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: A FAIR HEARING FOR SOCIALISM.

PREFACE.

By the Bishop of Ballarat. ;
The Right Reverend W. H. Johnson, B.A,, Th. Sac.

These lectures were delivered to large audiences in the Chapter
House of St. Paul's Cathedral, Melbourne; and they now appear in
print, in response to the enthusiastic appeal of those who heard them.
The first lecture is a scientific examination of Marxian Socialism; the
second seeks to explain what Australia would appear like under a
socialistic regime; the third deals with Christianity and Socialism.
Each of these three statements is set forth by a lecturer competent
to do so.

In our modern world, a considerable section of the people is pre-
dizposed towards a religion of revolt. The revolt against the evils of
unemployment, poverty, profiteering and slums has become to some a
real crusade. So far as the Church has failed to expose and denounce
these evils, it has no ground for complaint if these crusaders regard
Christianity as a religion of complacency. The Church would be
£alse to the commission of its divine Lord were it to limit its concern
to the next world and leave the field to its critics and opponents in
this world. Of course, this danger does not exist in fact; but if the
Church is to rally the coming generation to it, the Church must
preach the Gospel as it touches the whole of man's life,

So far, then, as socialist teaching causes Christians to consider
where they fall short of their own profession, Socialism is rendering
a service to Christianity. But there arve two provisos to be added.
First, the Church can have no part in party politics. History shows
that the association of the Church with party politics has always
been disastrous to its veal work, which is to bring men into right
relationship with God and with one another. This brings us to the
cecond proviso, which is that in all our consideration of this subject
it must be remembered that while Socialism need not necessarily be
the enemy of Christianity, Socialism concerns itself with the present
life, and with the material more than the spiritual; while Christianity,
although not ignoring the material, is concerned with eternal values,
and seeks to lead men to a way of life that has virtue only in so far
as it springs from voluntary impulses of the human spirit—impulses
that are checked and directed by faith in a God concerned per-
petually and eternally with men, all of whom are called to be the
sons of God.

I warmly commend the initiative displayed in arranging these
lectures, and 1 sincerely hope that the book will haye as successful &
caveer as did the meetings at which the lectures were delivered.

WILLIAM BALLARAT.
Bizhopscourt, Ballarat.
June 1, 1944,
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FOREWORD BY THE DEAN OF MELBOURNE.

The series of three lectures, given in the Chapter House in May,
1944, proved most successful, both in the attendances and the k‘c’cn
responsiveness of the audiences. Canon Maynard planned the series.
My small part was to preside on the last oceasion, and to provc.:'ke
some discussion by putting forward questions at the preceeding
lectures.

1 was pleased with their objective character. Mr. Kurt Merz,
in a very able summary, gave the necessary background for undexr-
standing Marx and his social doctrine. Mr. Ralph Gibson gave a
forecast of how Socialism might be implemented in Australia. He
might be accused of pleading a cause. But my feeling on hearing
him was that, like the other lecturers, he was there to give informa-
tion and to answer questions. Canon Maynard added the necessary
qualifications from the Christian point of view. To a question whether
the introduction of Socialism would be by revolution and violence,
Myr. Gibson gave the safe reply that he hoped it would not be neces-
sary.

Herein is the value of these popular studies and discussions. They
will help us to be more of one mind and purpose when the time
comes for radical changes in the social structure. Men of goodwill
will find a way out into the undiscovered country of the future, with
the necessary steps and compromises, without violence if they under-
stand each other and are seeking the same great end—a square deal
for all men everywhere. In Russia there was no possibility of such
understanding. With us there is. Given the fact that churches are
inherently conservative, here they are free, and more enlightened
than the old Orthodox church, and they have before them the lessons
of two wars, and the object lesson of the transformation of Russia.
However dark the colours in which the record of the revolution may
be painted, no one can obliterate the fact that a new order has been
created which not only is vindicated by its inherent strength and
unity, but by its achievement in turning back the Nazi forces and
thereby helping to save the world.

For what is the world to be saved? In no small measure the
answer lies with the Church, Will she rise to the height of her
creed and claim the whole of life for the kingdom of the Lord of
all good life? Will she be open-minded enough to receive the truths
that Marx and others cutside and ospposed to the Church have to
give?  Will she bring to the solutions that arve offered her own
faith in the gpiritual desting of man, and an inextinguishable and
inexhaustible love?

H. T. LANGLEY.
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THE CONTRIBUTORS.

Mr. Kurt Merz.

My, Merz was born and educated in Vienna. Some months
after the invasion by Hitler, having had experience of Nazi domi-
mation, he left for England, and a year later came to Australia,
shortly before the outbreak of war.

His experiences led My, Merz to become a keen student of social
affairs. His belief is that it is important to know all that science
can teach about sociology, though the final answer to the needs of
humanity lies in Religion. He has made a particular study of Karl
Marx, having read all his translated works and some untranslated ones
translating himself Marx’s original doctor’s thesis.

Mr. Merz is now studying for priesthood in the Anglican Church.
having been accepted as a candidate for Holy Orders by the Right
Reverend E. H. Burgmann, Bishop of Goulburn.

Mr. Ralph Gibson, M.A.

Mr. Gibson is a son of the late Professor Gibson, of the Mel-
'bourne University. He is graduate of the Melbourne and Man-
<hester Universities, where he studied History and Economics.

He became a member of the Communist Party in 1932, as a
result of convictions formed during the economic erisis.

Mr. Gibson is now the Victorian President of the Communist
Party.

Rev. Canon Maynard, Th. Soc., B.Sc.

Canon Maynard studied engineering at the London University ; but
realised a long-felt call to the priesthood in 1907. After a few years
in a South London parish, containing some of the worst slums, he
came to Australia and worked in the diocese of Rockhampton. After
eight years as Rector of Mount Morgan, he took a job in the mine,
as a labourer and trucker, to gain first-hand experience of the miners’
life.. Later, when Rector of All Saints’, Brisbane, he actively sup-
ported the seamen in the Seamen’s strike of 1925. He became Vicar
of St. Peter's, Melbourne, 1926. In 1929, when the economie crisis
was impending, he published a book entitled “Economics and the
Kingdom of God,” which received the commendation of Bishop Gore.
He is not attached to a political party. His views on Socialism may
be gathered from the contents of his contribution to this volume.

Note:—The measure of agreemant between the writers will he
veadily perceived by the reader of the following pages. Each writer,
however, is solely responsible for his particular statements and
wxpressed opinions,
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MARX AND SOCIALISM.

contribution Marx made to it.
standing importance of Karl Marx.
he was a man of great intellectual ability. And secondly, he hap-
pened to be born just at the right time for the application of his
special genius. His life falls between the years 1818 to 1883, It
was then that all the aspects of capitalistic society which he set out to
describe could be seen for the first time in their full significance.
Europe had just emerged from the age of the Great French
Revolution. Many of the men who fought for “Freedom, Equality
F:raterni‘ty,’ were still alive. And although Napoleon had followe‘d;
and later on the monaxchs who wanted to turn back to a bygone age
the gains of the revolution could not be destroyed, be(.‘au.a'(‘ th('\"
were, ai_:uve all, the gains of the new Middle Class, a rlass zrowing i;1
economic strength and political aspirations. During the preceding:
fifty years Commerce and Industry had advanced at a L}vmunrloul-:-
pace. With it science had grown. Invention followed upon inven-
f.l-orl and added new powers to man, and as a consequence man rew
richer and more confident. This was progress! And there was a
tend.ency to think progress was to be henceforth the only way of
moving. ;

i

The Youth of Marx.

It was to this world of gigantic possibilities that Karl Marx
brought_ his great talents. In the beginning of 1818 he was born in
the RhllnE]aTld; industrially the most advanced part of Germany.
For a time it was under French occupation; for that it hated ).'up;w-
l'enn; nevertheless the French occupation gave it a better understand-
ing of the French ideas than any other part of Germany. o

Mfu‘x came from a typical middle class family. Politically they
were liberals; by no means revolutionaries. Materially the\: were
well off; and as they had mapped out for their son a pl‘o;;perou<
future, they sent him to the University at Bonn to study Juri:‘sl)rul
dence. In Bonn he joincl the usual student life, he became 2
r_nemher of the tavern cluh, and wrote poetry. Early in his vouih:
Jjust as he did later on, he subjected himself to a severe self—cxriiicism’
And. though encouraged by his father to write still more poetyy ha
realised he was not to be a poet—a judgment fully justified b -,t]
poems that have come down to us. 28

He turns to Philosophy and History. The famous X i
sopher I‘iegel was then the fashion. He starts reading af ;;:;:Esphﬂm
Father is quite worried about the intensity with which Marx stul:;"c?:
he fiara for his health. The letters speak about a “schelar b
wild" He goes through a period of intense intellectual stmgo;l-e
His fnther‘ could not quite understand it all; he merely n('.~til:edgg t-.
growing bills. Marx had invested his father's money in books, i
the father comments on the bills in a letter: “How can a man ps
invents every week or so an entire new philozsophical systm: ::3

Any adeguate discussion of Socialism must take into account the .
There are two reasons for the out-
Firstly, it is beyond doubt that
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¢ears it up the next day, how can he be bothered about such trifles
as money?’ It was a good investment, however, becanse from this
period dates the beginning of a most fruitful philosophical outlook.

Into this period falls another wild deed of Karl. He got engaged
to Jenny of Westphalia. A girl of noble birth, unusual beauty, great
intelligence, and admirable character. His father was very fond of
Jenny, but he could not understand how it happened that Marx had
conquered the heart of a girl of such outstanding character and posi-
tion. Seven years later she became his wife, and followed him into
exile. They remained devoted to each other until their death.

At the age of twenty there was before Marx the prospect of
success in every sphere of life. His brilliant academic career seemed
iikely to get him the chair of Philesophy in Bonn, and with it a
<pcure income, renown, and a happy family life with a givl for
whom thousands would envy him. His father was quite right when
he asked, “Did not fortune smile upon you, even from the cradle
onward? Did not nature give you all the gifts she had to give?”

But material success never was a temptation to Marx. Often he
used to quote Dante: “Follow your path, and let people say what
they will.” And that meant for him above all to take his own con-
~ictions serviously. These convictions lead him away from academie
philosophy to political philosophy, and finally into the field of practi-
cal politics. Imstead of a lecturer, he became the editor of a political
paper. Soon the paper was suppressed, and that was followed by
his expulsion from Germany.

He finds just time enough to get married to Jenny, and then
he turns immediately to the study of socialist thought of his own
+ime. because his editorship has shown him that he is is not yet fully
equipped for the task. The idyllic happiness of the honeymoon was
not impaired by the circumstance that during these months Marx
smade in five large exercise books extracts from nearly a hundred
volumes of political and social histories and theories. Never had
Marx's hrain worked more rapidly, never more clearly.

Marx in Exile.

Then lie went into permanent exile. This is the second part of
this life, financially it was a most precarious existence. There fol-
lowed thirty yvears of extreme poverty and privation. In Paris first,
then Brusscls, finally London. More than half of his life was spent
in London.

A man of his calibre would have had a chance fto make good in
any sort of society. Indeed, many offers were made to him that would
have enabled him to lead a comfortable Jife. But without hesitation
he refused them when they conflicted with his mission in life, which
was “to help in one way or another to destroy Capitalism and help
build Socialism.”* He had found his mission, and he stuck to it with
passion and tenacity.

The help he gave to the cause of Socialism was primarily that of

o scientist. He wanted to “provide a scientific foundation for the

*Engels at his graveside. “Reminiscences of Karl Marx."
(Sydney, 1942), p. 63.




6 A FAIR HEARING FOR SOCIALISM.

weiety,_ ?.nd for that purpose he spent the greater part of his life ;

the_ Bnt‘lsh Museum. In his researches he was conscientio =
p?mstnkmg, and just as incorruptible as in all other affairs ﬂI-;i’aand
did he stay away, and then only because he did not hav;: e -
money to buy paper to write on, or because he had no shoes e

Though he was primaril i

y a student, he did not despise i
On the_contra‘ry, in his famous thesis on Feuerbach he prepr::zllfllih
nl;ﬁprevmus Pl‘nlosnphers because they had merely described the worfcl
while the point was to change it. However, he agreed that one ha[;

to describe the world before ge i it £
iy one could change it. And it fell to his

‘When, however, he had laid d i
e . own this first part—the neces
: 2 ssar,
ﬂl;par}::jt;g:l ‘fmt'hchzgﬂ.ge—he took a very active part in practical poiij’r
¥ in the Communist League, and later i e i
International. In this practi Bk E o
L practical work he was just as acti in hi
studies. Finally, his health wa i ; Tideedel
: ) s undermined, and at age i
five he died, worn out by a strenuous life. e sl

persolj\'jl‘m'xﬂ;zair?otdof?r a scholar and leader, he was a very humamn
- iy hienf _lebknecht has left us a charming account of
A %{e t}f- l:lml]}'. On Sundays they used to go for walks on
g s tala 5 ]: shortened the walks by inventing the most fan-
8 Thlzrgre:i, :thFh the grown-ups enjoyed as much as the chil-
L nesth‘m:at of all was to hire a donkey for the childven
& rid’e Tho' mg amused the children more than to see Marx
i Marx,s. 1S ey gl;%‘eted _the comical scene with uproarious laugh-
o d thua 1ﬁcat_1on for riding, according to Engels, was
o dis nztt?:chth‘lrt};{yea'rs earlie? in his student day;! but
o himség],f. AT e did not mind being laughed at, and
T 2 3
favom-liz ;:.t::s spla:.ir'e‘tlme he had he used to spend readine his
L e .dl_x was a personal friend of Heine, who acl:nowj
G wamea_ tmapu.at,mns ‘Eo_ 1_\t1arx. Marx was very fond of Bal:r g
s leasto write a m‘mcmm_ of his major works. Aeschylu ?L-
-l h;n;:;]e every year in t‘he original Greek. Goethe Sanlzi
el Shakesew Py heax:t, particularly Shakespeare. There was
B peare cult in the Marx family, and all the child ‘
These aapeutz i;‘eaﬁzr I,}IEYS i s ;
up with more hardships,ni)stc}]:}f: it
Above all, Marx will be ren: 4
ruptible leader.
The story of his life will alw. i
- E k ays make i
th;:xml;s;lf Dtlb;.ou.ght his theories of far greater importan
i A t;dlew, too, ‘When Das Kapital appeared }5&, i
s e nth to advertise it by means of a short bi(‘) -IS G'HL
e e author. Marx told them to stop such no 5 M
; consider that that sort of thing is beneath the ;-‘:::l'l:e, i
ity of o

! ed him perhaps to put
remain only wmin

nly 0r aspects.
embered as a great scientist, and an incor

nteresting reading ; but

%0p. cit., p. 6.

Imeiai?ﬁ nmv?ment, which down to his day had been lost in utapj .
mists.”t This work consisted mainly in the analysis of Capits.;?: ]
st
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man of science.”* He refused a similar request from Myer's Eney-
He rather wanted people to read his books.

And in Russia people have read his books. The Russian Com-
munist Party has acted in accordance with his prineiples. Lenin and
Stalin have gone further than Marx, but both claim Marxism as the
foundation of their work. And this is the reason why to-day it is
still of the greatest interest to study the books which were written
nearly a hundred years ago.

Philosophy-

Marxism itself has a history. It is not the invention of one man,
but a summing up, and a eritical selection from previously accumu-
lated knowledge. It is a fusion of German philosophy, French revo-
lutionary temperament and Socialist thought, and English political
economy.

What he got out of the philosophy of Hegel was an attitude
towards the world, rather than philosephical conclusions.

For Hegel the Universe was 2 unity, everything was connected
somehow with everything else. This was not new, the thought is at
least as old as Plato; but Hegel’'s Universe was not frozen stiff like
that of Plato. There was movement, activity, and development. Not
in a eradual, evolutionary way, but in an explosive way. There
were leaps and jerks, conflicts and tensions within the Universe,
within society, and even within the inanimate objects. It was a
Universe just as busy as the nineteenth century.

This outlook Marx brought to all his detailed scientific studies.
de never looked at things in isolation, but in connection with other
thines. The history of Law, for instance, he considered in comnec-
tion with the economic and political situation in which it rose. Hegel
had divected his attention to the development through which all
thines pass. When he turned to the study of society he examined
the past in order to understand the present and anticipate the future.
He expected leaps and jerks—revolutions in the history of society.
He was not surprised to find tensions where the appearance of har-
mony meets the eye of the casual observer.

With this philosophical outlook he studied the Socialism of his
own time., As yet Socialism was but a sentiment, a revolt of Utopians
avainst existing conditions. Marx was in full agreement with this
sentiment, but he thought it must be based on science in order to
One should not say what ought to be done unless
And that was a scientific

clopedia.

become effective.
one understands what could be done.
question.

In order to understand what can be done one has to examine
history. Human history, he said, could be treated in a scientific
way. One should be able to find the laws of movement of human
society, just as one can find the laws of movement of physical objects.
In this expectation he differed from many of his contemporaries.
Some of them said: History never repeats itself, that is why you
can't eeneralise; in any case human beings are guite unpredictible*

history is not, and cannot be, a science. The modern expression of

S e e e R
##<arl Marx: The Story of his Life,” by Mehring; p. 272.
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+his attitude can he found in the writings of people like the Englisy
historian, H, A, L. Fisher. He, too, writes that he can see no laws
governing history. He can only see “one emergency following upon
another as wave follows upon wave. '™

To this Marx would have said: Quite right, history does appear
just as you say; history is just as inexplicable to the ordinary man ag
wave motion is to you the historian. But the physicists have heen
wery successful in explaining how wave follows upon wave, and we
too oucht to turn our attention to researches that will explain how
one emergency follows upon another.

There were others who said: History can be explained; all vou
have 1o do is te understand how the minds of Great Men work. %‘[is-

tory iz what a Napoleon, a Lenin, or a Hitler make of it. This is a
theory still widely held to-day.
To this Marx would have said: Great Men cannot do their grea-

deeds without the help of ordinary men, and perhaps great men are
not. quite as. great as they are said to be. It is true that “men make
their own }nsifory but they do not make it just as they please; thew
d_o not make it under circumstances chosen by themselves, but under
circumstances directly found, given and
past.”{

Therefol:e it is most important to examine carefully these cir-
cumstances tound,‘gw_en and transmitted from the past, because
only such.an examination will show what kind of political proposals
are practicable and possible in given circumstances. The greatest
men are of no use if the civaumstances d 3 i i
ity o not permit their great

It was in the course of this investigation that Marx made his

grea: discovery which his friend Fredrich Engels deseribed in these
words:— g %

transmitted from the

“Marx discovered the simpl i

, s ple fact that mankind

all eat anr! drink, have shelter and clothing, bafc::e 1:“:::1 -
pelitics, science, religion, and art. g
mmx:ndfﬂ:aﬁ. therefore t]_m production of the immediate material
ips w;. Illuluutcr!ce‘ ‘dur}ng a given period form the foundatio

ner | S_-tnte institutions, legal conceptions, the art and ev =

t ; :lglous II‘IEas. of the people concerned have been evolved e;
o ’;‘h‘.’ ight of which these things must be explained.”* sk

A 1~1{5; is ?vhat 1'\1&1')( called the Materialist Conception of His-
13!. e b_el_Jeve‘d it to be the key to the understanding of the p: :+

an thz: aqtlelpatlon of the future. Since that is the main foat -im‘?‘

any Sclen‘tlﬂc _theory. Engels was quite right when he said tl-.latu'l’e“ 7‘-'\

as Dar:avm discovered the law of evolution in crganic natuy P

Marx discovered the law of evolution in human history.” e

It is the experience of any teacher that ‘

from the known to the unknown. o 68a- oy Boceed

Whenever we have to learn a new
2w

1 *H. A. L. Fisher: “Histor ’
FKarl Marx: “The Eighteenth SBC;'-uym:frE.Hmpe” i

of Louis Bunapaﬂe‘

g ¢
**F, Engels. Quoted ”P\(’mil'li.’:(‘lzn(’!—' i of K 4
o og, o e Manct (Bpdusiineg),
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2dea we must do it in terms of things with which we are familiar.
But what is there with which we are more familiar than our daily
jobs? At least half of our waking life is under the influence of the
way in which we make our living. This is what Marx had in mind
when he said that ideas about government, art, or anything else,
develop on the economic bases—the way in which people produce
the immediate material means of subsistence.

This is a very helpful theory. It tells you, for instance, that it
is very unlikely that in a society of primitive cave men one fine day
-the idea would arise that Parliamentary Government by secret ballot
ic really the only decent way of handling human affairs. Nor is it
any more likely that the nomadic tribes of Arabia should decide that
+ was now time to have an Industrial Revolution and a commission
to invent the steam engine,

Parliamentary Government and steam engines are invented at a
time when the material conditions of society are ripe for them.

This has important consequences for the future. It teaches social
reformers to proceed from the actually existing material conditions
.0of society and not from their own fancies. It prevents them from
wasting their time and energy on inventing Utopias of various kinds.

Political Economy.

This conception of history drew Maix's attention to the examina-
tion of the way in which society as a whole made its living, that is to
political economy. The greater part of his life he spent in what he
called ““a critical ana of capitalist production,”” In order to
understand Capitalism fully, he had to go back in time.

Even a superficial glance at the Middle Ages shows that people
-then lived in a vastly different way from our own time. How, then,
4id Capitalism come out of Feudalism?

In Feudal times most people worked on the land, on manors
which belonged to the feudal lords. Peasants were not free; they
helonged to the land, the real property of the lord. Manors were
emall economic units, walled off against each other by heavy forests
and bad roads, and as they were economically self-sufficient, there

was no stimulus for trade.

The little trade there was came from the towns, hardly mare
than big villages by our own standards. Industry consisted mainly in
«mall workshops of artisans, who were subject to the regulations of
special guilds,

This system had some stability, and gave some security to its
members, but that security was often threatened by famines, epi-
demics, and droughts. The means at the disposal of mankind were
all too few for adequate defence against the dangers of nature.

Origin of Capitalism.

How was it that this system broke down? It was the trader
who brought to an end the isolation of the manors. As trade in-
creased merchants needed more products to sell, hence industries and
towns grew. But why did trade suddenly develop? Events altogether
beyond the control of individuals had opened up new opportunities
for the traders. Marx has described these events in the Communist
Manifesto.
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“The discovery of America, the rounding of the Cape, openeg
up fresh ground for the rising bourgeosie. The East India apg
China markets, the colonisation of America, trade with the eolg.
nies, increase in the means of exchange and commodities j,
eeneral, gave to commerce, to navigation, to industry, an imiluls‘e
never before known.”*

These events had far veaching consequences, much more far
yeaching than was either planned or anticipated by anybody.
Marx goes on:—

“The Feudal system of industry now no longer sufficed for
the growing wants of the new markets, the manufacturing system
took its place, the guild masters were pushed on one side by the
manufacturing middle class.”*

This new Middle Class grew richer, and with its growing wealth |

it also became more powerful. The organisers of world trade, of
manufacturing industry, they wer: the real leaders of men, the
builders of empires. Compared with them the feudal lords sank ints
economic insignificance,

But politically they still retained power, and they were quite
unwilling to give it up. The political power they held was suitable:
to feudal conditions; by it they wanted to perpetuate feudal con-
ditions. In the words of Marx, these “conditions hecame so many”
fetters; they had to be burst asunder; they were burst asunder.”

This bursting asunder of the fetters of feudal scciety is the:
real significance of the revolution in England of 1649, and the French
revolution of 1789. Both were led by the rising Middle Class. In
these revolutions, and similar ones which followed in all European:
countries which had reached that stage of development, society found’
a new form of social organisation, svitable to its new way of eaminé'
a living.

The Nature of Capitalism.

. The bursting asunder of the feudal ties had a liberating effect
Unheard of powers were released, and resulted in great achit‘\?t‘ineﬂtb‘.
Marx is quite enthusiastic about this period, E E

: The new Middle Class “has been the first to show what man's
activity can bring about. It has accomplished wonders Ear qur;’]aqq:
ing Egyptian Pyramids, Roman Aquaducts, Gothie Cathc(irah lt
has conducted expeditions that put in the shade all former ex luges
of nations and crusades,”* Rt

These achievements were due to a system that owe
power to the promise of economic profit. This led
e:ach against all. Profit was the reward for victory
tion of the fate of the weak. Such was the pl‘act,i
Many people suffered under it, but the capitalists
they had to justify their practice. A school of philo
ism, arose, which said, My gain is the gain of the
and the more I gain the better it will be for every|
everybody had enough vet, this was only due to
enough profit was being made. In order that moye pr
they advocated a policy of laissez faire,

d its drivin*
to a struggle of
economic extine-
ce of Capitalisn
grew richer, and
sophy, Utilitarian-
whole of society,
body. And if not
ﬂf:le fact that not
ofit mi -
The State wag i}mhtz nﬁ:?;v

*Communist Manifesto,
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jts hands off business. State interference could only be conceived.
as hindrance to the making of profit, and that would be bad for every-
body. According to their views the vnrestricted making of profit was
the only condition which would guarantee the welfare of the whole
of society. It certainly was the condition of the welfare of the
yuling class. But for the ever growing number of workmen it meant
unmitigated exploitation.* As profits grew, as markets were opened.
up, the ruling class grew richer. It was proud of its own achieve-
ments, which it regarded as universal progress. The Middle Class
had just as much confidence in the necessity of progress as it had in
its own ability. Hence Progress became a dogma.

Marx saw the cost at which this progress was achieved, and
foresaw the pattern towards which society was moving.

True, Capitalism had freed the serfs from serfdom, but Capi-
talism had also divorced them from the land which they once farmed.
Capitalism had deprived them of the only means of subsistence they
knew. They drifted into towns and became the class of labourers
“who live only as long as they find work and who find work only as
long as they increase capital.”

They sold their power to work. A power needed by the new
factory system. The growing industry could use all kinds of labours,
of men, children, and women. Childien of three and five years were
not thought too young to work for twelve and fourteen hours, womem
not too weak to work still longer hours. The conditions of health werc
pnor;‘the conditions of work very exacting; the supervision of work-
people ruthless. All sorts of obstacles were placed in the way of
State interference on their behalf; this would have interfered also

with profit making, and profit was the condition of progress. This
utilisation of labour for private profit Marx called exploitation.
Capitalism, then, does not mean ungqualified progress. Marx

could not share the optimism of the capitalists. A careful analysis
of Capitalism convinced him that Capitalism was less beneficial for
the whole of society than the ruling class made it out to be. He did
not deny that Capitalism had achieved great things, or that it did
mean progress in the beginning, but he showed that by the very
nature of capitalist production, it was bound to become a fetter of
society, just as feudal conditions became. Capitalism has within it
the seeds of its own destruction.

Competition.

Capitalism produces only in ovder to make money. The motive
is profit, not use. There is no natural limit to making money, as there
is to the satisfaction of our ordinary human needs. And free com-
petition sees to it that the race for profit does not stop at any limit.
Marx said, “One capitalist always kills many.” We know well the
story of free competition which destroys the small man and makes
the big one bigger still. In biology Darwin called that sort of thing
“the survival of the fittest.” The capitalists were quick to claim the
same biological justification for themselves. The survivors were fitter

*Even insurance, unemployment relief, and Trade Unions were
considered harmful interference in economic affairs.
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people, but they do say that in times of crises such theories will
spring up, and that exasperated capitalists will take to them like

ducks to water.

Capitalist Planning.
of meeting the problem of cconomic crises
is not the only one. It may happen that the rigid individualists com-
bine and plan for their mutual recovery. This is the significance of the
American New Deal, By recovery they mean the recovery of profit.
In 1934 the “New York Tribune” wrote: “There is no use talk
ing about recovery unless capitalists begin to invest in enterprises
for the purpose of earning a profit. They will not do it to earn a
Blue Eagle, they will not do it for patriotism’s sake, or as an act of’
They will do it because they see a chance to make:
s the Capitalist system, this is the way it works.”
It planned:

The fascist way

public service.
money. This i
This explains the strange nature of the New Deal.
for profits. It planned to keep up prices, and this was only possible:
by limiting production, and even destroying what was already pro-
duced. We remember the burning of coffee, the throwing of fruit
into the sea, and the ploughing in of cotton; and all this in spite of
the fact that all these things were badly needed.
Capitalism cannot solve the greatest andl
as created—the Economic Crises. Almost
Communist Manifesto:

Marx predicted this.
mast urgent problem it hi
a hundred years ago he wrote in the

“How then does the Bourgeosie get over these crises? By
paving the way for more extensive and more destructive crises, and.
by diminishing the means whereby crises can be prevented.”

It is no use hankering for normal times in which there are no
wars, crises, unemployment, insecurity, poverty in the midst of
e things are of the very nature of capitalist

plenty, because thes
of development of

society. These things just are normal at this stage
Capitalism.
This is a gloomy view,

recognised.

the dogma of progress can hardly be

Beyond Capitalism.

a brighter outloock if we can see beyond
stem has advanced so far that for the
first time in human histoxy it is able to satisfy all our material needs.
One feels strongly that it was time we had finished with fighting for
mere economic security. Life holds so many finer things, so many
higher things, it is time we had settled this preliminary step towards
them. ! s
What is it that holds up the solution of this problem? Marx's
answer is: the present capitalist system. “The conditions of capi-
talist society are too narrow tp comprise the wealth created by it.”
The basis of the system is the private ownership of the factories and
mines, of land, angd all the other means of production. As long as
they remain in private hands we cannot plan for the whola of society
in a scientific way. Production and distribution will be left to the

There is, however,
Capitalism. Our productive sy
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‘lind working of the profit motive rather than to rational contyg]
for tl'{e benefit of humanity. Experience has made that clear Tl}?
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‘planning for Australia’s war production. You cannot plan in Su}el
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';I;Zt-mterests of the community at large come second, profit comes
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WHAT SOCIALISM WOULD MEAN TO AUSTRALIA.

The great Socialist thinker, Karl Marx, once said: “Men make
-their own history, but they do not make it just as they please.
“They do not make it under circumstances chosen by themselves, but
under circumstances directly found, given, and transmitted from the
past.”*

It is no use sitting down and weaving ideas about the world out
wof our own fancy. If we are serious about building a New Society
we must see what materials we have from which to build and what
social forces exist to do the building.

To-night, therefore, I shall not begin by talking about Socialism,
I shall begin by asking what are the main characteristics of our
jpresent-day economic system from which Socialism must arise.
Several characteristics stand out.

A Land of Plenty.

First, we live in a land that is richly endowed by nature.

We have enough coal to last us at our present rate of extrac-
ition for nearly 5000 years. There is a giant coal-belt, as yet barely
touched, which extends right under Newcastle and right under the
In the Latrobe Valley, in Victoria, we have the largest brown
We have still great mountains

sed.
coal deposit yet found in any country.
«of iron and other metals.T

We have not the splendid waterways of Russia or the United
States, but we have ample waterways to irrigate vast new areas,
and we have in Queensland what geologists believe to be the largest
-artesian water basin in the world. We have all grades of climate
capable of maintaining all kinds of plants and animals from seals
in the south to sugar in the north.

The few things we can’t provide for ourselves we can eacsily
cain from other countries in exchange for those things we can
supply in abundance.

Secondly, we live in a land that is richly endowed by science.
A land of marvellous new machinery which has made possible an
.enormous output of goods and services for the people.

Same of you will have seen, at Yallourn, the great open cut, with
electric shovels that delve into the coal, and the trucks that auto-
matically receive and deposit the coal without ever stopping, and
the other trucks that automatically take the coal to the power house
and the briquetting factory. When this open cut started it became
-possible for a quarter the number of workers to produce eighty times
as much coal as before. The power to produce was multiplied 320
times at one stroke.ty

Or take another example, this time from agriculture. When
wheat was harvested with a sickle and threshed with a flail, over
40 hours of labour would probably be required for harvesting and

*C¢Eighteenth Brumaire,” Karl Marx.
$“Economics of Australian Coal,” by F. R. E. Mauldon.
+tSee ‘““Monopoly,” Left Book Club Research Group.
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threshing an acre of wheat with a vield of 15 bushels. A combi!.lz
harvester-thresher will do the same job in three-quarters of an how
or in less than a fiftieth of the time.f7 -

These few examples should prove to us what mighty powers of
production modern science has created in our midst.
Our power of production has increased faster than ever during
the present war, Whole new industries have been created which are

now providing war materials, but can later be turned over to prg-3

ducing peace-time needs.

Above all, the war has compelled us to develop a large-scale
machine and tool industry. No nation is ever a first-class industrial
nation unless it has the machines to produce its own machines; and
that is what Australia, under the pressuve of the war, has been
getting.  Australia is now a highly industrialised country.

Biz People and Little People.

But who controls this vast wealth conferred on our country by
nature and by science? It is mainly controlled by a handful of
people.

A few millionaires contvol the Broken Hill Proprietary, which con-
trols divectly or indirectly almost the whole iron and steel industry
of Australia. The same men who control the B.H.P. control banks,
ships, coalmines, textile mills, newspaper mills, and what not.*

A few other millionaires control the Colonial Sugar Refining’
Company, and they also control banks, ships, great pastoral and other
enterprises.

The banking business of Australia is dome by nine banks.
Three of these banks are owned by the Broken Hill group, three by
the Colonial Sugar group, and the other three by a similar small
croup of gentlemen of equal wealth and power residing in London.®

There are, of course, many small capitalists in Australia—
farmers, shopkeepers, owners of small businesses, But they have
little stake in the country. g

For example, three-quarters of the farmers in Victoria have
farms less than 500 acves in size. On the other hand, huge estates
are owned by a few great private landowners. Four great lami
companies own 22 million acres of the finest land in Australia.

To buy their land and carry on their work, the farmers have
got heavily in debt to big interests. In 1934 Sir Herbert Gepi) after
an inquiry found that the wheat farmers alone owed £150 million
They owed half of it to banks and finance companies, and nearl ali‘
the rest to private machinery firms, private mortgagees, or g():;rn_
ment bodies that were in turn heavily in debt to private b'undholde o ¥

Then, when their produce is sold, it is sold to big flou llbl
big jam companies, big yefineries, and so on. g o

The favmers arve just the little peo le in a vhi
1f you don’t believe me, ask the farfnerg. OSSR sop!e.

++Sydney Labour Research Bureau, 193
*Report of Reyal Commission on Wheat Ind?gtli}, 1034
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State Ownership—For Whom?

Some things are owned by the State. But in fact, under our
present order, they are owned by the State on pehalf of the
monopolists.

Take the State railways for example. The ayeatest users of the
rate railways are the great owneis of industry and owners of sheep
cattle stations. They get a better and cheaper service because
;ailways are State railways, and therefore not run for private
State railways help their profits. The same railways arve in
bt to private bondholders to the tune of ¢350 million, and yield
them a handsome regular income.

Or take the Commonwealth Bank. At no time did the Com-
monwealth Bank set out to compete with the private banks; and
since 1924 it has been under the contiol of a Board composed of &
representative of private owners of industry, a 19]:1'9.\;9111:3!.'1\? of the
pastoralists, a representative of the great commercial firms, and
other similar people.

The State enterprises that have existed in Australia in the past
have not challenged the rule of private monopoly, and have in fact
oft

-n strengthened it.

During the war the Commonwealth Government has of course
made serious inroads into the monopoly preserve. It has set up a
great public munition industry and has assumed - some fairly large

powers over private concerns—powers over supplies, over produc-
tion, employment, prices, and so on—powers that have been assumed
in the last war and in this war in all countries where a serious
national danger arose—powers that have had to be assumed to avoid
the widespread waste of machinery and labour that normally occurs
under our present system in time of peace. These powers are hated
by the monopolists, who accept them during the war, but ave clamour-
ing to have them yemoved immediately the war ends.

However, even these powers have not vitally affected the rights
of the monopolists, who continue as owners of their industries, mak-
ing large profits and wielding large power over hundreds of thou-
sands of working people.

You will notice, too, that the heads of the great private concerns
have been appointed to nearly all the leading Government and eco-
nomic positions—Mr. Essington Lewis, of the B.H.P., as director of
munitions and aiveraft; the late Sir Colin Fraser as divector of
materials supply; Mr. Theodore as director of Allied Works.

This condition of affairs, in which the State carries on economic
activities in a manner suitable to the great capitalists, is called State
Capitalism, and is something we should sharply distinguish from
%ocialism, which can only come into being when the great capitalists
as such exist no more}

Poverty and Crisis.

Under monopoly rule, while the power of production has been
increased many times over, the standard of living of the people
remains much the same as before.

The late Commonwealth Statistician, Sir George Knibbs, de-
elared that from 1871 to 1911 “the increase in productivity per
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head in Australia was relatively far greater than the increase ip
effective wages.” In later years the situation became worse, Ap
-;ord_‘mg- to the Commonwealth census of 1933, taking into account
the increased prices and the worse unemployment, the average pup-
chasing power per worker was 4 per cent. lower than in 1911,

At the beginning of this war you could say that the real stan-
dard of living was just about the same as at the beginning of the
century.

And what happened? What was bound to happen, with the
powers of production rapidly inereasing and the purchasing power
of the people no greater than before? Only one thing could hap-
}:‘pﬁ-n, and thﬁ was that every few years we should pass through a
cisastrous ecrisis in which there would be mountains of goods that
conld not be sold, miles of machines lying idle, and tens of thousands
of workers turned out of their jobs to starve.

As the powers of production became greater the crises became
wolse, and between 19209 and 1932 came the longest and decpest
erizis of all, when hundreds of thousands were unemployed, many of
them for years on end, while their children starved and their homes
;\'ent to ruin, while countless shopkeepers went bankrupt, and the
bottom went out of the farmer's mark o

; et, and he came near
e : e too became nearly

It was no accident that this erisis occurred. It was the natural
result of the system of great monopolies which put their privat
profit first, and have never aimed to give full e Ip 119” g

i give mploymen : e
abundant goods at low prices to the people. & ph ; : e "L“
S e ‘ : : H uch a system, which
keeps the people poor, destroys the market for the poods the
industry can so easily pour forth. ol
The Labour Movement.

But in Australia, as i . italisi ;

gl ’ d., as irn other capitalist countries,
I e last hundred years a modern industyi i

class of men working together in large numbes 1_"lal s clos2

5_-111];)5t shearing sheds, and other places. Bec: - f:(‘-tﬂlies, " S

together they have been able to organize. S e worked

The farmers and the middle class find it
ever exploited they may be, beca

: 3 A use they are brok i
B v i shons ard i Y roken up into their
p small factories, But mod

d i d . sy T H 3 €r] 3 "0-
uction welds together, organizes and unites the | il L mass pro
class. Industrial working

there has grown

haxd to organise, how-

This has been even more so in rali
side»Soviet Rqs&ia there iz no other :tisr:::;l?ntha}?' Glsewmlgl-e_ S
portion of workers are organized in Trade l_',Fni':mW i e i 2
¢ountry in which a Labour Party has such "
a‘nd such a strong position in Parliament,
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This Labour Movement is the force that will lead the Australian
people in changing their social system. There is no other force that
«<an lead the people in changing it.

A man like Mr. H. G. Wells, who wants to re-organize the world
from above by a select group of scientists and intellectuals like Mr.
H. G. Wells, and who has no faith in the working class—such a man,
for all his brilliance, only plunges from mistake into mistake. The
-working class has been selected by history as the necessary driving
force for any big change that is to be made. :

To sum up this review—we live in a land that is richly endowed
by nature and richly endowed by science; in which our powers of
production have lately been multiplied; in which our wealth is mainly
controlled by a few private monopolists or by the State acting in
association with them; in which poverty has led to crisis, and crisis in
4urn has led to poverty; and in which the driving force for social
chanee already exists in a highly organized Labour Movement.

These are the circumstances out of which we must make our
‘history. Given these circumstances, what sort of society are we to
create and how are we to go about the job?

What Socialism is Not.

We socialists believe that what is needed is to end the control
of the main sources of our economic life by a handful of people.
“What is needed is that the majority of the Australian people should
establish a Government which will truly represent their interests and
which will bring under its control the land, the large factories, the
mines, the banks, the transport system, and the foreign trade of
the counltry.

Such a Government, elected by the majority of the people, would
the sensible. It would not do any of the mad things that the eritics
of Socialism often suppose.

1t would not pay equal incomes to everybody. It would pay
larger incomes to skilled workers than unskilled, larger incomes still
+o managers and expert technicians. It would reward people accord-
ing to the services they performed (as Marx forecast quite clearly
eighty years ago).

There would he no more rent, interest and profit for idle private
owners of large concerns, but the people who did the best and the
most skilled work would get the highest income.

Again, a Socialist Government would not take over all personal
: On the contrary, it would aim to secure for the average
person for the first time some personal property worth having. It
would end the private ownership of land, banks, and great factories
which enables a few monopolists to keep the rest of the people poor
and without property, and would use these things to supply for the
sonal property in food, clothes, houses,

property.

people more, not less, per
books, furniture, pictures, radios, motor cars, and other articles of

persomal use.

Nor would it expropriate the small owners of factories, shops
and farms. It would not need to take over anything except the
llarger concerns which occupy the decisive place in our economie life.
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There is little doubt that in Australia, as in Russia, collective "
farming and State and co-operative shopkeeping would make rapid
headway under a Socialist Government, but there would be time for :
small owners to adapt themselves Lo new ways of making a living
which would in fact give them more security and a better income.

“Work for All, Leisure for All, Abundance for AIlL”

What, then, would a Socialist Government do? It would firsk
of all set up a planning commission to work out in advance an eco-
nomic plan for the whole country. A commission of engineers
economists, and others who wou!d have no auestion of nrivate proft,
to consider but one thing and one thing only—how to increase the
welfare of the people as a whole.

Such a planning commission would work out how much the
various industries should produee, what supply of materials they
should have, what new factories should be built, and so on; and {t
would also work out the levels of wages and the prices at which
goods would be offered for sale. In other words, it would be planning
not only the production of goods, but of the capacity of the people t.o
purchase them. It would see that if more goods were produced for
the market the people would have more income to buy them with.
And it would therefore be on the road to conquering crisis and
unemployment.

All the planning might not be perfect, and particularly at the
o'utset. guite a few mistakes might be made; but the platminu-‘commia—
sion would never be guilty of filling factories, shops and wlrehoust:"
full to the brim with all kinds of goods that people couldn’t buy I:
w?uld mever blc: guilty of the criminal waste and stupidity of e.[';:mn-
mie crises as they have been know r itali P
< e n under capitalism every few vears

“Leisure for All"”

Not only would much more he produ i
duced in a much shorter time. Undir succiz‘i']i’siuitn]t}{uwsosfil;dhbe -l-ij
work were reduced from ten or twelve to six or sever OL.“:[.O}
Here, with many advantages the Russians did not have ie ]1 'lpe"l R
should be reduced more quickly. Machines would 1.1, Pt ey
should serve in any reasonable society, not only to in s‘?ne’ it et
ply of the world’s gzoods, but to bring new leisure me?e kel
more freedom into the lives of the people—new :frt:-ezatlm-l o
for reading and improving the mind, for famil dDm i:or 'a_p-)rt,
freedom that only leisure can give. R ife—

In Victoria the Labour Movement fix i
1856, and still finds the 8-hour day thﬂ.g:;;:gdth:as
ninety years later, in spite of all the wonderful n i
duced in the meantime. Socialism would see the -
rate of advance.

-hour day in
dard, nearly
machines pro-
end of this snail’s

Increased production would mean i
: ncreased ye
Gevernment‘. For in a socialist Australia the State wz:nl:e for the
revenue mainly from the profits of socialised industry, , Obtafn its
increase with the level of production. » Which would
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In Anstralia, in the year just before the war, only two per cent.
of the Government revenue was obtained from the profits of publie
industries m‘ul about 40 per cent, came from loans. In Russia, in
1941, only six per cent. came from leans and 70 per cent. came from
thé socialised industries. That is the main way in which revenue will
always come in a Socialist State.

Now this system of social ownership and planning would send
production forward by leaps and bounds. History prnv-es it,

In the last crisis all the capitalist countries fell heavily from
{heir production peak in 1929 down to roek-bottom in 1932, and took
years to climb back to their 1929 level. In the Soviet Union, pro-
duction in 1933 was double that of 1929, and production in 1938
was five times that of 1929.

Under a system of social ownership and planning the only limit
to production is the physical limit set by the quantity of labour,
machines, and materials available.

The ideal of Henry George—“Work for all, leisure for all, abun-
dance for all’’—can be translated into real life.

And what would be done with the ever-rising profits of socialised
industry?

More free social services would be provided for the people.
A socialist government would, for example, provide a free medical
and hospital service.

It would turn the doctors into State servants—highly honoured
and well-paid State servants such as they should be proud to become.
1t would end the scandal of the shortage of hospital beds which is
the cause of many prolonged illnesses and many deaths. It would
set up a network of good clinies whare those could go at any hour of
the day and receive free of charge any treatment, including dental
and X-ray treatment, which did not require a stay in hospital. It
swould go further and aim, through medical examination and periods
of rest, to prevent sickness as well as cure it. It would act on
the principal that no effort was too great to preserve the health
and life of the people.

Rising standards of living and security for all would in them-
selves improve the people’s health. Listen to our City Health Officer,
Dr. Dale:—“As a health officer, I know that there is a great deal
of sickness among the people. The principal cause of it on the
physical side is the failure to get the food, clothing and shelter
which are necessary for health; and on the mental side the worry
and anxiety which, in the main, arve due to the struggle to obtain
the things that are necessary for physical health. In short, sickness
is due mainly to poverty and the fear of poverty.”

I can imagine what some of the other free social services would
be. Free education with adequate allowances for secondary and
university students—that would be one. Free sporting facilities of
all kinds, free seats in concerts and theatves, free periods in rest
homes, free lighting and heating, free housing and milk supply. One
would not expect all these at once; but it would be normal, as Social-
jsm develops, for the number of these free cervices to increase,
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As well as these free services there would be a very complete
scheme of social insurance covering all possible mishaps from bty
to death. In Russia there is such a scheme, which the great Britisy
economists, Beatrice and Sidney Webb, describe as providing *“yup.
limited and universal security for the entire wage-earning popula-
tion.” The funds are provided by the State but the scheme ig
administered by the unions; and that would be the best way for
such a scheme to be administered in this country also.

Developing Australia.

Increased Government revenue would also enable the carrying
out of great public works. Take an example. Some years ago, the
designer of Sydney Harbour Bridge, Dr. Bradfield, put forward a
plan f:o provide water for the whole of southern Queensland by
damming and linking the rivers in the heavy rainfall area in the
north. He estimated that it would cost £20,000,000, but would pave
tl:le. way for settlement of 20,000,000 people. I do not know if
his estimate is correct, but at any rate the plan was ignored, not
because Governments doubted his estimate, but because they \\"ould
nc-?. spend the money. He had more luek with Svdney.Harhour
Bridge, which was built at the cost of £10,00[],-000- but the
£10,000,000 was borrowed, and thus allowed to become’ a burden
on the peap]_e. A socialist government could carry out even the
gf:;ii;%t public works from the profits of ever- expanding socialist in-

Two questions worry many people wh i ]
velopment of Australia—the questionpof po;?ﬂ:gzi :r::ll 1;}121 ﬁw"t'd:
qf decentralisation. What answer has Socialism to these 1\‘;3 -
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of industry in country towns, They used
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In one country, however,
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How in Australia when the:
Births will inerease, and also
lands and they will receive a

tal'::e_h,v.preventen:i the growth

;11' influence ity Govern-
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**World Population,” by Kuezingki
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pour and its own independent railway connection with the wheat
country in the north-west of Victoria. They secured the fixing of
railway freights in such a way that four-milling and similar opera-
tions would be concentrated in Melbourne. In 1879, Victoria’s great
liberal premier, Mr. Berry, altered railway freights to make them
dearer on the Melbourne side of Ballarat and Bendigo than on the
other side, and sure enough flour-mills and similar works began to
prosper in Ballarat and Bendigo. But when Berry went, the new
freight system went with him. Only the social control of industry can
guarantee that it will be spread through country towns as it should
be in the interests of country people.f

Security for the Farmer.

What would happen to the farmer under Socialism?

The land would be nationalised. This does not mean that
his land will be taken away from him. It means that he will hold
his land much more securely than before.

The only farmers that will lose their estates will be such
farmers as Dalgety & Co. The estates of these great owners, if
close to country towns and rail centres, will be opened up for closer
settlement, and, if in more remote areas, will be run directly by the
State. But except for these great estates, the farmer will be se-
cured in the tenure of his land.

The farmer’s debt to the banks and big business will be can-
celled when the State, acting for the workers and farmers, takes over
the banks and big businesses. At the same time the farmer will
gain a good home market owing to the increased standard of living
of the worker in industry.

Secured in his land, relieved of his crushing debt, and gaining a
laveer home market, the farmer would reap an immediate benefit
from Socialism. It might take him a while to go further and adopt
collective farming. There would be no compulsion for him to do
co. But he would go over to collective farming sooner or later
because he would see its efficiency. Groups of collective farmers will
arise electing their own management committee, pooling their land
and implements, working the land collectively, all getting the use
of the best machines available, sharing the total return according to
the work done by each, and working a maximum eight-hour day un-
Lknown on the individual farm; and they will find life on the collective
much better than their life of days gone by.

Jut this change will be carried out when the farmers want it,
and are ready for it, and not befare.

Australians of the Future.

What sort of men and women will the new Australia bring
forth?

I say that under Socialism, the Australian people will rise for the
first time to their full mental and moral stature. We have heard of
the splendid moral heights reached by the people of the Soviet
Union. Most of the Soviet people, and nearly all the Red

4+Sted’s Magazine, 1922, At by Meyen
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Army men, have heen brought up and educated in a growing socialigt
society. And this growing socialist society has set its stamp on thejp
character, 3

Dr. Hewlett Johnson, Dean of Canterbury, writes of the Soviet
people, “The Plan creates a new sense of ownership and respon-
sibility. The knowledge that every man, woman and child has a
place in the Plan and a share in its product creates a sense of owner-
ship, Peasants, artizans, students and children, speak of ‘our’ coun-
try, ‘our’ factory, ‘our’ store, ‘our’ metro.”

Major Attlee, leader of the British Labour Party, made a similar
comment when he returned from the Soviet Union before the war,
He said he was “tremendously impressed’”’ by the “sense of respon-
sibility” of this people wha were “building up their own society.”
“They recognise,” he said, “that they are taking part in the Iife-of
the whole of society and are not mere cogs in a wheel.”

A sense of responsibility, a sense that one is taking part in the

‘whole life of society—that is the first thing that comes to a socialist
people.

: .That is why eroups of workers all over the country have
striving one with the other to improve their work, 'f‘hat is
workers stand over their machines at the end of their shifts thé“
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The heights of art, science and culture in ancient societies were
veached by leisured classes making use of the labour of ever so many
human slaves. But the new heights of art, science and culture in our
future Australian society will be reached by a leisured people making
mge of the labour of ever so many machines,

The rise of humanity under Socialism was summed up last ecen-
tury by Marx’s friend and colleague, Frederick Engels, when he
wrote . —

“The struggle for individual existence disappears. Then for
-the first time man, in a certain sense, ig finally marked off from the
rest of the animal kinglom, and emerges from mere animal condi-
tions of existence into really human ones. The whole sphere of
“the conditions of life which environ man, and which have hitherto
ruled man, now comes under the dominion and control of man,
who for the first time becomes the real conscious lord of nature be-
.cause he has now become master of his own social organisation.
Man’s social organisation, hitherto confronting him as a necessity
imposed by nature and history, now becomes the result of his own
free action. Only from that time will man himself, more and more
.consciously, make his own history. Tt is the ascent of man from the
kinedom of necessity to the kingdom of freedom.”*

From Socialism to Communism.

To fit people for this higher mode of life, Socialism will require
.a new system of eduecation. This system will have as its aim to
create a many-sided and cultured human being.

A socialist Australia will have great respect for its experts.
The people with expert knowledge and capacity will have the honour
that in our present society is mainly accorded to people with money.
But they will gain their highly specialised knowledge after first re-
ceiving a very wide general education. They will learn the subjects
that children learn to-day, but not only these. From early years they
will learn the first principles of agriculture in garden plots around
schools, and the first principles of industry in workshops near by.
They will construct models of houses, cars and aeroplanes, working
fop_‘e-ther in groups as they must do in real madern life. They will
learn of the science and culture of all the ages, and will be en-
couraged to create their own science and culture—to paint, to_com~
pose, to write, to invent. From early years they will elect their re-
presentatives to school committees, and will be trained in the man-
agement of their own affaivs. They will be trained to be masters of
nature and of society.

They will grow up with one absorbing aim—to make the great-
est possible contribution to the work of society without thought
of personal benefits,

New generations brought up on these lines, able through the
.advance of science to produce all kinds of goods in the greatest abun-
dance, will go forward from Socialism to Communism.

Communism is the state of society summed up in the old motto,
“From each according to his ahility, to each according to his needs.”

#4Gocialism Utopian and Scientific,” by Engels.
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It could not follow in one leap from our present society, but it wi
zrow naturally from generations of Socialism.

In this state of society, men and women will not work for ya_
ward, but will help freely to produce a great common store of goods
and will take freely. Money will disappear. it

Government based on force will also disappear. Courts, police:
and prisons, will become unnecessary. To quote the great socialist
leader, Lenin, “There will vanish all need for force, for the subjec-
tion of one man to another, of one section of society to another,
since people will grow accustomed to observing the elementary cun.’.
ditions of social existence without force and without subjection.”+4

i
Violence Can be Avoided.

In 1847, Engels wrote on the question whether the capitalist:
system could be abolished peacefully.

He said, “It were to be wished that this could happen, and the:
Communists would certainly be the last to take exception thereto . . .
tl‘hey also see, however, that the development of the working class.
in all civilised lands is foreibly suppressed, and that in this wav the:
opponents of the communists are making with all their might for a
1‘e\"olutmn. Should the oppressed working class be, in this way,
driven finally to a revolution, then we communists will dEfF:nl’[ th;.-
i:;zz_!?f the workers just as well with deeds as we now do with

In the t.wenty years before this war, the “forcible suppression
of the w-orkmg class” went on apace. Over nearly the wholg of
Europe., in Japan, and in South America, there arose Fascist
tatorships backed by the great millionaires, who aimed tol serv
the present order by stamping out Democracy and all so ?ﬂikel}e.
gress. By 1941, the Fascists dominated over 500,000,000 e:a] S

But to-day we are fortunate. For, throug}; all. the II)Jl pde.- !
suffering of this terrible war we are now approaching th "
when the allied armies will destroy Faseism and stl’ikei 5 .Tl’wment-
at the principles for which Fascism stands. We are e
a great new burst of democratic activity over the whoTﬂen i E\'r-’ ‘Of
‘_iay, moreover, the country of Socialism, the Soviet U"f'(lrld: -3
isolated, but is bound with the leading countries of iy ll:-myc
common anti-fascist alliance. of Capitaliom in
: Therefore, the road of a more peaceful g
I now open, in Australia as in other countries
the Awuitralian people can freely decide their o

oever, among the masters of our s0e]
to follow the example of Hitler and Tujo})::;n:n?mety.’ Would seek
road by violence, will be taking a terrible respo: _?ﬁi?.ln close that
not only cause bloodshed at the moment of the ch s . frili
b.ut will compel the new socialist society to defen:;n‘ge to Socialism,
sive measures. For whatever violent minority has ?seﬂ by repres-
by force at the moment of the change will have ¢, gt but down
by force afterwards. ; Wi kept doyn,

die--

Dproach to Socialism
» and the majority of’
wn future, 3

T1“State and Revolution,” by Lenin 1917
- 1l
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Whether we in this country can go forward peacefully to So-
cialism will be determined above all by one thing. It will be deter—
mined by the future of the great British-American-Soviet alliance.
This alliance, alone, can secure the complete crushing of Fascismj;
and alone can ensure a peaceful and progressive world after the war.
Without it we are doomed to the survival of Fascism—a third World
War, and unprecedented violence.

This alliance, crowned last year at the Teheran conference,
is so important that just now it overshadows all else. All who
stand behind this alliance, whatever their political views, should
act together as close friends.  All who aim to break this alliance, or
who undermine it by their words or actions, must be fought as the
enemies of humanity.

Nations Must Co-operate.

At the Teheran conference, the three great allied leaders, Mr.
Churchill, President Roosevelt and Marshall Stalin, pledged co-opera-
tion after the war in economic as well as political matters.

This brings us to an important question for the building of
Socialism in Australia. Australia has a great international trade,.
in normal years she has exported one-third of her total produce, and
two-thirds of her wheat and wool.

Under Socialism, it is true, there will be a larger home market.
It is true, also, that some of the productive effort that is now de-
voted to wheat and wool may be turned into other channels. But
Australia will still have a large international trade and will be greatly
affected by international conditions.

A more ordered world economy based on international agree-
ment over prices, markets, and materials, has become possible through
British-American-Soviet co-operation, and can greatly help the build-
ing of Socialism inside Australia.

The Fight Against Bureaucracy.

Many of the objections raised against Socialism can be summernd
up in the one word “Bureaucracy.”

People picture a vast army of officials following a slow routine
and taking ages to get anything done. They picture these same
officials issuing masses of regulations, ordering every detail of every-
body’s daily life.

Well, let us admit that bureaucracy is something that exists
and must be fought against. It exists under big business control as
well at State control. The leading capitalist concerns have great
staffs of managers, under-managers, personnel managers, salesmen and
clerks of all descriptions. In fact, big capitalism carries bureaucracy
to the limit; for each great concern has its separate large staff partly
engaged in taking custom away from others.

Under socialism, as distinct from the State capitalism we know
to-day, the danger of bureaucracy exists, but it can be fought
against more successfully. Russia has fought against it very suc-
cessfully in the last twenty years. She has fought against it by
bringing the people themselves into action.

e e
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For example, the State Planning Commission draws up the ecg-
‘nomic plan for the country. But the plan is sent out for discussion
in every factory, office and collective farm and “counter-plans” are

submitted, which are adopted by the Commission wherever possible,

In Russia, the Government is a “Soviet” Government (*“‘Soviet”
is the Russian word for “council”). “‘Soviet” members are more
demaocratically controlled than members of our parliaments or local
councils. They are elected by all adults from 18 years upwards, thel{
«can be “recalled” by the electors at any time, they receive instrue-
tions from their electors, and report to them frequently on what
they are doing,

In Australia, we would not use the word ‘“Soviet,” which is a
Russian word, but our governing bodies under Socialism would doubt-
less be of the “Soviet” type. That would be a safeguard against the
vils of “bureaucracy.”

Members of “Soviets” not only control the administration, but
‘are themselves the administrators. A very layge part of their time
is spent, not in discussing laws, but in carrying them out. They ca-
opt large numbers of other people into all kinds of voluntary ad-
ministrative service.

Australians have an excellent capacity for stepping forward
and carrying out the work of government. Ten years ago, when the
‘Wonthaggi miners, who are now breaking all production records in
the fight against Japan, were carrying on a fight against injustice in
‘the mines, they maintained a five-month strike. And they carried it
out in a new way. They set up a large strike committee with numerous
sub-committees, and hundreds of miners actively engaged, not only in
speaking and collecting funds, but in fishing, rabbiting, boot re-
pairing, hairdressing, and other activities,

. TT]].S surg_ing‘ up of the people themselves becomes the usual
thing in a socialist society, and spells an end to the hard-and-fast
stuck-in-the-mud methods of bureaucrats. i

Religious Freedom.

One special misrepresentation should be answered, i A
in some quarters that the Communists, who are p]adyin;t ;s;hm“.(:
in the movement for Socialism, stand for the suppression of reig' Pm*
{reedom. On hehalf of the Communist Party, I can say t,hat,lfﬁm‘h
ig no ground whatever for this view, and that we always hav, ere
and always will stand, for the right of all people to beli:v:tm"

warship as they choose. g
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We cannot raise the question of Socialism a

in the middle of the war. It would divide
moment of its history.

s an immediggo §
the nation at the Most z:il;

Socialists, above all, have an interest in unitin g
§ 2 al forces
victory of democracy. For democracy is the condiﬁ}m' e for the

to Socialism. The great socialist leader Lenin once n%
no other road to Socialism except through political Den
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But we should even now be actively preparing the minds of
the people for the new system that is to take the place of Capitalisr_nﬂ.
We should be reaching nearer and nearer the point where it will
command the support of the majority of the Australian people.

We can also be taking steps to strengthen, to advocate and
unite into one solid body the great Australian Labour Movement
which must be the driving force to Socialism. :

A Faith for Australian Patriots.

In doing this we shall not be, as some think, translating Russian
ideas into Australia. Socialist ideas were born in western Europe,
not in Russia. And they are as suitable to Australia as to any other
country.

Socialists are in fact the truest Australian patriots, because they
believe that Australia should be owned by the seven million Austra-
lians who live in it and not by a handful of proprietors who own it
to-day.

They are the truest Australian patriots because they believe
it is 1)u.afsib1e under a new social order to turn Australia into the:
finest country ever known on earth.
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CHRISTIANITY AND SOCIALISM.

The question whether or not a Christian can be a Socialist is of
supreme importance to any Christian who is attracted to the socialis-
“tic programme, and there are many. But it is of far wider interest
also. Christianity and Socialism are two powerful forces in the
world to-day, and it must be of consequence to every man whethey
or not these two forces in society must be arrayed against one
~another.

To-day we are more interested in Socialism than ever hefore,
:fnr two reasons; the first is the negative one that between the Two
Wars determined attempts were made by those in authority to cure
-th.e crying evils of the industrial system in Europe, without success
Finally we were plunged into the second world war. The se('on(i
reason is that the drastic Socialistic experiment made in Russia seems
*to have been, in some respects at any rate, extraordinarily saccessful,

Collective control of industry a necessity.

] There would seem to be mo doubt that if business is left to
-pl'lvat,ef enterprise and mutual competition, as in the past, it is
fdmpossible to avoid certain disastrous consequences. The first is,rccurh
rent booms and depressions due to the periodic production of mm‘.:
f::i;?at can be sold. When there is shortage of woods of any kian;
o' ;a;z;:gyu:ﬂzn;i;rﬁ;ztg;g‘;ts busﬂh Firm competes with firm
duce cheaply tends to kee e n(_%cess"t-:v e
conflict of interest betwee]:l :;g;z;::v !arfg i:?;lthere s

possible. In a short time the market i
8 T is saturated. Goods
: - ca
Jonggr be sold. The machines stop. The factories close r‘ownn nd
men in vast numbers find themselves out of employment wi;ile .
y W ware-

houses are glutted with EN0IMous guantities of unsaleable good
roods,
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This was probably true at the end of the last war; but we need
wonly recall the way in which we have been able to live for the past
four years, while millions upon millions of pounds have been spent
on instruments of destruction, to put the statement beyond dispute.

“The revolution in methods and power of production would seem to

necessitate a new pattern of social order to correspond to it. It iz at
any rate certain that men must leayn to control these terrific powers
in their interests, if they are not to be destroyed by them. At pre-
<sent we are being destroyed by them.*

The Frustration of Science,

The second reason why we cannot be content to leave industry
iin the control of private enterprise is less serious, but still important.
In 1935 there appeared a book entitled “The Frustration of Science.”
This symposium, consisting of essays by eight scientists, eminent in
their own different departments, showed how time and time again
_humanity has been denied benefits, which science could have con-
ferred, because private interests stood in the way. A few quotations
will indicate the thought that oppresses these scientists.

In the essay, “Science and Agriculture,” Sir Daniel Hall writes:
“‘In any general sense over-production of foodstuffs should be indefi-
nitely remote. The distinguishing feature of the consumers’ demand
for food is its flexibility in the matter of quality, even if we allow
that the whole population is satisfied as regards quantity, which is
far from being the case. . . . From this point of view it is idle to
‘postulate over-production of foodstuffs. Yet over-production as
measured by the actual demand and by prices does exist, and science
is asked to call a halt in its endeavours to increase production. The
.only remedy for the situation that is being generally attempted is
restriction of output. International agreements are being made to
restrict the production of wheat, of sugar, and of rubber. ... It
necessitates a soeial revolution” (p. 26-29). J. D. Bernal, in “Science
.and Industry,” writes: “The actual achievements of applied science
.and techniques, great as they seem, should not hide the fact that
they represent but a fraction of what could be done by utilising
.existing technical knowledge, and an infinitesimal part of what the
new theories of the twentieth century could do if, and when, they
are applied. . . . The great discoveries of the 20th century have not
vet found their way into practice. . . . This change is held up by the
immense vested interests of the iron and steel industries. . , . For the
sake of preserving the present economic system we continue to use
primitive methods. The alternative, if science is to be used bene-
ficially, is to scrap the system and introduce a rational one.” In the
section on “Medicine” Professor Mottram writes: “Though medical
research shows what we ought to do in certain conditions, the dis-
tribution of wealth is so uneven that those who should be receiving
the treatment indicated cannot afford it. The most glaring instance

= A gociety that has become incurably divided against itself is
almost certain to ‘put back into the business’ of war the greater part
.of those additional resources, human and material, which the same
business has brought into its hands” (“A Study of History,”
‘Toynhee. Volume V., p. 16).
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George Landsbury, the first Leader of a Labour Opposition in
the House of Commons, Was a vegular communicant of the Church of
England. Keir Hardy, who in his day was refererd to as “the
grandest figure of the Labour Movement,” was commented on thus
in a book entitled “Slums and Society” by one of his friends: “His
was a rugged, straight-forward religion, expressed in his lion-like
countenance. . . . He really meant it when he said (in Canning Town
Hall): ‘Send me to Parliament to work for the souls of those for
whom Christ died.” ”* A whole host of men with Socialistic sympa-
thies, some of them in the van of the Socialist Movement in Eng-
land, such as Tom Mann, Lewis Donaldson, Bishop Gore, Conrad
Noel, not to mention such priests of the Church as Charles Kings-
ley and F. D. Maurice, in their day, and the Dean of Canterbury in
our own, have helped to keep the Socialistic movement in England
from becoming anti-Christian, as it did become so largely on the
Continent, thus leading directly to the tragedies of France and

Spain.

men.

Some then will say: In the face of such facts, what on earth is
the good of saying you can’t be a Christian and a Socialist? It is
obvious you can. Theories must give way to facts. These men
were not muddled-headed fools. Undoubtedly the fact that Chris-
tianity has leavened all political parties in England is cne of the main
reasons why the political situation in England is far healthier, and
more full of hope, than on the Continent.
Add also to these considerations this fact that, after a period of
severest trial, the Orthodox Church in Russia has quite come to the
conclusion that the Social Order of thalt country is mot an anti-
Christian thing to be fought to the bitter end, but that, on the con-
trary, Christians can and should support the existing order. In 2
publication jssued by the restored Patriarchate in 1943 we reac!, re-
published with approval, the last message of the Patriarch '.I‘lkon:
«Without sinning against our Faith, or our Church, and allowing no
concessions oY compromises in matters concerning our Faith, in civie
affairs we must be sincere in our attitude towards the Soviet Govern-
ment, work with it for the commonweal, and condemn all propa-
ganda, overt or covert, against the new system of Government.”
The same line of thought might be further supported by refe-
rence to the Malvern Conference of 1941. This Conference of lea-
ders of thought in the Church of England, presided over by the
present Archbishop of Canterbury, made such pronouncements as
caused people to say that the Church of England had gone “red.”” An
exaggeration undoubtedly, but indicative of an answer to our

question.

#tThe chief founder of the political Labour Party was the
|ate Mr. Keir Hardy, the best loved by all the masses . . . at the
height of his power, he declared, ‘If 1 were thirty years younger,

i have gained during the past thirty-five

with the experience | :
years, 1 would, methinks, abandon house and home, wife and chil-

if need be, to go forth among the people to proclaim afresh
2;?'a:1ew the full message of the Gospel of Jesus of Nazareth.'

(“Labour Speaks for itself on Religion,” p. 145).
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Historical Perspective.

The only way of understanding how such contrary opinions can
be held as to the possibility of a Christian being a Socialist is to seg
the guestion in historical perspective.

Karl Marx was not the originator of Socialism or Communism;
but his life’s work left a very definite impress upon the doctrine an(l’
practice of socialism. In 1847 Marx and his co-worke: Engels put
forth the “Communist Manifesto.” This document has commanded
greaft attention, and has directed the thoughts of a large number of
Ieadmglsncialists. There is no document of like historic importance
lfor Socialism. It was natural then that the leading ideas of .uol(-:q].
;:f: shouIdEbe ta‘ken :‘rom the Manifesto; and to this m-'umf. j:m
1891PW, clea:lyn:-:z;:r(;?l Rerum Novarum,” issued by Leo XIII. in
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osgessions should become the common property of all, to be ad-

ministered by the F-‘-t.atul. or by Municipal bodies. They hold that

by thus transferiing private property from private persons te the

community, the present =vil state of things will be set to rights,

hecause cach citizen will then have his equal share of whatever
there is to enjoy. But their proposals are so clearly futile for
all practical purposes, that if they were carried out the working
man would himzelf be among the first to suffer.”

This of course was written in 1891. It would hardly be possi-
jble to write it to-day. In the light of subsequent history who could
write: “Their proposals are sc clearly futile for all practical pur-
poses that if they were carried out the working man would be the
first to suffer?” They have been carried out in Russia; and, what-
ever opinions of it we may have formed, the Russian experiment can-
mot be said to have been futile. Nor is there the least indication that
the working-man there considers that he has been the first to suffer.
“The most dispassionate observers, and even anti-socialistic observers,
ibring back no reports of futility, or of any wide-spread desire to
revert from Socialism te the Capitalistic order.

Why then was the Pope so manifestly wrong on these points?
Burely, in part at any rate, because he had not grasped what was
wroposed. Throughout the Encyclical there is no distinction drawn
between “private hourgeois property” and “individual property”; a
vital distinction in the “Manifesto,” and one maintained by leading So-
cialists in their teaching, and in their practice. If the “Manifesto” con-
‘tains, as it does, the phrase: “In this sense the theory of
‘Communists may be summed up in the single sentence:
“Aholition of private property,” it must be read with the
preceding paragraph: “The distinguishing feature of
Communism is not the abolition of property generally, but
‘the abolition of bourgeois property.” This is explained to mean
property such as gives a man the power to exploit his neighbour;
-that is, property in the means of production. It is further stated:

“Communism deprives no man of the power to appropriate the pro-
ducts of society: all that it does is to deprive him of the power to
subjugate the labour of others by means of such appropriation.”
In line with this, Article 10 of the Russian Constitution of
1936 reads: “The right of citizens to personal property in their
income from work and in all their savings, in their dwelling houses
and auxiliary household economy, their domestic furniture and
utensils and objects of personal use and comfort, as well as the
right of inheritance of personal property of citizens are protected
by law.”

But it is well to understand the ground of the Christian insist-
ance upon the right to personal, or individual, property. St. Thomas
in the “Summa Theologica,” states it thus: “Man needs in this life
the necessaries of the body both for the operation of contemplative
virtue, and for the operation of active virtue, for which latter he
needs many other things by means of which to perform its opera-
tions” (Pt. IT., First Part, Q. iv,, Art. 7.). The other references to
personal property need not detain us, The line of thought is a fami-
Jiar one amongst Christians. It is two-fold: first, that personal pro-
perty is a good thing for the sake of industry and peace; and

IC TURIA
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secondly, that it is in some sort an extension of a man’s personality,
so that through his possessions he becomes something more than he:
otherwise could be. It is clear that the argument applies to Personal,
or individual property and has no connection with property in means
of production; for this can certainly only be the property of a com-
paratively few, and therefore cannot be generally necessary for
human welfare.

Now it is also clear that, in the existing circumstances, a vast
number of persons do not have that amount of personal property
which St. Thomas says is necessary for the good life on earth. In
fact the existing order deprives the majority of the human race of
that measure of property which is their natural right, and necessary
for the expression of their personalities, When then “Rerum Nova-
rum’” asks: “Is it just that the fruit of a man’s sweat and labour
sh‘ou.ld be enjoyed by another? We answer: Certainly not: but
this is precisely what does oceur under Capitalism on the g:rand sjcqle
nnd_ wthich Socialism aims to end. It is not too much to say tiw{
S.m-:mhsm professes to be the scientific way of establishing th; con
ditions which St. Thomas demands for the achievement of ;nan's Io .
end. Far, the abolition of ‘“‘private bourgeois property’ (i.e l;'m
;lper.ty- in the means of production), is the condition -und : l1p ?7
individual property can be distributed in h I 7 s
the possibility of - R 1t ensure

P y 0 the‘ enjoyment of life, and the development of
mental and bodily activities throughout the whole of society.

Papal Obstruction.
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the destructive character of war. It decided, however, that Catho-
lic thought had not developed enough to justify any conclusions,
auntil Catholics had done some thinking for themselves, and that
Catholic thinkers would be well advised to drop the charming habit
of theirs of always repeating what Popes and Bishops and theolo-
wians had said before them on the subject, and instead to do some
ploneering thinking for themselves. The function of Popes and
Bishops and learned bodies is not to lead the laity, and anticipate
their thought, but to follow in the rear, there to pick up what is
best, and worth preserving, and synthesize into a Catholic system.
The laity’s function is therefore, according to that learned body of
Friburg priests, to do the thinking even at the risk of a little heresy
here and there, and let the Bishops follow after to take their pick
and cast the results into useful encyclicals and bulls. Coming from
a body that once summarised the Catholic laity’s thinking for the
benefit of Pope Leo XIII. and the Catholic Church, this advice

merits our attention.”

It is clear then that Roman Catholics, no less than ourselves, have

the responsibility of asking whether the remedies proposed for the
world’s sickness in 1891, or even 1931, are adequate to the present

gituation.™

Before leaving this point it may be worth while drawing atten-

#ion to an interesting parallel from the Middle Ages, when the world
was perplexed by a different economic problem. The Church at first
took over the prohibition of usury from the Old Testament.
fend money and to receive back a farthing more than the sum lent

To

wvas usury; and usury was a mortal sin. There was no great diffi-
culty about this until trade began to expand. For long trade was
A passage attributed to St. Chrysostom ran:
“Whosocver buyeth a thing, not that he may sell it whole and un-

changed, but that it may be a material for fashioning something, he

is no merchant. But the man that buyeth it in order that he may
gain, by selling it again unchanged and as he bought it, that man
is of the buyers and sellers who are cast forth from God’s Temple.”
In other words, a man might buy raw material for his own work;
hut to buy for trade was sinful. This was incorporated into the “Corpus
Juris Canonici,” compiled about 1150, which enjoyed enormous pres-
4ige in the Middle Ages and after. Gradually, however, the develop-
t of events forced the Church to recede from this rigorous posi-
In the twelfth century the problem created by the prohibition
Trade was expanding, and merchants went

men
tion.
of usury became acute.
on long and expensive journeys. It was obvious that it would be to
their advantage if they could get others to assist them in fitting out
4heir expeditions. Others would be glad to do so, if they had a chance
of sharing in the profits. But was not this usury? A good deal of
the kind went on; yet consciences were uneasy. A treatise of popular
theology was written about that time in which such practice was
condemned as notoriously sinful. The matter was presently referred

#*“QOne thing is certain, and that is that as time passes, members
of Buropean socialist parties will assert with greater energy than
in the past their right to be at the same time Catholics and Seo-
cialists.” (Emile Vandervelde, leader of the Belgian Labour Party,
in “Labour Speaks for Itself on Religion,” p. 2567).
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e, and such as we have witnessed in our own fime in Spain and
the resistance on the grand scale of the move-
f the exploiters of labour. It is the
society into the privileged and the
n to enslave the multitude for

Franc
Ttaly.* For Fascism is
towards the expropriation o

ment
he grading of

attempt to retain t

unpriviieged. It is the deliberate pla
the benefit of avistocrats, whether conceived on racial, national or
e other hand, aspires to be the

Socialism, on th

| brotherhood of the whole human race.

economic lines.
expression of the essential
it was hardly possible to
ivileged order to an egali-
ithout having to mect
To-day there is far

Now when Marx and Engels wrote,
suppose that the change over from a pr
tarian order of society would be possible w
with the forcible vegistance of the privileged.
better hope that it may be peaceably effected.

Mr. Gibson has referred to the possibilities opened by the Teheran
Conference of November, 1943. Further, 'the World War has
brought before men’s minds very vividly the evil character of
Fascism. Perhaps this is the best thing that has come put of the
catastrophe of the war; for perhaps this, more than anything else,
may make possible a peaceful transition from the old order to the
new. In any case the socialistic plan can only be attempted when
the people want it. It cannot, and will not, be forced upon them.
That, at least, is the teaching of Socialists to-day. Socialism there-
fore cannot be said to be creating class antagonism, or to be making
revolution. Circumstances beyond the control’ of any of us BI®

doing both these things. Socialism attempts to show the right way
of ending the class antagonism, and implementing the great adjust-
ment necessary. Whether or not there will be armed resistance tu
the change when it comes depends upon SO many factors that it 1s
impossible to foretell. But, unless one holds the extreme pacifist
position, it cannot be said to be unchristian to defend a social order
which aims at making better use of the wealth of the world, at dis-
tributing it more equitably, at eliminating class antagonism, ani
which is desived by the majority of the people of the country.

Socialists have Opposed
Christians have sometimes opposed
have sometimes opposed

Why Religion.
1 have tried to show why
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by its subjection,
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damp down the class struggle. . . . Now
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and well intentioned, is a justification of reaction.’”

most refine
(This was written in 1913).
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In his theory as to the origin of the idea of God Lenin wag
following Marx and Engels. It is important to understand the'y

attitude of mind, for it has undoubtedly had a great effect upon the
socialist movement.

This theory is nowhere better set out than by Engels in hig
“Anti-During” treatise. He Writes :—

“All religion, however, is nothing but the fantastic reflection in
man's mind of those external forces which control their daily
life, a reflection in which the terrestrial forces assume the form
of supernatural forces, In the beginnings of history it was the
forces of nature which were at first so reflected, and in the course
of further evolution they underwent the most manifold and
various personifications amongst various peoples. , . . But it is not
long before, side by side with the forces of nature, social forces
begin to be active; forces which present themselves to man ag
equally extraneous and at first equally inexplicable, dominating
them with the same apparent necessity as the forces of nature
themselves,

The_fantastic Dersonifications, which at first only reflocted the
ysterious forces of Nature, at this point acquire social attributes,
still further
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to the one almighty God, who
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“The argument from origins is often used to diseredit reli-
Religion, it is pointed out, began as propitiation and sacriv
s to fear. . . . And therefore? Therefore, there

ion.

ce. Its appeal wa

is no more in the developed religion of civilised people than pro-

pitiation and sacrifice, fear. .. . A similar argument might of course

be applied to mathematics, a development of which also proceeds

hy traceable steps from the savage's capacity to count on the

fingers of one hand. But it is not so applied, since to apply it
expose its falsity. Nobody supposes that the demon-

would be to )
and still carries under the

stration that Einstein was once a fish,
ckin of his neck the rudiments of gills,
mind of Einstein now. . .. When one is i
thing, and trying to give some account o
condition, it is as legitimate to look to wh
as to that which it once was.”"

This, which is a commonplace to-day, was hardly recognised in
the science of the last century. But it is obviously true. And just
as man cannot be understood in his uniqueness by looking to his
animal origin, so neither can the Christian Religion be understood if

we lump it together with “all religions.” Its nature and functiom
n be appreciated only by an examination of its actual effect i

human life, and on human lives.

The study of comparative religio
the last century it was in its infancy; much has been learnt since
the days of Marx and Engels. One thing has been made abundantly
clear, and that is, that while there are common elements in all reli-
the contrast between the higher and lower religions is at least:

as the resemblance.

According to Christian belief we should indeed expect to find
elements of value in the non-Christian veligions, because Christ is
“ihe truc light that Jighteneth every mar coming into the world.””
Man, in his reason and conscience; has a real light from God. Buft
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Dialectical Materialism.
his sequence, in which the lower precedes the higher,
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If that were all that dialectical materialism meant we could have no
quarrel with it. But it means more. It carries with it the meta-
physical speculation that mind cannot exist apart from matter, even
that it is produced by matter. There is, of course, no scientifie
foundation to metaphysical speculations of that sort. Marx hated
metaphysics, and thought' his ideas were scientifically grounded. In
S0 far as they were scientifically grounded, they are not in conflict
with Christian thought. But in the nineteenth century, particularly
in the earlier period, the limitations of the scientific method Were not
understood: and science was often pressed into the support of metaphy-
sical doctrines of the materialistic type. A metaphysical primacy of
matter over mind was asserted; and it was this that frequently led
%o the supposition that Science was antagonistic to Religion. The
latter part of the nineteenth century was full of the dust of this
wontroversy. This has almost disappeared, for whatever view we
take of the ultimate nature of the Universe, it is now realised that
Science cannot determine the question. The natyye and methods of
Science are such that they answer only the question, How observable
things happen, ang not Why they happen.

Religion and Science,

This is not just a Christian defence against materialism. A
whole army of philosophers and scientists could be quoted to the

same effect. For instance, Sir Ray Lancaster, the eminent biologist
and rationalist, in his “Kingdom of Man,” writes:

f “So far as I have been able to ascertain, after m
in w_}nch_these matters have engaged my attention,
relanor{, in the sense of connection or

a.ntu:.!h mlagjgn. 9 .dSclsi-nce p:i?ceeds on its path with,
With religion, and re igion has net, in its essentia] liti -
thng to hope for or to fear from science.’ e

Undoubtedly science and other disciplines ecan expose the false-
fhood of various Superstitions, hut these have nothing to do with
r.eaI religion. Professoy John Macmurray, of the London Univer-
sity, draws clearly the important distinetion between rea] religion

and falze religion, which is not drawn in the En, p i i
1 , i E gels' uotation
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The Future.

What difference will it make whether Christians and Socialists
«walk together, or are set in opposition? Frankly, 1 doubt if it will
smake any difference, in the long rum, to the coming of a socialistie
worder. If indeed the analysis is correct, and socialism in some form
is the matural pattern for society which produces as we produce,
then it must come sooner or later. Capitalism must give way to
Socialism, as Feudalism once gave way to Capitalism. We have no
power to prevent such change, any more than we can prevent the
jncoming tide. But we can welcome, or resist it. It may come
peaceably, or through violent revolution. That is the choice. And
the Christian Church may very well be the determining factor in
4his choice. Here is the immense responsibility of Christians, It is
obvious that if the Church adopts an intransigent attitude towards
an irresistible foree, it will experience terrible sufforing betore it is
sble to adjust its life to the new order. This has happened already
in Russia. But there is no need to repeat that mistake.

And, after Socialism is established, What then? What of Reli-
gion? Already there are signs in Russia of renewed interest in
Religion ; and it seems as certain as anything in life that man cannot
live by bread alone. It is not Religion that is fantastic, but the idea
+that man can be satisfied without religion that is fantastic. Religion
‘has inspived man’s highest art, finest music, most glorious architec-
+ture, and noblest lives. To create worthily man must have a worthy
ddeal. To live worthily man must have a worthy goal. Until he finds
“this, he wanders aimlessly, or contents himself with short-range pur-
poses. Ardent Socialists to-day may, in some sort, satisfy their
souls by devotion to The Cause; but when the goal is reached. the
.cause victorious, and the struggle over, With what shall a man
satisfy his instinct for achievement? With fitting out expeditions
40 the Moon, as Mr. Wells suggests? Perhaps, but perhaps not.
Certainly he will not find his satisfaction in a six-hour day, with
plenty of comfort, and home conveniences, ete., ete. The “Brave

operation between the Western peoples and Soviet Ruszia in the
-war should help to resolve the antithesis, incidental rather than
fundamental, between the secular ideals of Christianity and those
g{GCg?Tn)mnism" (Professor Carr in “Conditions of Peace,” pp.
i k
“Christians believe—and a study of history assuredly proves
‘them right that—(beyond the narrow circle of the tribe, in which the
parochial ‘honour among thieves’ is maintained at the prohibitive
moral price of an Ishmaelitish warfare against a world of foreign
.enemies) the brotherhood of Man is impossible for Man to achieve in
any other way than by enrolling himselt as 2 citizen of a ‘Civitas Dei’
which transcends the human world and has God himeelf for its King
And any one who holds this helief will feel certain, a priorvi, that the
Marxian excerpt from a Chrigtian Socialism is an experiment which
is doomed to failure becanse it has denied itself the aid of the
spiritual power which alone is capable of making Socialism a sue-
cese. The Christian eritic will have ne guarrel with the Marxian
‘Bocialism for gaing as far as it does: he will eriticise it for not going
far enough. Ttz fatal flaw in his eyes will be a =in of omission, not
;gsn)lmlsaion." (“A Study of History,” Toynbee. Volume V.,
p.

N
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New World” with God left out. can never satisfy; for it means in
its totality simply nothing at all. All the answers that science can
zive us as to How things happen, do not begin to tell him what
he really wants to know: namely: What is the purpose and meaning
of his existence? The Christian answer is: That a man: may know
God, and love God, and serve God. and enjoy Him for ever. I find
+hat answer good. I believe it is true.

Certainly it was not bewilderment in the face of natural forces,
or any social pressure, that caused one of the world’s most powerful
thinkers to exclaim:

“0 God, Thou hast made us for Thyself, and our heart is
restless until it rests in Theel”

Christians believe that this life is infinitely worth while, because
it is the school-room for a fuller life after death. No one has dis-
proved this. Nor has anyone given a more intelligent explanation
of our being here at all. There are many positive evidences for
the truth of Christianity. They have been attacked all down the
centuries, but not destroyed. The Communist historian of Religion,
Julius Hecker, in his book. ‘Religion and Communism,” writes, on
his last page, of those who are now being brought up on atheism:

4] cannot help thinking that future generations of Russian
people will rediscover Jesus, whose historicity is now denied. . . .
The young Soviet people have demands and interests which to-day
are not satisfied.” A

How could it be othervrise?
and perfectly efficient, but wi
would be—as someone has said
with nowhere to go!

A society even if idcally planned
no idea of what it was all akout,
____like a party all dressed up, but

The Conclusion.

Can then Christians who believe that Socialism is the right and
necessary pattern for society in the immediate future work together
with non-Christian Socialists? The answer of course cannot come
from one side only; but I believe the Christian answer should be,
“We are willing, if you are willing.”” Failure in co-operation may
mean failure to achieve, at least in the near future, the set up of
society along lines absolutely necessary for peace. There is no
possible return to the pre-capitalistic order. The alternatives are:
some form of Fascism, or some form of Socialism. The former means
the perpetuation of privilege and competition, with inevitable strife
and war. The latter means the removal of what is to-day the
main cause of social unrest and international tension.

There stood by the bed-side of a very sick man three doctors
in consultation. The man was in agony; his pain had nearly driven
him to suicide. The first doctor said: “The patient must be kept
quiet. He must be poulticed with ‘good-will, and a dose or two
of the mixture called ‘monetary reform’ should relieve him consi-
derably. Of course,” he added, “his health has always been poor,
and we must expect him to be an invalid.” The second doctor said:
“The man needs an immediate operation. A growth, not indiges-
tion, is the cause of his pain. If I operate on him he will be per-
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‘in no time.” The third doctor said: “I agree with you, aj
n is necessary, and the longer it is delayed the worse hj
 of recovery. But I think he is even more sick than you
th He will need a careful course of treatment even after the
operation.”” While these two doctors were arguing how the sick |

rder. man should be treated after the operation, and the first was getting
ﬁ _&a natur: his poultice warmed up, the man collapsed. !
M i'f‘-ﬂ:'l“: That is what may happen to society if Christians and Socialists
Socialism, cannot work together to see humanity through one of the greatest
power to li:ir' and yet most promising, of all the erises of history. But if we ar;
Mbly {: to wo1:k tagether for an agreed social order, there must be com-
mmcmém p]e'te: sincerity. We shall not ask non-Christian socialists to pretend
. religion; and they must understand that we are in the struggle:
s against the monopoly by the few of the means of production, not.
f because we have turned our backs on Religion, but just because we:

an irresistib ; . : e
able to adjt do believe in God, and Christ, and the principles of His Kingdom.
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