, with characteristic in-
sight, were not to be deceived by Legge’s lamb-
like exterior or Jolly’s jolly countenance.

“Communist racket,” sneered our wild and
woolly Wilks, “Soviets,” said Mr. Liston with a
sinister snarl. And here the Arts building clock
boomed 2 o’clock. Mr. Parry, in fear of losing
his medical henchmen, made haste to clinch the
issue. In spite of objections from the Labour
Club’s expert on parliamentary procedure, the
motion was rushed through without discussion. A
dazed verdict against it was given.

But now the audience was making a gradual
return to sanity. We must congratulate the von
Ingwersen faction on their astuteness in taking
advantage of the departure of the meds. to put
an alternative motion in favour of a referendum
to amend the S.R.C. constitution, abolishing gen-
eral reps, and in their place providing for the
election of two representatives for each faculty.

Mr. Agar objected that such a motion was out
of order, Mr. Johnston supporting him (we have
not yet discovered why the secretary of the S.R.C.
should give a ruling on a point of order!). Bed-
lam‘broke out, many speakers indignantly pro-
testing against this attempt to prevent students
gaining control of their “representative” council.
Mr. Parry, after a private confabulation with Mr.
Liston and others, was at length forced to allow
the motion.

Will Secomb supported the motion on behalf of
the Labour Club, pointing out that the scheme
would be a big step forward, although the election
of two reps. for each faculty would mean little
E;ttefl;;:ﬁ;esentatxngi He declared that the plan

commi i
ad.(i‘pte “y ees would ultimately be
he motion, backed on the
bluest baronial blood of the Cl:)!:&irtleﬁ:(,i a}.)r?d ﬂolﬁ
the other hand by the red proletarian blood of
ustralia, was passed by a big majority. . . .
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Mr. Parry thankfully declared the meeting
closed, Probably no other S.R.C. general meeting
for years has provided so much entertainment.
We desire to thank all concerned for a very enjoy-
able show.

Nevertheless, there is an element of pathos in
the thought that there still exist students in whom
a ‘“red” scare can develop an attack of the
jitters.

After the Battle.

AT the general Union meeting on the following
Friday, the annual financial report was
adopted without much discussion, although no
interpretation was given to such intriguing items
as “£200 petty cash” in the balance sheet. When
students asked for the reports of the S.R.C., and
of the student committee on the “Farrago”
investigations, the president, Professor Paton,
ruled quite correctly that such reports could not
be received at a Union meeting. Apparently
students were deliberately hoaxed by Parry and
Co. at the S.R.C. general meeting. So the year
has passed without students receiving any
adequate explanation of the ‘“Farrago’” trouble.

The plebiscite took place on October T7th.
“Student Affairs’” advised students to vote “yes”
to the proposal to abolish general representatives,
and “no” to the plan for two representatives to
each faculty. The voting was 406 to 256 against
the first proposal, and 539 to 128 against the
second. The vote was not a vindication of the
present method of election. It was due partly
to reluctance to sanction a drastic change in
the constitution. Examination worries, pre-
sumably, prevented more than one-fifth of the
students from voting. We may assume that most
of the votes for general representatives came
from the well-organised med. bloc.

However, the present system has been given a
reprieve, so that once again we have had the
annual S.R.C. election ritual outside the Nat.
Phil. school, with the usual wisecracks about the
ducks in the lake, law students and co-eds in the
car park, free beer, ete., etc. The demand for
improvement of the electoral system is shown by
the fact that each of the new general representa-
tives supports a plan for proportional representa-
tion. Another important fact is that the voting
was on strictly faculty lines, which illustrates that
the present system is causing unnecessary inter-
faculty rivalry, and also that the interests of
students centre primarily around their faculties,
which enhances the demand for abolition of
general representatives, and the institution of
faculty committees.

The Affair of the Clubbus.

AT last, this year, a move was made by Dr.
Priestley, and the S.R.C., to put into effect a
time-honored plank of S.R.C. election speeches.
The ancient town museum, with its mouldering
stone, wooden partitions, brown paint, and dust
that, since time immemorial has served as a club-
house, and the huge wood and iron structure,
formerly a recruiting shed, that does duty as a
cafeteria, were at last to be replaced.
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g to the S.R.C.’s lack of contact wi
the latter at first made little ac!;ilga1
t;:lhesrﬁrgpa:tgn. 1Therefore,
the 5.R.C. general meeting deseri
Legge and Q. B. Gibson, forg the Lagf,?-
before Dr. Wood and Professor Paton
‘of faculty committees to organise the
_campaign. Faculty representatives
0 interviewed, and the clubhouse appeal
ised in “Student Affairs.”
equence, general meetings were sum-
_the faculties of Arts, Law% Science, anmd
ng, at each of which a committee was
. Note that the Med. faculty, with its
‘.C. representatives, was the only large
in which no meeting was held to consider
bhouse appeal. In spite of threatening ex-
s, much good work was done by the com-
the Engineers held a dance, the Arts
 organised a bowdy bazaar, and the Law
nts arranged a debate on the Crimes’ Act.
s rather amusing that the students who
- rejected the scheme for faculty committees
¢, later accepted it as the perfectly obvious
tion of a specific problem. It is certain that
lty committees will yet be incorporated into
S.R.C. electoral system.

inst War.

August 1st, thousands marched in a torch-
light procession through the rain-wet streets
Melbourne, and took part in a stirring anti-
rally in Wirth’s Olympia.
Anti-war Day was marked by the unconven-
but splendid action of Newell, a sincere
al who had that day joined the C.A.W.F.
midday he attracted attention in the Men's
teria by banging on a tin tray, and then went
- to stress the extreme urgency of the war
ion. He loathed the methods of com-
, he said, but he was prepared to join the
'C unists in opposing war, and he called on all
students to do likewise. _
His speech was repeated in the Women’s
is year, 55 students marched, as compared
65 last year. The decrease was due to a
r of factors, some of them the fault of the
Torrential rain fell right up to the
ng of the march. The teachers this year
a separate group of 48. A series of cir-
es prevented the C.A.W. from holding
for three weeks before the march. The
‘Students Against War,” advertising the
was technically bad, and not many more
usual number of 200 were run off. The
s very badly advertised in the University,
minor details were not attended to.
shown by the C.A.W. in this case was
enced in third term, half of which had
ofore a meeting was held, although war
y broken out.
r 9th, Will. Secomb gave a remark-
: ition of the reasons for the pre-
of sanctions by the M.A.W.F. On
¢ Wednesday the C.A.W. was res-
r a symposium on Sanctions, addressed
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by Alexander, for the S.C.M.;
%gamst sanctions, and M. Crgd\;r:z %‘;-0 tg:ggfs;?
hel speeches and the subsequent discussion re.
vealed a disconcerting confusion about the issues
involved, a confusion shared even by some C.A.W
members._ S‘I.}ch confusion is dangerous in the
present situation, and it is vital that a clear line
of action should be evolved at the meeting of
stu_dent‘s summoned by the C.A.W. after the ex-
aminations, to discuss the war situation.

Beers and Tears.

STIRRING drama, in which the chief actors

were a few studious members of the C.A.W.
some well sozzled adolescents from the M.U.R.',
and a small globe of tear gas. You've read too
much about it already in the capitalist and work-
ing class press.

Against the Crimes Act.

ON the first Wednesday of third term, Geoff.
Sawer, a former secretary of the Labor Club,
and a brilliant graduate in Law, addressed 70
students at a Labor Club meeting, on the legal
aspects of the Crimes Act.

On the following Wednesday, 150 students at
another Labor Club meeting were addressed by
Geoff. Leeper, Jack Mitchell of the F.0.S.U., and
Ralph Gibson of the Communist Party.

Leeper pointed out some amusing incon-
sistencies in the Government attitute. Although
he disagreed with the Communists on several
points, he felt that all liberal minded people
should resist the Government’s attack.

Mitchell outlined the work of the F.0.S.U., and
contrasted the ever-broadening democracy of the
U.S.S.R. with the increasingly reactionary policy
of the Australian Government.

Ralph Gibson, in a powerful indictment, said
that a far bigger crime than any with which the
Communist Party was charged under the Crimes
Act, was the vicious system which the Act was
designed to protect. However, the Government
had gone too far. So flagrantly unjust was the
attack, that it was arousing the hostility, not only
of the whole of the working class, but also of
thousands of liberals who would not normally
support the Communist Party. b

In supporting the protest resolution, Ale:_c-
ander, secretary of the S.C.M., agreed with this
remark. Although the S.C.M. was not in accord
with the tactics of Communism, and although,
much as it would like to, it could not believe g.l]
glowing reports of conditions in the Soviet
Union, the S.C.M. felt justified in opposing the
present attack.

The resolution condemning the attack on the
Communist Party and the F.0.8.U., and demand-
ing the abolition of the political sections of the
Crimes Act, was carried with only five dissenting.

The same night, a debate between leading bar-
risters on the Crimes Act took place in the
Public Lecture Theatre, before an audience of
about 200. This was organised by the Law stu-
dents, in aid of the Clubhouse Fund. A resolu-
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tion condemning the Crimes Act was passed with

four opposing.
omﬂarge sulz}rl:s hgve been collected for the
Democratic Defence League, and also for the
Communist Party, from staff and students, and
by house-parties.
NFORTUNATELY, we cannot do more than
mention briefly such subjects as the pre-
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mature birth and death of the Conservative Club,
the sad decline of the Radical Club, the memor-
able C.A.W. meeting addressed by Ralph Gibson
on “The Defence of Australia,” the Labor Club
debate between Ralph Gibson and Maurice
Blackburn (attended by 600 people), study
circles (including the perennial Saturday night
class), and so on,

Brisbane

STUDENTS of the University of Queensland are
to-day faced with the same problems as
students of all other Australian Universities.
The same economic difficulties, the same lack of
relation of work in certain faculties to the con-
ditions of modern life, and the same very dubious
future are questions which daily become more
intense. '

In comparison with the larger Southern Uni-
versities, however, three main differences become
apparent:—

(a) The small number of students;

(b) The comparatively large proportion of

evening and external students; :

(¢) The small number of faculties, causing

many students to go south in order to com-
plete their professional education.

This year the State Government has granted
£500,000 (with a tentative offer of a further
£300,000) for the building of a new University
on land already held, and a decision has been
made to establish Chairs of Law, Medicine and
Dentistry.

Put into operation, these plans will provide the
basis for enormous growth, but still fail to solve
the basic problems of University students wit
which we are here concerned. .

L’ET us consider these in some detail, together
with their resultant effects on student
activities.

Scholarships to the University are few, and the
monetary allowance attached to them meagre.
They are given on a competitive, not a qualifying
basis. This is possibly the chief reason for the
small number of day students.

A great number of matriculated students (if
fortunate enough to obtain jobs), are therefore
forced to study at evening classes, or by corre-
spondence. It is obvious that these students are
unable to give their best attention to University
work at the end of a working day.

_Moreover, this large body of students is, by
virtue of its peculiar position, precluded in great
measure from participation in student activities.
The Evening and External Students’ Association,
though a constituent body of the Union, is at
present impotent, performing no useful function
other than the holding of an annual ball.

The Union is a student-elected body which
controls student activities. It is also responsible
:I.m' the F:;bhcation of a weekly newspaper,
‘Semper ”reat,” and of an annual magazine,
e Membership is compulsory for day

but optional for evening and external
ties are controlled by

the Sports Daten®

Nominally, these bodies are autonomous, but
the extent of that autonomy may be gauged from
one or two instances: When “Semper Floreat”
first appeared, an article criticising organised
religion was refused by the editors on the ground
that its publication might lead to the suppres-
gion of the paper by the Senate!

When this year a group of students interested
in the formation of a club for investigation of
modern political trends applied for permission to
hold a meeting in the Men’s Common Room, they
were refused by the Union President, who stated
that he had been guided in his decision by the
President of the Board of Faculties! (As the
Union Executive meets only once a month, power
is meantime vested in the President.) We sghall
congider presently the formation and significance
of this Club,

Within the Union there are various bodies, such
ag the Debating Society, Musical Society,
Dramatic Society, Wider Education Society, and
International Relations Club. Though their titles
gound impressive, these clubs are very weak in
membership and activity, and as the two last-
mentioned meet during lunch hours, evening
students have no opportunity of obtaining such
benefits as they may be able to offer.

The editors of “Semper Floreat” find it dif-
ficult to arouse interest in their paper. When it
does appear, it is, with rare exceptions, a mass of
drivel containing an uncritical, unintelligent sur-

.vey of events of the week, with the occasional

“intellectual” variation of an adolescent poem or
two, This year the editors of “Galmahra” found
it almost impossible to obtain sufficient material
for publication, though once this magazine
appeared each term, and occasionally contained
subject-matter of real value,

Now, what is the significance of this apathy of
students to the Union and its affairs? It means
only one thing: Students, bewildered by the
chaotic conditions of modern society, faced with
the contradictions of their own position, and
striving to find a way out, see no hope in the
Union as it functions at present. Lacking the
knowledge and experience to turn the Union into
a powerful organisation which they can use to
attain their ends, they tend to become indifferent,
or else to seek elsewhere,

THIS year a group of those determined not to
submit blindly to the forces whose action
they felt, but whose nature they realised only in
part, banded together with the intention of study-
ing the causes of modern chaos, and considering
the various solutions offered, This is the group
referred to above.
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ith the refusal of the Union President,
d a meeting in the University grounds,
on of protest against the President’s
| forwarded this protest to the Union
ich engaged in heated debate in which
condemned the President, yet finally
decision.
to continual pressure, the President
ved the use of the Common Room, but
ing was poorly attended, and it was
0 hold future weekly meetings in a city
)p at which papers should be read by
and discussed by the club.
gramme has been adhered to. Valuable
‘and discussions have taken place, and the
bership has grown considerably. The
~ “Radical Club” has been proposed and
, and members are confident of estahb-
the club on a firm basis within the Uni-
y next year. Members are entitled to voice

5 year there has been very little activity on
part of the Socialist Club in Sydney
ity. This is accounted for partly by the
at the active membership of the club is
very small, and most members are engaged
outside the University. There has, how-
- been some activity. Of main interest are:
The revolt against the S.R.C.
. The peace ballot and the founding of the
- Joint Committee for Peace.
During the year great discontent has been
sted against the S.R.C. by reason of the
‘that, instead of acting as the mouth-piece of
udents within the University as it was
ally planned, the S.R.C. has become merely
ment for conveying the decisions of the
to the Student Body, and for the
andisement of ambitious undergraduates.
club has put forward a concrete plan for a
cally elected S.R.C. composed of year

on was circulated by certain individual
uates calling for a special meeting to
the reconstitution of the S.R.C., and was
‘complied with. Our representative at the
g moved two resolutions that were carried,

" That no compulsory sports fee be imposed,
that sport should be free for all
ents, the cost to be defrayed by a
ernment grant.
the Government be approached to con-
r the restoration of the £21,000 grant
was deducted as an economy measure.
itle further was done in regard to these
last term, but the club, in view of a
I statement of the Vice Chancellor
to the deduction of the grant referred
has had a petition drawn up requiring
of a further meeting of the Student
: s the question of the restoration
to protest against any attempt
€ "ﬁmw&l of the grant by imposing

7

whatever opinions they may hold, and to criticise
freely. It is hoped that the decisions reached
through open discussion may have value to the
student body, and supply the leadership which the

Union has proved itself incapable of giving.

The proposed formation of an Australian
Student League is regarded by members of the
Radical Club as of vital importance.

. Here, it is felt, will be an organisation where-
in Austz:aliar_l students of all shades of opinion
may unite in an active body which will be
instrumental in securing the rights of students
and removing many of the seemingly insurmount-
able obstacles now in existence.

'To this League, therefore, the Radical Club
gives its wholehearted support, and calls on all
Queensland student organisations of whatever
nature to join with it in membership of the
League.

Sydney

increased fees, as was hinted at by the Vice
Chancellor. The recently formed Graduates’ As-
sociation, which has concerned itself with this
very problem, will be invited to have representa-
tives present at this meeting.

2. The most important activity has been the
participation in the Joint Committee for Peace.
This was a body composed of representatives of
the League of Nations Union, Socialist Club,
Student  Christian Movement, Freethought
Society, Public Questions Society, and Fellowship
of International Pacifists, under the chairmanship
of Dr. Ronald Walker, who were called together
on the initiative of the L.N.U. At the first meet-
ing it was decided that the best activity in which
all could participate was the holding of a Peace
Ballot in the second term, after the ground had
been prepared by a series of lectures and discus-
sions during the first term.

Mid-day meetings were held in the Union Hall
at which the representatives of the various
societies propounded their own particular views
on the question of Peace. The result of the Bal-
lot was a surprise to those responsible for it.
About 42 per cent. of the students voted, and the
result will be seen on the enclosed result form.
The problem for the club now is to endeavor to
mobilise the very strong anti-war sentiments
shown, into channels where they are likely to be
an effective force. .

Despite the evidence of strong anti-war senti-
ment, little has as yet been done to organise it,
with the result that less than a dozen students
participated in the August 4th demonstration.
However, that progress has begun is reflected in
the backing of the demonstration by the Joint
Committee, which sent along a speaker.

After the Ballot a move was made to dissolve
the Committee on the ground that it was only
set up for the purpose of the Ballot, but it was
decided, after very little discussion, that it wpuld
be very much be to continue the Commitiee
and press on to further anti-war work. The
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club will prgpose that? the next. activity be a
Christmas Cgnferené¢e, under the auspices of the
Committee, discuss the problems of anti-war
work. This 'will probably be approved, as on
several occasions members of the Committee have
hinted that such a conference would be very

valuable. i
—SECRETARY, SYDNEY SOCIALIST CLUB.

HE extremely satisfactory response to the

Peace Ballot is a tribute to the work of the
Joint Committee, and also a very fine example of
the scope which exists for united action in the
proposed Student League. A further account of
the organisational tasks of the Committee would
have been valuable in this respect.

The questionnaire itself is somewhat ambi-
guous; e.g., it does not diseriminate between
inter-imperialist war and war by a socialist or a
colonial country against an imperialist aggressor.
However, we may assume that students, in de-
fining their attitude to war, were concerned with
the participation of Australia as an imperialist
country in an imperialist war. Again, on the

i =

SYDNEY PEACE BALLOT.

QUESTION.

1.—Is war inevitable—

(a) Under capitalism? .. .. .. .. .. .

(b) Under any system? .. .

2.— Do you consider that if one nation attacks another, other
nations should combine to resist it by—
(a) Economic and non-military measures? . i
(b) Military measures where it appears non-military
measures will be ineffective? ..
(¢) Military measures in any case? . A
3.—Do you regard the League of Nations as an obstacle to

wWarh ot

4.—Do you regard an all-round reduction of arman{eﬁfs'és—.—

(2) Possible? .. .. .. .

(b) An obstacle to war? ..
5.—Do you regard British and Australian re-armament as a

safeguard against war? .. ..

6.—Do you regard the prohibition of 't-hé'p.riv;'x{e. .m.sinil.fa'c'-

ture of armaments as—
faY Hoasibla? ool b 00l <
(b) An obstacle to war? .. .
7.—Are you in favor of—

(a) Derpocratic control of foreign policy (by publica-
tion of treaties, and the holding of referenda)?

(b) Political censorship? .. .. ..

(¢) Restoration of compulsory mlhtary trammg as an

anti-war measure? .. ..

8.—In the event of war to-morrow, woﬁ]ld'&o'u.——”
(a) Enlist (or urge your friends to enlist)? .. .. .. ..

(b) Undertake other war work? ..
(e) Do nothing? .. .. ..
(d) Oppose war? .

..
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questions relating to the League and sanctions,
we may suppose that students were concerned
with the present Italo-Abyssinian case, where the
League does happen to be a force against war.

The salient features of the Ballot are the over-
whelming votes in opposition to war, compulsory
military training, and political censorship; and
rather surprisingly, a decisive declaration that
war is inevitable under Capitalism.

An interesting point emerges from a considera-
tion of the answers to 8a and 8d. From these it
would at first sight appear that about 200
students were prepared to enlist for the purpose
of opposing war, thus postulating an extremely
high level of political development amongst
Sydney University students. But this is rather
belied by the answers to some other questions
such as No. 5. Apparently, then, most of these
200 students are in a muddled state of mind in
that they imagine that opposition to imperialist
war is compatible with “defence” of one’s “own”
imperialist government.

—THE EDITORS.

, ANSWER.
Yes. No. Query.
750 o 82
12 7L 91
1088 205l h
et BB w880 L, 1
& IR < VI086G: .l o
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835 A ana
593 632 . 70
1088 S04 .. 43
909 die 3
724 BT .. M
329 286 .. 140
338 L R
559 589 207
643 479 223
216 947 192
786 370 199




, June 21st. At nine in the evening the
de la Mutualite is filled with an eager
some 2,500 workers, writers and students
to hear the opening session of an
nal Congress of Writers. For the de-
f Culture! That is the appeal that has
leading = writers from twenty-eight
s—some from remote places such as
he Argentine, Australia, as well as from
, England, Scandinavia, the U.S.A., and
able assemblage of German emigrant

then, do they consider culture is
ed? Andre Gide, the most influential
ch writer of the epoch, states in his short
ing address to the Congress:
" “Tjterature was never more living than it is
to-day. Never has so much been written and
ted in France and in all civilised countries.
Why is it, then, that culture is in danger? . . .
That culture is threatened, the intellectual im-
overishment of certain countries makes us un-
fortunately aware . . . I think we should start
from this idea, that the culture we want to
 defend is the sum of the particular cultures of
each country, that this culture is our common
‘heritage, is common to all of us, and is inter-
‘national . . And it is what is most individual
n the reaction of each people and in each re-
presentative of the peoples, to the great common

lestion that brings us here to-day, that we will
d the most profitable and general instruction,
)ecause it will be the most simply and profoundly
‘human.”

~ @Gide, together with the much younger but
‘already famous novelist, Malraux, presides at the
first session, which is devoted to the subject of
e Cultural Heritage. Chief speakers are the
lish novelist E. M. Forster, the French critic
Julien Benda, and the famous German reporter
‘Egon Erwin Kisch.

JRSTER (whose most important novel “A
" Passage to India” is a keen criticism of
dia’s white “benefactors”), is as honest as a
' can be, and full of middle-aged benevo-
. . . “As for me, I am what my age and
education have made me—a bourgeois,
hering to the British constitution; adhering to
ﬁr than supporting it, and unconcerned by
lack of dignity in this position. I believe In
I believe in the conservation and ex-
f the liberties we have acquired . .
ition and liberty, he tells us, are two
which in the English mind are closely
For centuries, liberty has been the object
praise. But he admits the limits of this
; that it does not extend to the colored
under British dominion, and that it 18
" a privilege of the well-to-do classes. But
1 t, he continues to believe in liberty.

In Defence of Cultu

“As for politics, you have guessed that I am not
a fasc:lst-—fascism commits evil, that evil may
come of it. You have also guessed that I am not
a communist; though perhaps I would be if I
were younger and braver, for in communism I
see hope . . .”

Of course, Mr. Forster adds, if war breaks
out—and he is haunted by the thought of a war
—anything may happen, and writers of the
liberal and individualist type, such as Mr. Aldous
Huxley and himself, will be simply swept aside

E next speaker is the idealist critic, M.

Julien Benda. His best-known works,
“Belphegor” and ‘“La Trahison des Cleres” (The
Treachery of the Intellectuals), deal with the
decadence of western literature, and the way the
writers of our time have betrayed their role of
independent thinkers to become the hired ser-
vants of nation or class. But it is not of the
nationalisation or fascisation of literature, or of
literary decadence in western Europe, that M.
Benda speaks to-day. The notion of literary art,
he says, will be treated at this Congress on the
one hand from the “western,” and on the other,
from the “‘communist” standpoint. He wishes
to clarify these two outlooks and their mutual
relationships; their essential difference consist-
ing, according to him, in the idea which the “com-
munist” and the “westerner” form of intellectual
activity in its bearing on economic activity.

The ‘“‘western” notion, says M. Benda, has
always been that intellectual activity is funda-
mentally independent of economic, that it is
superior to and transcends the latter; that
intellectual activity is alone worthy of respect.
Or rather, this is what the western intellectual
wishes to believe. The westerners and com-
munists, he declares, “are persons who contra-
pose two distinet wills to believe concerning a
problem our knowledge of which is not derived
from experience . . .”" The contrast between the
positions being metaphysieal, it is unbridgeable.

“We are at war,” he adds, “and in that war
you will come out the victors. T do not regret
this, being thereby distinguished from my
bourgeois congeners, inasmuch as I hold that the
object of mankind is to satisfy its own _ends, and
not to satisfy my own personal prejudices.”
M- JEAN GUEHENNO is the first to protest

e that the history of mankind is cor_nplex,
and cannot be traced (as M. Benda has tried to
do) along a single line, the platonician line. The
materialist movement numbers no fewer ancestors
than the idealist movement . . .

Speakers in other sessions refer back to
Benda’s speech, explaining that marxism 1s not a
complete break with tradlt_ion, sorpeai’:hmg com-
pletely opposed, “the negation of it,” as Benda
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has claimed, but that it offers, in socialist
realism, a synthesis of past literatures, a con-
tinuation—in fact, the only possible continuation.
John Strachey, a member of the English delega-
tion, explains:

“Some writers think that we cannot do much
to defend culture. I do not agree with them, but
1 allow that we cannot do much without under-
standing the nature of the dangers which menace
culture to-day. Is there an explanation of the
fact that the cultural life is menaced or attacked,
in a greater or less degree, in every capitalist
country? Marxism gives an explanation.
Capitalism has become incompatible with cultural
life; it has become too irrational to admit the
interference of human reason . . .”

Bert Brecht, one of the German writers, speaks
on the same lines, telling us that it is no use
urging mankind, irrespective of the conditions in
which he lives, to be civilised, not to be brutal.
“I, myself, do not believe that men are violent
for violence’ sake. We must defend mankind
against the accusation that it would be violent
if this were not good business . Violence
does not spring from violence, but from the
businesses that without it could not be continued.
There it is! In most countries to-day the trade
conditions are such that crimes are highly paid
and virtues cost us dear. The system of private
ownership defends itself through violence . . .”

ANY eminent writers are here who are
victims of the Nazi régime: Lion Feucht-
wanger, the historical novelist, author of “Jew
Suss,” “Success,” ete., has a price set on his
head in Germany; there are also Heinrich Mannu,
Klaus Mann, Alfred Kerr, Egon Kisch, and many
others, either living in exile or going back
secretly to work at the dissemination of opposi-
tion literature. Some of them tell how this is
done; how paper is secretly bought in small
quantities at many different places, lest anyone
should be seen carrying large quantities of it
about; how hidden printing presses are set mov-
ing; how eagerly the forbidden literature is
received, re-copied when possible, passed from
hand to hand.
. Kisch is received by the Congress with thunder-
ing applause. At the beginning of Heinrich
Mann’s address—Mann is the leader of the Ger-
man delegation—the whole audience rises to its
feet as a demonstration of sympathy for the
great emigrant writers. ‘““All is not desolation in
emigration,” Mann declares.
. Germany, where we have seen all the progres-
sive elements in the literary world—in fact, the
whole literary world—uprooted and expelled,
oﬂ'ers_the most spectacular example of cultural
re-action to-day. But other writers tell of fascist
repression in smaller, less known countries.
Lilika Nacos vividly describes the misery and
oppression under which writers suffer in Greece
—a country where students have struck in large
numbers against the suspension of radical
lecturers, and where the very lack of elementary
freedom makes all intellectual activity essentially
revqlu_tmnary. The Australian delegation—
Christina Stead (author of “Seven Poor Men of
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Sydney”), Nettie Palmer and John Fisher—pre-
sents a protest concerning the increasing censor-
ship in Awustralia, where open tyranny (the
attempted exclusion of Kisch and Griffin) has
been successfully combated by a united front
of workers and intellectuals, and where the
Government seeks for underground, less speec-
tacular methods of securing Australia’s isolation
from contemporary thought. Australia’s geo-
graphical position favors those forces which, in
every country to-day, are seeking to erect bar-
riers of nationalism through which ideas cannot
pass.

HE relation of nation and culture is one of
the principal problems of the agenda of the

Congress. Nation, Vaterland, Patrie—no words
have in recent times been more abused by dema-
gogues, the appeal for loyalty to the state is the
strongest ideological weapon in the hands of the
bourgeoisie. And it must not be left in their
hands. We must disarm them, declares Bar-
busse, by proving that we, and we alone, who
work for the freeing of all men, and of all classes,
are in favor of the freeing of all subject peoples,
each national minority. Andre Gide begins his
speech on the Individual by saying that he wants
to clear certain possible misunderstandings out
of the way:

“ . . The first of these misunderstandings
is that nationalists are prone to confound inter-
nationalism with disaffection towards, disavowal
and disintegration of one’s own country. They
use the wavord ‘patriot’ in so narrow, so tenden-
cious, go malevolent a way, that it is in bad
odor! Some of us find it impossible to admit
that a primary constituent of love of one’s own
country must be hatred of other lands. For my
part, I claim to be strongly internationalist while
remaining intensely French. In like manner. I
am a fervent individualist, though I am in full
agreement with the communist outlook, and am
actually helped in my individualism by com-
munism . . .

“Among all the qualities I admire in Soviet
Russia,” he continues, “I admire more than all
else the respect shown to the peculiarities of each
people, of each little State in the great Union;
respect for its language, its manners and cus-
toms, its culture, its particular characteristics.
The respect thus exhibited nullifies the reproach
often uttered against the U.S.S.R., that it tries
to equalise, to level, and to unify the whole
population of its vast territory—as preliminary
to playing the same game with the entire world

Representatives of these minorities are at the
Congress who can tell us of their now flourishing
literatures that czarism tried to stamp out; Kolas,
from soviet White Russia; Lahuti, a poet from
central Asia, who tells us:

“The policy of the czars consisted in inspiring
among its subjects a hatred for the national
minorities, and among the minorities, a hatred
for one another. In this, czarism was a pre-
cursor of racism. To this end, czarism paid no
attention to culture, but on the contrary fostered
illiteracy. Thus the literature, the poetry of the
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was marked by a feeli in-
le sadness, and sometimes sgcgzlretolir 111'1y
indignation. The prison of peoples that
st Russia exists no longer. And to the
°ft the Pam_hi,. that was once inacces-
o imperialist conqu
es in a Soviet aeroplane!” g
‘a Congress called in defence of culture by
rs who are well aware from what quarter
atened—who are opposed in particular
m and to war—it is not surprising to
many representatives of the Soviet Union
, who was to have led the Soviet delegation,
be here, if he had not become ill just the
' before intending to leave Russia; his message
ﬁetmgs_ to the Congress is read out at one
. sessions. Ilya Ehrenburg is here—he
tes an important speech on the role of the
ter in society: “In bourgeois society,” he tells
“the poet has no appointed place. Reading
st have no effect on one’s daily life . i
ak, the lyric poet, is here, and Alexei
y, and a number of younger men whose
names are just becoming known to English
" readers. It is mot surprising to see well-known
anti-fascists like Lion Feuchtwanger, Heinrich
‘Mann, Egon Kisch; nor men like Gide, Barbusse,
~ Malraux, Aragon—figures who dominate the
intellectual world of Paris, that, since the up-
_rooting of culture in Germany, has become the
~ chief centre of advanced thought in Western
~ Europe. From England there are, of course,
~ John Strachey and Ralph Fox and a group mainly
~ of young writers; from America, Waldo Frank
- and Michael Gold (author of “Jews Without
‘Money,” and known to all readers of “New
~ Masses”). More surprising is it, though, to see
‘men like the veteran idealist, Julien Benda, or
E. M. Forster, or the clever, cynical young
‘Englishman, Aldous Huxley, now resident in the
south of France, and who perhaps, in the next
few years, under the influence of still cleverer
‘and more mature young Frenchmen like Andre
‘Malraux, may abandon his cynicism for something
~ more positive.
IFFERENCES of opinion and point of view
in such a gathering there are, of course,
. But all these writers have a basis for com-
n action in that they realise the imminence
" the fascist menace and also that of war,
en, even in those countries which still seem
ive a measure of freedom, writers of the
_individualist type, Forster has
would be simply swept aside. Thus the
 for solidarity among writers becomes 1n-
ly clear, as also the need for waging the
rical conflict against faseism. Klaus Mann,
comes straight from anti-fascist work in
: speaks particularly of the neec‘l‘ for
g the youth. “Fascism,” he tells us, ‘‘does
ly co-erce, it attracts, too. It attracts the
whose longings and impulses are naturally
jonary. These longings and impulses are
by fﬁa&n an’t;l employed towards its
nary e s i
g interested in the present Congress,
“rate. Among the audience of roughly

as Mr.

ny,
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two-and-a-half  thousand that
i 5 acks the
Mutuality Hall for five successive ]cjiays (June

21st |
dorsr{;i [f:te2.5th), students and young people pre-

AT the moment of closing the Congress the fol-
lowing dgclaratlon was made:

1. The writers, representatives of thirty-eight
countries, who have taken part in the first Inter-
national Congress of Writers for the Defence of
Culture, think the work of the Congress should
be extended. They found, therefore, an Inter-
national Association of Writers for the Defence
of Culture. This Association is directed by a
permanent International Bureau whose mission is
to maintain and develop those contacts that the
Congress made possible.

2. Th_e International Bureau will stimulate
translations between the different countries, will
control the quality of those submitted to its judg-
ment, and will endeavor in every way to have
them published.

3. The Bureau charges itself, as one of its
chief duties, with the translation and publication
of works of distinction, both books and
manuscripts, which are banned in their own
countries, and will obtain for such works the
support and authority of its most qualified
members.

4. The Bureau will endeavor to make it easy
for writers to travel and reside in the various
countries, on a basis of mutual hospitality.

5. It will draw up, periodically, lists of works
of distinction, published in all countries, which
it thinks should have a widespread circulation,

6. It will examine the different methods of
advancing the most eminent productions of con-
temporary literature, notably by the foundation
of a world prize in letters.

7. It will prepare in due course a second Inter-
national Congress of Writers.

8. This Bureau, made up of writers of diverse
philosophie, literary, and political tendencies, will
be ready to fight on its own ground, which is
culture, against war, fascism, and generally
speaking, against everything that menaces
civilisation.

HE International Association of Writers for

defence of culture is directed by a bureau of
112 members. The Bureau has, at its head, a
central committee including Andre Gide, Henri
Barbusse, Romain Rolland, Heinrich Mann,
Thomas Mann, Maxim Gorki, E. M. Forster, and
Aldous Huxley. ;

The Central Committee is assisted by national
secretariats, which, united, constitute the
secretariat of the international organisation. The
English secretariat includes E. M. Forster,
‘Aldous Huxley, John Strachey, Ralph Fox, and
others. Katharine Susannah Pric is to
represent Australia.

__ATLEEN Y. PALMER, B.A. (hons.).

[Aileen Palmer is a former editor of “Prole-
tariat.”” She is at present _hgkmg through
England, and intends shortly to visit the U.S.S.R.]
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A+B -?

VER since, in the year 1918, peace broke out
with the Central Powers, there has been a
marked tendency for the mass production of
munitions to be replaced by the mass production
of amateurish theories for the economic salva-
tion of capitalism. From the welter of sound
and fury, one of the many schemes emerging
was the Douglas Social Credit System. The
theory first gained some support in the post-war
depression and was resurrected, after a period of
hibernation, in 1929,

In Australia, the main outlines of the Doug-
las theory are too well-known to bear much
repetition. Douglas himself, as an engineer and
representative of Westinghouse interests in India,
was for many years a member of that well-paid
and faithful official hierarchy which assists large
British investors to take up (and bear away) the
White Man's Burden of loot.

He is doubtless familiar with the varied bless-
ings of imperialist Fascism, from the enforce-
ment of the Bengal Ordinances, to the bombing
of insurgent tribesmen’s families beyond the
North-West Frontier. Together with his war-
time experience of aireraft and munition manu-
facture, those years in India ensure that the
Major would know precisely what to do when
the workers of a hypothetical future Social Credit
State became dissatisfied with the purchasing
power of their national dividends.

By a demagogic attack on banking capital,
Douglas strives to create the illusion that bank-
ing and large industrial capital are separate and
conflicting powers, whereas even the most super-
ficial examination reveals that the two have long
been fused, and for all practical purposes, are
controlled by the same groups of men. An enter-
prise producing consumption goods for the retail
market distributes every month but a small part
of the total sales price of its goods produced
during that period as salaries and wages. The
rest of its expenditure takes the form of pay-
ments between industries for capital goods, power,
or raw materials. Hence the famous fatuity of
the A 4+ B Theorem, which deduces a constant
and enormous discrepancy between the flow of
total purchasing power and the sales price of
consumption goods produced in the same time.
The payments both to capital goods and to raw
materials’ industries go in large measure to pro-
vide wages for numerous groups of workers who
produce nothing for the retail market. Their
activies, therefore, do not directly increase the
totq.l price of consumption goods on sale, while
their wages unquestionably increase the flow of
the stream of national purchasing power, and
greatly help to close the gap to which Douglas
points. There remains the large factor of profit,
interest, dividends, and rent, common to all in-
dustries, the necessary basis of all capitalist
“enterprise.” Of this a portion is used for the
maintenance of those who receive it, the residual

sums being reinvested. It is clear, therefore, that
the ultimate equality of overall purchasing power
with the total price of consumption goods pro-
duced in unit time, depends on the maintenance
of the average profit level as an incentive to the
immediate reinvestment of all such residual sur-
plus value. A heavy fall in the average profit
level, followed by a rapid accumulation of large
capital sums unable to find profitable and safe
avenues of reinvestment, has been a marked
feature of this, as of every previous major de-
pression.

RACING the effect back to its cause, the real
issue then becomes, “Why does the average
rate of return over a long period tend to fall?"
That it does so, subject to temporary rises due
to imperialist looting of colonial areas, the inten-
sified exploitation of war time, and large scale
peace time borrowing, is a plain and sure fact
of statistical history.

The law of the falling rate of profit has been
proven conclusively by the exhaustive researches
of Marx and Engels, and of later investigators,

Few non-Marxian economists care to pay much
attention to this awkward fact. Those who do,
either, like Gide, regard it as a temporary pheno-
menon, or else consider it as a very good thing
which will ensure a larger share of the industrial
product for the worker. Frequently, the same
men express both opinions. That the fall in
the rate of return inevitably means widespread
attacks on working conditions, and the intensifi-
cation of the class struggle in all its forms, is
a conclusion which Douglas and the bourgeois
economists studiously avoid, but which bitter ex-
perience thrusts every day more clearly beneath
our noses. Marx alone explains the fall in the
general rate of profit, explains it in terms of the
ever-increasing ratio of constant to wvariable
capital, and the Marxian theory of value.

Clearly the inequality of the flow of retail
prices and purchasing power is a fact only at
times of rapid decrease in the rate of profit, i.e,,
at times of rising crisis. At times of relative
“pecovery” the rapid reinvestment of capital
actually causes an excess of buying power over
the retail sales prices, resulting in a reduction
of accumulated stocks andl a trade boom. The
Douglas A + B theorem is thus true only at
times of decreasing trade, and true to a much
smaller extent than its author pretends. DBut the
matter of major interest is the fact that he uses
the theory to hide the realities of the ever-
increasing class struggle,

N the basis of the theorem, he demands a
huge expansion of “‘social credit” in the form

of discounts on retail prices. This credit ex-
pansion is to be secured by the “real credit,”
“real wealth,” or *“total material assets of the
nation.” Consumers, should they feel so in-
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, are to present their receipted accounts for
| the_ banks, and demand their national
of discount. The debit entries that such
ts would necessitate are to be balanced
credit entries due to the continuous ap-
on of the mation’s physical assets. Un-
ely, the class basis of property ownership
the “nation” would seem to have escaped
or.
t the owners of the overwhelming propor-
f the industrial and other “real assets” of
nation will quietly agree to the issue of
erable sums in book credits, and paper cur-
r on the basis of their own property as
inal collateral security, is thus an unstated
it inherent assumption of all social eredit
eory. It is quite conceivable that, with the
advent of a period of intensified economic crisis,
the ruling banking and industrial caste may even
find it expedient to launch a large scale inflation-
ist attack, both on the wage levels of the
workers and the pitiful savings of the lower
middle class. Such things have already happened
in Germany, France, Japan, and Italy. Even in
Australia, a similar plan, involving a large
fiduciary issue, has been sponsored by a former
Federal Treasurer. So long as the real assets
- of the nation remain under the control of their
- present real owners, and the profits derived there-
-' from continue to warm the cockles of their pocket
books, there would appear to be no basic reason
why such an inflationary issue should not hide
behind the convenient psendonym of “Social”
credit. But if one thing be more certain than
?mot,her, it is the fact that such a 'policy will
inevitably cause suffering so widespread that it
can ultimately be enforced only at the cost of
wholesale fascist terror; and this is a proposition
proven up to the hilt by all recent experiences of
Italy, Germany, Japan, and France; a proposi-
tion that will remain true when Douglas is draw-
ing his national dividend of manna in heaven,
and when a chaste tablet in Mungana marble
beside the footrest at the nineteenth hole of the
Rose Bay Golf Links is the sole extant memorial
to the life and works of that distinguished in-
flationist millionaire first known to- 'fame and
Queensland politics as Red Ted Theodore.

UT the proof of the Douglas haggis, after

» all, is in the “Draft Scheme for the Recon-
struetion of Scotland,” wherein we find a series
of ten commandments, each more profound than
one before. Here, in “Major Douglas
ks” (page 91), we unearth practical details
eld from partakers of previous revelations.
'h in the fourth commandment we learn that
suitable value of the national discount rate for

fial purposes would be 25 per cent. G by 1
ant that the figure should not be less than
per cent., and it might be reasonably higher.”
“discount on his purchases is to be recredited
the customer’s bank account. Should he draw
this credit, the banker is to be comforted by
ng told that every credit creates a deposit
cancels the credit, and left to hope for the
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:’est- Later, we are told that the workers are
t; receive a wage cut of 25 per cent., for which
% e}/;ha_re to be much more than compensated
by their national dividend. Why the wage cut
1s necessary’/at all in view of the absolute cer-
tainty of the immediate advent of the national
dividend is a secret that the Major has thus
kept only to himself. Members of any trade
union violating a wage agreement, or any worker
refusing to accept employment at his calling

under conditions recognised as suitable to that
employment”(!) are to be deprived of their na-
tional dividend. In his majestic impartiality,
Douglas decrees the same terrific punishment for
emp!oyers who rebel and, out of sheer avaricious
obstinacy, refuse to observe the agreement to cut
their workers’ wages 25 per cent. Such is the
ninth commandment, and the tenth is like unto
it, for all “Taxation of specific articles, or speci-
fic forms of property is to be abolished.” Thus
the .manufacturer is to be presented with a big
reduction in his wages bill, the petty business man
is to receive his liberal ‘““debt-free” ecredits, and
all large property interests are to be freed of
taxation at the expense of the workers, who are
to be promised useless inflationary currency as
a reward for docile behaviour under heavy wage
cuts.

The general tendency of Douglas, towards Fas-
cism, is also clearly shown by his marked anti-
Semitism. Like the German Nasties, Douglasites
burn to punish Jews, who are poor and defence-
less, for the sins of those who are powerful and
rich. But in Britain, and the Dominions, the
seed of Abraham are proportionally far less
numerous than in Central Europe. Neither in the
professions nor in petty trade do they compete
with the native breed of skinflints on anything
like the same scale. The relatively small number
who move in the rarefied atmosphere of the higher
financial world are apparently the Chosen of God
Almighty, or at least of the Bank of England,
which is better. They, in any case, are far re-
moved from the influence of any mere popular
clamour. Since then, it costs them nothing, the
middle classes throughout the Empire firmly be-
lieve in giving the Jews “fair play” and liberty
to live on the dole like any other freeborn
British citizen.

Under present circumstances, Douglas’ anti-
semitism thus constitutes a serious tactical mis-
take, being unsuited to the economic class rela-
tionship of those to whom it seeks to appeal.
While Douglas himself, in faithful imitation of
Der Fuhrer, is quite capable of playing the part
of a plaster saint, and Oswald Mosley may some
day serve him in the capacity of a Goering, it
is quite clear that Orage, the movement’s leading
propagandist, yet has much to learn before he
attains to the level of instinetive cunning and
psychological insight characteristic of ; Herr
Reichminister, Dr. Josef Goebbels. At this, for
the present, we may leave the Major to the tender
mercies of the latest, and most highly intelligent
of all his converts, the village idiots of Alberta.

A QUEENSLAND STUDENT.
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Public Ill-Health

IN 2 recent article in a Melbourne daily paper,
the modern developments of medicine under
Capitalism were placed in a very favorable light.
The portion of the article which dealt with the
prevention of disease, is quoted here.

“Most of all he (i.e., the modern Rip Van
Winkle) would be impressed by the advances in
preventive medicine—the medicine of the future
—the protection against scarlet fever and
diphtheria by immunisation, the great improve-
ments in industrial and general hygiene, and in
the care of mothers and infants, and, finally, the
increase in knowledge concerning the life history
of diseases and the development of methods based
upon this knowledge to diminish their incidence
and control their spread.”

The above paragraph occupied about one inch
of newspaper column, yet formed portien of a
half page magazine article. This proportion is
characteristic of Capitalist medicine. Preventive
medicine is of very secondary importance; it is
“the medicine of the future,” and, as such, best
left severely alone for the present.

Shortly after the publication of this article,
commenced the first annual meeting of the
British Medical Association to be held in Mel-
bourne—an historic congress. Did this great
gathering, in that part of its programme devoted
to discussion on technical subjects, make any
attempt whatsoever to solve the problems of the
masses of the people—the problems of preventive
medicine? Such problems as the prevention of
tuberculosis, the elimination of malnutrition,
which is becoming increasingly prevalent among
working-class people, industrial accidents, the
causation of ill-health in general—were these dis-
cussed or even mentioned?

NO. These problems, essentially those of the
masses, were not considered. They are too
broad for the narrow confines of Capitalist medi-
cal science. For their adequate solution a
Socialist society is necessary. Instead, the con-
ference devoted its energy to reviewing the same
old questions—the diagnosis and treatment of
goitre, the modern treatment of fractures, the
_c:cusation and pathology of certain rare diseases,
etc.

What is the basis of this side tracking of
modern medicine? Why is it that so little atten-
ention is given to the investigation of the social
roots of disease and ill-health, to the investi-
gation of mal-nutrition, to the prevention of
syphi}is, tuh.erculosis, or the common cold, to in-
dustrial hygiene, to popular education in matters
of health?

The answer emerges from an analysis of the
nature of preventive medicine, and of its relation-
ship to the fundamentals of modern Capitalist

What Is Preventive Medicine?

IT is that part of medical science which deals
specifically with the prevention of disease and
ill-health, the latter being regarded as the nega-
tion of health as apart from actual disease. Many
of the people in our cities who are not suffering
from actual disease are yet in a state of relative
ill-health, because they are unable to obtain cer-
tain minimum requirements for health. This
almost universal ill-health is the chief predispos-
ing factor in specific cases of disease, and is
therefore the greatest problem now confronting
medical science, though totally ignored by
Capitalist medicine.

What are the minimum requirements for the
production of normal health? Food, light, air,
warmth, mental and physical exercise, mental and
physical rest and satisfaction, freedom from
worry, absence of monotony. By food, we mean
a diet which is adequate in caloric value and
vitamin content, is balanced, and in which the
food is presented to the consumer in a variety of
ways. By light, air, and warmth, we signify
periods spent in the sunlight and open air, such as
are not available to the majority of the inhabi-
tants of our inner suburbs. The other require-
ments speak for themselves.

Judged by these standards, which are but
reasonable, is the average health of a Capitalist
community likely to be good or bad? There is
only one answer—the wide-spread ill-health
found in practice is just what is to be expected.
How many of the 83 per cent. of Australia’s
breadwinners (all classes) who have incomes of
less than £300 per year, can obtain the above re-
quirements for themselves and dependents?

Can an unemployed worker, who is forced to
live on the dole because his labor power has mo
further market, possibly hope to have a balanced
diet including milk, eggs, butter, meat, fruit, and
vegetables? Can a worker on the basic wage
provide such for his dependents? No. Capitalist
economy organised on the basis of the profit
motive, tacitly regards the workers’ labor as just
another commodity to be bought at its market
price (i.e., the lowest possible wage) ; and whose
concern is it if, on this basis, the worker cannot
nourish himself?

Absence of sunlight .and fresh air are
characteristic of our slums. These, coupled with
the frequent exposure to cold of the poorly
clothed inhabitants of these areas, are responsible
for much ill-health.

IS there sufficient provision for sport, recrea-
tion, and culture to-day? Yes, provided that
our parks, recreation reserves, and cultural
institutions are in use daily, as in the Soviet
Union, instead of once weekly as, to all intents
and purposes, is the case here. The individual
in Capitalism is left to work out his own seclution
to the problems of recreation and culture, and
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1 mental and physical stagnation
de: the day. Preoccupation with the
, whether it be manual or brain work,

; there is neither rest nor relaxation

conditions o;svaork.

physical satisfacti freed

, absence of monotony—:l::'e these :hu;

great masses of humanity te-day? Only

3 Umon,tﬁwhereull:leﬂth, not disease
ist countries, is the main concern o

_In Capitalist countries mental unresz

over economic problems are uni-

Very few of the two million bread-
of Australia are able to relax for a

in the eternal struggle for existence, let

‘economic security. So they must continue

2 long hours of toil, which inevitably become
otonous and hateful, with the incessant worry

¢ trifiles, which goes on to beaking point, and

5 to neurosis and insanity; and the tendency
3 capltahstqisforanthistoincreasewith

ever-increasing economic insecurity of the

sses, forced upon them by the Capitalist rulers
their mad race for profits.

CU10T

‘F)R the prevention of actunal diseases, a study
. ' of their etiology is necessary in order to de-

vise As will be
. seen, parts of this have been handled very well

suitable preventive measures.

Diseases are classified from the standpoint of
etiology, into two or three large groups, and a

of smaller ones. The smaller groups—
: . endocrine, and constitutional—are
purely medical problems and will not be discus-
‘sed here.

number

-

Infective Diseases.

‘T is generally recognised that the bulk of actual
"~ X human sickness falls into the infective or para-
_sitic group—those diseases resulting from the
invasion of the body by germs and other para-
sites. For the prevention of these diseases, steps
. must be taken, first to raise to the highest pos-
sible level the resistance of the people to in-
fection, and secondly to prevent, if possible,
contact between the organism and its human

that in all but a few diseases the
of the individual to infection varies
with his state of health, and 1as d:etohaifle
Capitalism by its very nature, lea il
h among the masses. Capitalist lgned:oal
naturally shelves this problem; it con-
its attention on the exceptional types
(diphtheria, scarlet fever, ete.), where
ce of the individual is built up chiefly
s of vaccines and sera. Such diseases
osis. rheumatic fever, pneumonia,

‘ most widespreadf o
an immense amount o ering
they, or their sequelae, heading
itali and its medical
are tot unable to deal preventively

host.
" In relation to the first of these, the point must
stressed

with these, because in them the resistance factor
is of supreme importance.

organisms. For the same purpose, wvision is
made for the isolation ofpmses ofpl?nfed:ious
disease occurring inside a country, and these are
made notifiable to the Government. Investiga-
tions are made into the life cycles of parasites
with a view to cutting them short in the
where they develop outside of man. Malaria, for
instance, endemic in certain countries, becomes
a rare disease when the reproduction of the
Anopheles mosquite is prevented by pouring
kerosene on all water surfaces.

As though to make amends for deficiencies in
other directions, this section of preventive medi-
cine is efficiently carried out under Capitalism.

i

Qccupational Diseases.

NIECH human illness can be traced directly to
i1 occupational or industrial canses. This con-
stitutes the second large disease group; it includes
lead poisoning, miner’s phthisis, heatstroke, and
various skin diseases; it includes also injuries and
mutilations resulting from industrial accidents.
It is possible, by means of numerous special pre-
cautions, short spells of work with frequent rests,
ventilation, temperature regulation, etc., to re-
duce the illness of industrial origin to a negligible
quantity. Here, again, Capitalism fails badly be-
cause too much of this makes production unprofit-
shle to the employing class. The whole of this
section of preventive medicine is left to a Govern-
ment department, being completely divorced from
medical science.

Only to the extent that action on the part of
the working class has forced the hand of the
Government, have provisions been made dealing
with this section in the Factories’ and Shops’ Act
and the Health Act. Even so mest of these pro-
visions are mere legal enactments without en-
forcement or supervision, and it behoves the
working masses, by means of further concerted
action,toseethatthisstabeofaﬁairsisa]temd.

Neoplastic Diseases. 0
LITTLEneedbesnidoftheneophsﬁcgronpuf
diseases—the cancers and tumors—except
thsteaﬂydiagnosismnkesallthediﬁmnceh
the outlook of the patient and to the success of
mmmmtegedg:t:‘ghhﬁ@e@me.m
ractice, mnegl
&mﬂﬂmommqmulif_mzim
is in

i

.
1



eancer have developed to a hopeless stage before
the symptoms drive the patient to the doctor.
There is only one way to combat this; namely, by
a system of medieal inspection at
quarterly or half-yearly intervals available to all,
such as is provided in the factories of the Soviet
Union. By this means, not only cancer, but the
whole gamut of diseases of insidious onset are
detected at the earliest moment, thus giving the
therapeutist the most favorable conditions for
success in treatment,

NOUGH has been said to reveal how little of
reventive medicine exists under Capitalism.

We have “the protection against scarlet fever and
diphtheria by immunisation,” some “improve-
ments in industrial and general hygiene and in
the care of mothers and infants,” and some
“knowledge concerning the life history of
diseases” so that we are able to “diminish their
incidence and control their spread”—that is all.
Only those measures which are profitable to the
bourgeoisie, which are necessary in the interests
of the bourgeoisie, or which have been forced
into existence by working class action, only these
are undertaken. The bulk of preventive medicine
is profitable neither to the bourgeoisie nor its
medical servants, public or private, nor can it be
made so. Nay, more, to carry it out in full neces-
sitates the abolition of the Capitalist social
system, and the substitution of Socialism, in-
creasingly victorious in all fields in Soviet Russia.

Socialist Medicine.

N the Soviet Union there is no differentiation

of medical science into the two departments of
preventive and curative medicine. Medicine, as
a whole, is organised along preventive lines.
Health is considered in a positive instead of a
negative sense—every attempt is made to pro-
mote it. The connections of medical science with
social i and economic problems are fully
appreciated, and the medical man assists in the
overcoming of these problems since he knows
that there is a necessary stage of the fight for
the prevention of disease and the promotion of
health.
y Eyery aspect of work in the Soviet Union has
in view the maintenance of the health of the
workers. The short working day and week, the
rest homes, the universally established factory
health nuclei, the regular medical inspections, the
special working conditions for expectant women
and mothers of infants, and above all, the
absolute_ economie security provided by the com-
prehensive system of national insurance—all
these make for physical health and mental well-
being. In addition, the unstinted use of every
form of the propaganda machine for popular
education in health matters, the healthy attitude
to matters of sex, to abortion and contraception,
to marriage and divorce, these also make for a
healthy population. Venereal disease is regarded
as a l;t:g lm& r}imfbllet?, and lia treated %y the
grad o : -
at.i;‘ution. principal source, pro
_ For dar us or disease producing occupa-
tions, besides shorter hours oF work asui longer
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vacations, there are all sorts of special rules
designed to minimise the risk of accidents or the
tendency to occupational disease. Each factory
has a workers' committee which designs these
steps in detail and sees that they are carried out.
Empty legal enactments are an anachronism here.

For actual disease, which is discovered in its
earliest stages in the factory or on the job, there
are a variety of institutions providing every form
of treatment, thorough organisation and full co-
operation being the keynote.

The ordinary health measures such as
quarantine, isolation of infectious cases, purifi-
cation of food and water supplies, ete., are car
ried out in the Soviet Union as elsewhere.

Finally, the complete co-ordination of all see-
tions of medicine, including preventive and cura-
tive medical practice, medical training, research,
medical supplies, and the planning and financing
of medical services—this is the most noteworthy
feature of Soviet medicine. ;' %

Immediate Aims. gw
BUT the foregoing statements do mot exclude
the possibility of improvements in health
services under Capitalism. At present the
hospitals here are hopelessly inadequate to deal
with the sickness of the people. Modern medical
practice has come to depend largely on efliciently
equipped hospitals—but these are not readily
available. The main question is one of finance.

The need for more and better equipped public
hospitals, for more and better equipped tributary
institutions, such as dispensaries, implies some
form of social insurance for which the funds
should be raised by taxation of unearned incomes
and by the diversion of money now wasted in war
expenditure. Such a system would involve a co-
ordination of existing medical services and the
provision of mew ones. It would mean a step
forward. But the bourgeosie will not provide
such a scheme apart from the pressure of the
masses. It will try to ‘“‘improve” the health
services by making the masses pay dirvectly for
the services in various contributory schemes.

Medical students and doctors should join with
the masses of the people in demanding better
health services.

—EK. G. OUTHRED, M.B,, B.S.
—A. H. FINGER, M.B,, B.S.

[Ken Outhred and Alan Finger are both former
members of the Labour Club, They graduated in
1934, and are at present acting as resident
medical officers at Melbourne Hospital.]

Quentin Leaves Us.

ES, our gentle philosopher, Q. B. Gibson, has

departed for Oxford, reeking to high heaven
of bourgeois academic honors. He was given a
tearful farewell by the Labor Club, and bears
revolutionary greetings to the October Club, He
intends to spend some time in the U.S.8.R.

He expects to return to a Soviet Australia, and
gz_;s promised to leave a Soviet Britain behind
im.

He has been appointed our special corres-
pondent in England and the U.S.8.R.
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