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- Preface

All over the world, Labor Governments have been swept
into power, or have made gains at the polls. The world is going
“left,” we are told.

What need then to restate once more the case for Socialism?
Has it not been adequately stated by the various “Labor” and
“Communist’’ Parties?

We answer: NO! What you hear day by day over the air,
or read in the press is not a case for or against Socialism;
but a case for or against State Capitalism. “Socialism” is one of
those words that have lost their meaning by being misused.
Anything from a Government controlled coal mine, to the
system of totalitarian State Capitalism prevailing in Russia, is
mis-labelled Socialism, "

The Socialist Party of Australia, and its Companion Parties
in New Zealand, Great Britain, Canada, and the United States,
have never made the mistake of confusing Capitalism, whatever
name it may operate under, with Socialism. It is regrettable
to have to spend so much time on showing what Socialism is
NOT, rather than on what it IS, but illusions on this subject
are widespread, and one of the main obstacles hindering the
growth of the genuine Socialist movement.

Your experience, as a worker under various ‘“Labor” go-
vernments ought to show you that the Labor Party does not
represent the interests of the working class. When in office, it
behaves like any other Capitalist party—it runs Capitalism,
when you go on strike, you are branded as “trouble makers,”
you are told that you are “harming the nation.”

Have you forgotten the wage cuts under Scullin? The
shooting and imprisonment of strikers under the Hogan State
Government? The fines, and threats of military impressment
used against strikers under Curtin? The conscription of labor?
The constant appeals for 'national unity and increased pro-
duction” under Chifley? A

The AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY, appezaling to the workers
and to the small shopkeepers, is a reformist organisation. In spite
of using socialist phrases from time to time, to allay the im-
patience of the more militant sections of the Trade Unions, it
makes its electoral appeal on the .’%ﬂ of the present system,
and it administers that system when it gets into power. True,

it nationalizes some industries, but, as we shall %‘w you, national-
~ization has no connection whatever with Socialism. [t merely
means the substitution of one set of exploiters for another. '
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prevent the last blood bath, they will not prevent the next orie.
We do not know what the line-up will be, but you can bet your
bottom dollar, that in a few years you or your children will be
asked to fight once more “for Freedom.” The atomic bomb,
which was only a beginning in the development of even more
horrible weapons of destruction, did not put an end to war,
on the contrary, its discovery meant a holocaust unparalleled
in the history of mankind. Whatever the alleged issues of the
next war, whatever the slogans—we of the Companion Parties
of Socialism are not prepared to take sides in quarrels between
vival capitalist classes. We refuse to murder workers of other
countries:—their interests are identical with our own. We know,
yHICHEVER SIDE WINS' — THE WORKERS ALWAYS
B5E!

If you believe that wars can be avoided while Capitalism
continues—read these pages and learn why war is inevitable under
the present system. We, who address these words to you, are but
a handful, who have learned from experience not to waste our time
chasing the 1001 will o' the wisps that crop up year in year out,
We have realized that Socialism cannot be achieved by short
cuts. We said, from the beginning, that what had taken place
in Russia was not, and could not be, a Socialist revolution. We
opposed the first warld war, “declaring that no interests are at
stake justifying the shedding of a single drop of working class
blood.” We opposed Fascism and Nazism, explaining their re-
actionary capitalist nature, and maintaining that only Socialists
could really fight them. We opposed the second world war,
holding that it, too, was an imperialist conflict, and while Nazism
could be defeated militarily, its roots could never be eradicated
by war.

This pamphlet, necessarily brief, shows you WHAT Capi-
talism is, and that it is no longer necessary. It shows you what
Socialism it, and that IT presents the only alternative to poverty
insecurity, and war.

If we can interest you in Socialism, if we can show you
that, unless the workers everywhere understand, desire, and
organize to get it, they will continue: to suffer from Capitalism
in peace and war, then we shall have taken a step forward on the
only road that leads to Peace and Plenty for everyone—tegard-
less of race or sex.

You, the workers of Australiz, with your comrades in other
countries, have the fate of the world in your hands. What will
you do? Will you, as hitherto, sit down and be told by “Leaders”
what is good for you? Follow reforms that leave you no better off?
Will you put up with poverty in the midst of plenty till the next
war comes along, and you are conscripted again?
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PART L
CHAPTER L
What is Capitalism?

When you are approaching your twenties, and begin to
realize what sort of a werld you live in, you seldom ask your-
self whether this world has always been thus. Going to work
for an employer, buying goods in the shops, using money, fight-
ing in wars with countries you may know little about — all this
scems quite naturzl.  Yet, our present system, CAPITALISM,
is not very old. Compared with previous societies it is but a
brief episode. We have had Capitalism, if we take our dates
from England, for about 200 years. Men have lived and worked
in quite different societies—for thousands of years they existed
happily under primitive communism, then there were slave
socicties, then feudalism—and now capitalism. Thus, our present
society is something that evolved, something changing—not a
system essential to ‘human nature’. We cannot here describe
its evolution, nor can we analyse it thoroughly. The essential
features are universal. On them is based a complicated super-
structure of ethical, morzl, religious, judicial, artistic and personal
beliefs. The basis of Capitalism is the same all over the world,
the specific form it takes in a particular country is determined
by many factors, such as the special historical development of
that country, its geographical and economic position, and the
struggles of the workers there. Here we only deal briefly
with the basis of Capitalism.

~J

The first thing that strikes us is that goods are praoduced
not because people need them, but because a profit can be made
from their production, Factories stop running it the owners
can no longer make a profit. This seems obvious—yet it is
rather strange. Bread is baked, not because people zre hungry,
but because a profit is made from it, houses are built not because
people want a roof over their heads, but because someone Iis
able to realize a profit from them. Whether the articles produced
are of any rezl use to the buyer is again a different matter. If
the owners can convince buyers that a few drops of oil of cloves,
mixed with coloured water, is the perfect remedy for all aches
and pains, and if they can sell this concoction at a profit, it
will be manufactured.

f—— . . 33
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combine.

No, it is not yeur country. It is theirs.

You have to live. As you don't own anything except your
mental and physical energies you are compelled to sell these.
You can only sell them to those who can employ you and pay
you a wage. Willy-nilly, vou try to sell them to the owners of
the means of production. They hire you to work in the factory
and the office—but they retain  the ownership rights. When
vou're on the job, you're 2s near to ‘your country’ as you're
ever likely to be. You are free to live a life of leisure and
luxury—but this freedom is purely theoretical. The fact is
that you have to work for wages almost all your life and that
you get just enough to keep you efficient for the particular job
you are doing. The majority of the population is in the same
position. They are the workig-class, The others, the owners
who cen, if they want to, Jive on their income, are the capifalist
class.

These are the most outstanding features of Capitalism. We can
now define it: Capitalism is a social system based on the private or
state ownership of the means and instruments of production by
the ecapitalist class, the consequent enslavement ¢y the working
class, by whose labour alone wealth is produced; the production
of commodities for profit and the employment of the workers
for wages by the capitalisis, or the state, as the “National
Capitalist.”

You'll see that Socialists have a different way of looking
at things. They are not satisfied to hear that ‘everyone has a
chance’ or that the workers are ‘free’ They look for rezlities,
for the social relationships existing between human beings. To
them, ‘Nations’ and ‘countries’ are abstract words. They talk
and think in terms of classes.

These are the fundamentals of capitalism. A lot of con-
fusion is caused by the fact thet the emphasis on these funda-
mentals may shift from country to country. For instance, the
means of production may be owned by individuals, or they may
be owned by giant trusts or the State. [t is one of the ten-
dencies of Capitalism that ownership is ever concentrated into
fewer and fewer hands. Year by year the big cartels end mono-
polies are on the increase, the big fish are gobbling up the little
fish, the barrier between the classes becomes higher and the
chance to climb that barrier more remote. The State tends to

- become the universal employer. But the State is NOT the
-.-Commumty. rather is it the executive committee of the capitalist

v
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try. Production is based an co-operation, every worker contributing
some small share to the finished article. No man can look at a
car and say "l made that car” Production is overwhelmingly
SOCIAL and the last traces of individual craftsmanship are dis-
appearing ever more rapidly. As Engels puts it:

“Production has become a social act. Exchange and
appropriation continue to be individual acts, the acts of in-
dividuals, The social product is appropriated by the indivi-
vidual capitalist.”

What are the consequences of this contradiction?

a. “Severance of the producer from the means of produc-
tion. Condemnation of the worker to wage-labor for life.
Autagonism between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie,”

b. “Unbridled competition. ‘Contmdicfr'an between  soc-
ialised orgamisation in  the indwidual factory and social
anarchy in production as a whole.

c. “On the one hand, perfecting of machinery, made by
competition compulsory for each individual meanufacturer,
and complemented by a constantly growing displacement of
laborers.  Industrial reserve army. On the other hand, un-
limited extension of production, also compulsory under com-
petition . . . Unheard of development of productive forces,
excess of supply over demand, over production glutting of
the markets, crises every ten years, the vicious circle: excess
here, of means of production and products—excess there of
laborers, without employment and without means of existence.”
(F. Engels: Socialism Utopian and Scientific, Andrade's
edition, pages 49/50. Engels’ Italics.)

Other contradictions, bound up with this fundamental
one exist,
Wealth—Poverty.

Unemployed—Idle factories, materials.

Compulsory idleness amongst unemployed—Enforced over-

work amongst employed.

Glorification of leisured class—Denunciation of workers as
‘slackers’,

- Prohibition of theft by Government—Army used for whole-
~sale robbery from foreign capitalists,

f}bﬁdemnatidn of Murder—Glorification of War.
A 1l
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most capitalist economists, Jevons, was finally compelled to ascribe
crises to spots in the sun! ‘

Capitalists might like to solve these crises. But they are
not caused by the evil machinations of individuals. They cannot
be solved by good intentions.

What is the cause of crises?

We have seen that the workers all over the world get in
wages just enough to keep them going. But they produce much
more than they get back, they produce a tremendous quantity of
goods for the profit of the owners. THEY SIMPLY CANNOT
BUY BACK WHAT THEY PRODUCE. « Large incomes flow
into the pockets of the capitalist class, they live a life of ease
and luxury, but even so they themselves are unable to con-
sume the surplus. They invest money in industry. Competition
forces them to introduce new machinery in order to increase
their output and cut their wages bill. Thus, as the years pass
by the quantity of goods increases but the number of workers
which produce them decreases. The displaced workers are thrown
on the industrial scrap-heap, get the dole, and can buy even less
than before. Markets are over-stocked. ;

Under Capitalism it is quite impossible to know how much
of each article should be produced. “The market” is something
mysterious and anarchical. While the boom is on, production is
expanded in order to raise profits. Then, the point is reached
where the surplus can not be absorbed. Orders are reduced
everywhere, wages are slashed, factories shut down. This further
reduces the buying-power of the workers. It is 2 vicious circle.

Permanent Unemployment

During the war years, we heard a lot about ‘full employ-
ment. Already today there is = unemployment. There
will be more. War has increased the general productivity of
industry, and the next crisis is likely to be more severe than any
preceding one. The spectacle of bread-lines and soup-kitchens,
of the dole, of ‘susso’, will be repeated. Capitalism and Full
Employment are incompatible. For the last twenty years, in
every capitalist country in the world, we have had permanent
mass unemployment. Many of the unemployed were young people
just entering the labour-market. Is it not a sufficient condem-
nation of Capitalism that only when millions were 2t the front
and other millions making the sinews of war, unemployment
vanished temporarily? In ‘normal’ times unemployment 1s
inevitable under Capitalism. The reasons are much the same

~ as those for the occurrence of crises, ie unceasing introduction

“of new ‘labour-saving' machinery as a constant factor, and
feverishly expanding output in a wild scramble for profits as an

13
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The Systemi and the Individual

We must transgress here for a moment to dezl with a
common mistake which has led to a lot of muddled thinking.
We say Capitalism needs unemployment, causes war. They are
inseparable from production for profit. This is often taken to
mean that we are accusing individual capitalists. Such is not the
case. Individual capitalists diffcr in their personalities to the
same extent as workers difter. We are not concerned with their
good, or bad, intentions. In trade unions and economic struggles,
we come up against ‘soft’ and ‘hzrd’ bosses—just as the non-
socialists do. But this has no connection with an analysis of
a social system.

Whether Capitalists are charming or revolting, whether they
are ‘progressive’ or ‘reactiwonary’ has little influence on social
development. [t is the economic and socizl laws of the capitalist
system which control their actions, and the Capitalists, being
a superfluous and pansitic class, taking little or no part in
production, often have not the slightest understanding of what
15 going on around them.

Let us take War. Wars are not caused by individuals, by
‘the merchants of death,’ by ‘evil men,’ by ‘mad dictators.’
While such people may accelerate the development towards war,
while they may take advantage of existing economic rivalries
and national hatreds to provoke wars, yet, these rivalries exist
independently of them. Capitalists, as individuals, could all be
pacifists—yet wars would continue. A good case could be made
out to show that the majority of capitalists today are opposed
to war, since they consider, rightly or wrongly, that the expense
and destruction involved nullify any territorial or economic
gains which might be won. But they are caught up in a system
which takes little note of their intentions, and whether they are
‘bellicose’ or ‘peace-loving’ makes no difference in the long run.
Economic rivalries continue, and they are finally forced into
a position where they either have to abdicate in favour of a
foreign ruling class, or declare war.

They may wish for peace, 2 high standard of living for the
workers, happiness for everyone—but these things are absolutely
incompatible with class ownership and commodity-production.

De-humanization and Increasing Irrationality

Socialists are not blind to the ethical and moral aspects
of society. Ilowever, they realize that to talk of ‘better human
heings' or = ‘change of heart' is putting the cart before the
horse, Capitalism fosters and encourages anti-social tendencies;

‘with poverty and degradation it breeds greed and crime.  From

the :-%gad_’le to the grave, the majority of society has not the
15
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' We have dealt with a few aspects of Capitalism. Such
mportant questions as WASTE and General [Inefficiency, had
%’o be left out of account. But enough has been said. Capitalism
as outlived its usefulness, 15 a brake on progress, breeds paverty
and wnemploynent, is inseparable from war, reduces the workers
o appendages of {he machine, is incompatible with a life worth

living, and must be dbolished if brmanity is to survive.

CHAPTER. TIL.

.~ What Is Socialism?

Socialism as a system of society is based on three essentials:

. Common or social ownership of the means and instru-
ments of production—mines, factories, land, transport,
etc.and their democratic control by and in the inter-
ests of the whole of society.

2. Production for USE, and not for profit,

3. Distribution of the wealth thus produced on the prin-
ciple: FROM EACH ACCORDING TO HIS ABILI-
TIES; TO EACH ACCORDING TO HIS NEBLDS,

Certain condequences follow from this definition: Socialism
is CLASSLESS and INTERNATIONAL. [t cannot be imposed
by a small minority on an unwilling population. It is incom-
patible with dictatorship. As the workers' interests all over the
world are the same, i.e. the dispossession of the Capitalist class,
and as Capitalism in its international ramifications is destroying
the last vestiges of backward economy in the East and the
Balkans, giving rise to the same problems, so Socialism must be
‘world-wide.  Secialism in one country, or national socialism, 15
a contradiction in terms.

While we can outline the essentials of Socialism, and can
also put forward general principles on  which the moral and
athical ideas aof 'such a society will be ased, we have always
refused to provide an exact blueprint of every detail of Social-
ism. This has led to' the charge of 'being merely destructive’
or ‘not being practical.’

‘I'he charge is not justified, Even if we wanted to, we
cannot provide a Socialist blueprint, for two very good reasons.
First, it is obvious that OUR conception of what this or that
detail might be MUST be coloured by present-day, capitalist
~ ideas. Socialists live in capitalist society, are influenced by 1t
* and cannot escape from it into an ivory tower. Hence our
ideas would needs be distorted by present-day concepts.

17
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Lveryhody smiIgd. [t wasn't really funny. - In an extrenie
form, he had put the sort of question we get again and again.
Both assumptions then—that Socialism will be unzble to solve
the problems that will arise under it or that Socialism will
automatically have a pat answer to the most unlikely con-
tingencies—are false. Socialism, in the final analysis, gives men
A CHANCE TO LIVE AS HUMAN BEINGS. We szy that
given a sane society, which permits mankind to lead a full life,
makes social behaviour the order of the day, provides food,
clothing and shelter in abundance, identifies for the first time
the interests of the individual with those of the community—
given Socialism—men will behave as rational beings and will
NOT all desire to fly to the North Pole 2t the same time.

What Socialism Implies

With the end of Capitalism, all capitalist relationships will
vanish. International production for use under common owner-
ship, implies the abolition of buying and selling. In a classless
society there will be no one to sell to and no group of people
to buy from. As there are no employers or employees, as
exploitation of man by man will be ended, there can be no
wages system. Wages, of course, mean that somebody is
working for somebody else—they imply rich and poor. two
classes. To talk of wages under Socialism is ridiculous. ..Where-
ever you bhave Wage-Labor and Capital you bave Capitalism.
Money will also vanish. It has not always existed, and with common
ownership there is no need for it. The State will wither away.
It arose with the advent of class-divisions and private property.
It is not something standing above society, benevolently regulat-
ing everything for ‘the common good,” but rather is it a coercive
power used to enforce and uphold the rule of whatever section
of the Capitalist class has the upper hand. [t maintains ‘law
and order, but this term is but a misnomer for Capitalist
property interests. Other coercive forces, such as the army,
navy and police force, will also vanish.

The terrific waste of Capitalism due to its social anarchy
and the impossibility of planning, will disappear. The vast horde
of workers engaged today in producing senseless luxuries for
their masters, or engaged in administering Capitalism, will be
diverted to productive industry. There will be no bank-clerks,
commercial travellers, advertising copywriters, domestic servants,
etc.

Science at last will he able to make real progress. Every
new 1nvention that further eases work and reduces the hours
of labour will then be a real blessing, instead of today where

so-called labour-saving devices put but a greater strzin on the

worker and lead to technological unemployment.  “Man, at




anisation, becomes
N master—{ree.”

cter will  he
¢ and sexual
1ve some out-
ederick Fngels
perfect answer

ay in which
impending over-
of a negative
- will disappear.
nswered when
of men who
s to buy a
social instru-
ho have never
man from any
refuse to give
ECONOMIC  Conse-
world, they will
nks they ought
wd their corres-
each individual
of the [Family,
our italics.)

alism, we can

~ the Socialist
* this booklet,
ded questions
merely in the

What Is The Difference Between Socialism
and Communism?

None. The two words are synonymous—one means SOCIAL,
the other COMMON ownership.

Briefly, at the time Marx and Engels wrote the Commun-
ist Manifesto, 1847, they called themselves ‘Communists’, in order
to distinguish scientific Socialism from various utopian schemes
flourishing under the name of ‘Socialism.’ Throughout their works,
however, they used the two expressions indiscriminztely and never
suggested that there was any difference. Later, Engels used Social-
ism’ exclusively.

With the advent of Bolshevism to power in Russia, the
various political parties that were formed under the spell of the
Russian Revolution adopted the name of ‘Communists’ and posed,
in contradistinction to the Social-Democratic parties, 2s revo-
lutionaried. Gradually, as it became increasingly difficult to hide
the fact that Russia was evolving a tyrannical form of State-
Capitalism at breakneck speed, the Communist International
put across the idea that there #s a fundamental difference. Wages,
wage differentiations, stocks and shares, increasing class-distinc-
tions, piece-work, rouble-millionaires—all these are explained away
as features of SOCIALIST society. The slogan of the Russian
constitution—"to each according to his WORK"'—is palmed off
as a Socialist slogan. All these features, they tell us, will dis-
appear in the higher stage—Communism. With the tremendous
means of propaganda at their disposal, and the magic spell which
the word ‘Russia’ casts over millions of workers, this idea has
become widely accepted.

It has not the slightest basis in fact, or in the theories of
Marx and Engels. The Communist Parties are neither Socialist
nor Communist, they are parties representing the interests of
the Russian bureaucracy and their aim is State Capitalism.

Is State Ownership Socialism?

Lk No. State ownership or control of the means of production

~ (variously labelled ‘State Socizlism,’ ‘National Socialism,” ‘Social-
ism in one country,’” ‘Public ownership.’ ‘Nationalization,” ‘Sociali-
zation,” etc.) bears no relation to Socialism. The basic features
of capitalism remain. “The workers remain wage-workers—pro-
letarizns. The capitalist relation is not done away with.” (Engels.)
i State Capitalism, which is the correct term, is a develop-
ment of Capitalist society, going hand in hand with the squeez-
i ut of the smaller fry, the concentration of wealth into
r hands, the increase in gigantic horizontal and vertical com-
- trusts and monopolies. 4

21
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do its alleged working class parties really represent? Do they
engage in compromise, in wire-pulling? Do they promise to
abolish unemployment and poverty without overthrowing the
present system? Do they appeal on a programme for patching
up Capitalism? If so, they stand for Capitalism.

These "are the questions you must ask  yourself.
Only thus, equipped with socialist knowledge, can you distinguish
between the rezl and the sham.

CHAPTER" V.

How Do We Differ From Other Parties?

The founding of the SP.G.B. in 1904, and of its com-
panion parties at a later date, was no mere dispute over words.
Readers should look up Chapter 1 of ‘Questions of the Day’
where the events leading to the founding of the party are dealt
with.

First, the companion parties of Socialism are the only politi-
cal orgznisations firmly based on a definite set of principles.
‘They are the only parties that clearly define the END (Social-
ism) and, the MEANS by which to achieve it. Means and ends,
in our opinion, cannot be separated.

Our opponents on ‘the left" fall roughly into two groups:
The obvious reformists and the ‘revolutionary reformists’ None
of them would agree to our definition of socialism—“a system
of society based upon the common ownership and democratic
control of the means and instruments for producing and dis-
tributing wealth by and in the interest of the whole com-
munity.” Some would add ‘common ownership of the means
of exchange’ which sounds harmless enough, but really implies
buying and selling, and with this, money; with money, wages;
with wages employvers and emplovees—in fact negates a CLASS-
LLESS societv. Others would object to ‘democratic control.” The
~ obvious reformists — Labour Parties — are the larger
parties.  The smaller group comprises parties and individ-
~ uals who believe that you can advocate ‘Socialism’ and at the
~ same time have a programme of immediate demands. ‘They are
~ such parties as the Indevendent Labour Party in England, the
roups comprising the Trotskyist “4th International’ etc. The
Stalinists zig-zag between these two groups. To a superficial
reader these must seem Socialists. Do they not analyse and
condemn capitalism?  Certainly.  But their conception  of
~ Socialism is different from ours, and, in the final analysis, turns
~ out to be nothing else but State-Capitalism dressed up in
- various shades of red.
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ediately set up a wild howl and demand [2/5/—not to be
autdane, the Trotskyists and other ‘militent’ groups will  show
how rer-r-evolutionary they are by demanding L4 and a sliding
cale. In the end, the old ame pensioner gets 32/, by which
+ prices have probably risen so as to make even this meagre
nerease ineffective.  Every organisation claims to have achieved
reat victory,

~ These parties often attract a  mass-following, but it s
.~ on a purely reformist basis. A party can aever move faster
 than the wunderstanding of its members.  Appeals for ‘United
tonts’ and ‘Progressive Policies’ are tactics which lead, some-
times, to success—not success for the socialist case, but success
for the leaders in these organisations. Instead of emancipating
the workers, they only emancipate themselves, Their members
care only united on the vaguest phrases—there is no guarantec
that they will ever desire socialism.  Should the party suddenly
decide that NOW was the time fo start propagating Socialism
—and up to now it has always been ‘to-morrow'—the mess-
following of reformists would melt away.

Our fundamental objection, then, is this: Workers attracted
on such a basis will not desire socialism, will lose all interest
‘they might ever have had; will waste years and years zdvocat-
ing some’ ?etty reform, only to find that wherever they ‘cure’
one evil of capitalism, two others crop up in its place. It i3
also noteworthy that many of the reforms advocated by ‘left’
organisations are pul into  practice by avowedly cepitalist
organisations which are thus able to claim credit for them,

[for a full analysis of the socialist case, and of the nature of
relorms our -.rel;ers-ara referred to the chapter ‘Social Reforms’
-ia;};ﬂumtm of the day’

V%uu.'h@m Lead |

In addition to placing their trust in reforms, all other

~ organisations  believe in leadership, and often account for the
~obvious failure of reformist policies by saying: “You had the

| Wrong, leaders! If you had good, MILITANT leaders—well—
~ things would have been different!” This line of reasoning i &
speciality of the Communists and Trotskyists,

~ We do not advocate following any leaders—“good” or “bad”
Leaders can only flourish in an organisation which doesn't know
what it wants, or where it is going, Only with ignorance al
he bottom can there be leaders.  As a matter of fact, the word
‘a misnomer, Leaders never ‘lead’ in the sense that they
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The Companion Parties of Socialism

ct anything short of socialism—a classless, international
democratic society based on the common ownership m;

ns of production, production for use and the principle:
| each according to his ability, to each according to i

ct any conception of Socialism which implies rule hy
a clique, = minority or personal dictatorship. .

ject the idea that means and ends can be separated, that
. lying and pcuhtlcal scheming can be used to achieve

ct the concept of the “lesser evil” and are opposed to
osophy embodied in “half a loaf is better then no bread,”
eads to opportunism and political compromise.

e Companion Parties of Socialism hold that—

e majority of workers must understand what Socialism
t it implies, and must desire it. They must organise
ly to achieve it.

ey must get control of Parliament and the machinery
State and transform these coercive powers. into means of
tion.

 he emz_mcipation‘ of the working-class must be the work
working-class itself, and cannot be brought about for
leaders.

E}f Socialist Party must reflect these principles. 1t must
rely democratic, opposed to political trading and consti-
of Socialists only.

he interests of the working and the capitalist class all
e world are irreconcilably opposed to each other, in peace
cal parties express class interests. The Socialist Party
. the interests of the working-class. Hence it opposes
that work, openly or otherwise, for the continuance of

[t maintains that unity must be hased on socialist
and rejects temporary alliances, boring from within,

ed fronts with non-socialist organisations.

we were to express our views in one sentence. Wwe would
OU CAN'T HAVE SOCIALISM WITHOUT SOCIAL-
The business of a Socialist Party, then, is to make
Therefore, our programme, immediate and long-range,

. Socialism—and nothing else.
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have already partly dealt with this, and here make only
teE‘nent .aml give exiracts from the chapter ‘Social
“in ‘Questions of the Day. ;

distinguish between reforms of an industrial nature, ie

p about by economic activities in the factory, on the job,

ical reforms brought about by legislati We have
£ an apr_enl on the basis of a reform programme can-
o Socialism, g

lism can be compared to a poodle dog.  You can
the front part of the poodle, or its back, you can let
a fiew fancy coat, dye its hair, or tie coloured ribbons
© Yet—it was a poodle and it will remain one and
ke one, whatever external alterations in its appearance

So with Capitalism. In spite of the 1001 reforms
tatute book, the essential position of the workers amd
of the system ts not affected.

flot the business of 2 Socialist Party to reform capi-
to help it to “solve” insoluble problems. Our job is
enough socialists so that they can abolish it We do
in that NO reform can be of benefit to the working-
ce we are not opposed o reforms as such.  Neverthe-
a4 few of the political reforms which seem to be
ng-class benefit, turn out to be not so when examined

otms such as Unemployment and Health [nsurance, Old
ions, ete, are designed to relieve the pressure on the
rities, and, incidentally, pacify the workers by remov-
wper  stigma.  Such measures  being  org ised on @
ale, spread the burden over the entire Capitalist class.
ought to be more economical and to simplify  the
inistration.” (Questions of the Day, p.19.)

ducation in  practice means increased efliciency
neer,

gonal Minimum Wage means the sack for the less
kers, similarly, agitation for ‘less taxes' ar ‘chesper
fcheaper food' sound  very attractive,  However, as
finally ‘determined by the cost of subsistence, 1l I8

reduction in the cost of living means a reduction

2p
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would have no control over the organisation .

ur objections go deeper. When we examine the history
at any price; we find that it often leads to, or
the wery evils which it is intended to oppose.

‘We Armchair Philosophers?

critic is not convinced. Even if he admits our case
v, he will still shake his head and say: Ye?—r—l:L:;L—tLllxz
s want something NOW and you can't get over that.
re armchair philosophers studying the intricate problems
jan economics while the workers want higher wages!”

agree that the workers want something NOW. But, and
the point—WHAT do they want? The unpleasant truth
course, that they'do NOT desire Socialism but THAT THE
RITY OF WORKERS EVERYWHERE STILL SUPPORT
"ALISM. They feel that something is wrong. They
peace and security. In order to get these, they try every
cal party which promises to give them these thin When
ave tried one, and it has failed, as it must , they
he other bloke a go. This may seem a crude analysis
ections, but it is true. At election times, up to now, the
as always been: WHO shall administer Capitalism? HOW
it be administered? The difference between the actual
mance of all parties is very small. It is a case of Tweedle-
d Tweedledee. The only issue they are really divided on
her the capitalist system should be administered with a
of state control or not. The intentions of the Labour
‘inay be the very best—it may desire real improvements
e workers. But the record of all Labour Governments
home the fundamental point that capitalism simply cain-
dministered in the interests of the working class, what-
arty is in control.

e issue then, is simple, once we analyse the problem which
the Socialist. On the one hand a party d on a re-
icy, uttering vague socialist phrases, grows quickly and
power. On the other hand, you have a Socialist Party
peals on the one demand—So n—and which grows
y. What then are we to do? Can we not achieve
~and at the same frme attract a large number of
n a programme of immediate demands?

question can only he answered by looking at the fate
organisations which have tried the policy. Not only
all failed to bring Socialism any nearer, but they

jen made the way to Socialism more difficult.  The most
ng example is surely the pre-Hitler  German Labour
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- the whole German Labour Movement had been in 1
t" the result would not have been different. As we
the causes of all the evils of capitalism are left un-
orkers who have joined them also become apathetic
1gne¢.lTh > ‘had enough of talking.’ Thus, fronts

litarianism” make the workers prey for any political
th' a glib tongue. In the final analysis, instead of
they lead workers into a state of mind where
ire susceptible to totalitarian propaganda.

e then, are the consequences of taking ‘taking a short cut’

ould like to take one..but up to now all the alleged
s have led away from Socialism instead of towards it.

simply no alternative to the task of making
is the most important lesson of the history of all
ganisations. The charge of being ‘armchair-philiso-

]_ea'l!y means that we are not opportunist. To this
Ity.

is there nothing we can do in the meantime? Are
sit down and have their es reduced? Are they
e Capitalism lasts? This, if we were to believe our
s our attitude. We have already shown that the
on the failure to distinguish between economic and
smands. First of all, it should be obvious, that even i
avoid the day-to-day struggle, we HAVE to take part
1ot something created by socialist agitators, or some-
ignore, but part and parcel of capitalism. Socialists,
every struggle in the economic field to improve con-
are as militant as anybody else. But they realise that
can never lead to the emancipation of the working
¢ point out its limitations. That's why they are
‘the Companion Parties of Socialism. The function of
to make Socialists, to propagate Socialism, and to
the workers that they must achieve their own
t does not say: “Follow us! Trust us! We shall
" No, Socialism must be achieved by the majority

s acting for themselves.

CHAPTER VII.

Kmr Hope?

" at the time of writing. five Companion Parties

e first one, the SP.G.B., was fon in 1904,

yéry small opganisation, and its younger companion

ven smaller. The sympathetic critics shrug their

d exclaim “You may be a 100 per cent correct,
v get anywhere.”

a3




5.B. sprang,
e same old
ing. Before
tion. Today
nks, to leave
llowed up by
remamed fell
.D.F. is gone.

at we have
in a small
six months.
its members
ctimised and

anent head-
‘through the
he height of
s and atten-
Watld.  Yet,

mprehension
understood

’E capitalism
Sacialists or
nade Socialist
n a Debate
port  Federal

d-war, when
| disappearance
workers in
d our time
er than being
oy reason for
in emotional
the workers.
o Socialism,
the glamour-

4 _the reason for our slow growth lies in

and advocacy of Socialism, our ‘Iack

our  adherence to  definite principles

controlled  democratically by  its nFen;'

not perfect. There are differences of opinion, a i
actors  assert themselvea—-thnuh to a much ‘Ie‘sl.:r
It other parties. Yet, there has never been a split
Is have left, but they have not been able to ttaicp \
following with them, as we have no ‘leaders’ iy
er, if we hoped to achieve Socialism ONLY by our
@, the outlook would indeed be bad. But it is
itself, unable to solve crises, unemployment and
gaging in horrifying wars, which is digging its own

orkers are learning by bitter experience and bloody
or interests not their own. They are lezrning very slowly.
to shorten the time, to speed up the process.

ialism Can Mean To You

" not ask you to accept anvthing we have said. Be
ink for youfse]f. Examine our position, read our
k your questions, come to our meetings'
we can convince you that we must deal with causes,
lition of Capitalism, private or State, and the est-
“of Socialism 1s the only alternative to misery and
rder, you will know what to do. -

ing for vou. There is very little glamour..there are

‘but plenty of routine work. Yet, being a Socialist

u something NOW. The more Socialist understand-

re, the more will you be able to know the HOW and

development. You will hold the key to the door

ace and plenty for all mankind..a door that can

opened when your fellow workers have the same !

ember you can get, every worker wha becomes in-
step forward.

| is 2 complete philosophy of life. It will affect
lay behaviour, and bring you into conflict with 1001
es which have been LllU]‘l‘lIlled into your ears. You
" that your personal emancipation is bound up,
with that of your class. You will see that your
not the Germezn, Japanese, Russian or othe

vs or the Aliens..that your enemy 1s g

|is the Capitalist class, not just one section, like the
the bankers, but the whole lot—a class of parasites,
ocial usefulness.
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Book Reviews

NS OF THE DAY” (Publisher: SP.G.B)

amazing lot of information has been crammed into the
of this attractively got-up booklet. Many of the
~uppermost in the mind of the worker are here lucidly
Social Reforms are discussed, and, by means of many
their role in the <evelopment of Capitalism is shown,
U contains interesting histories of the British Labor,
nd Conservative Parties, besides dealing with the ques-
ssia and the “Communist” Party. Religion and
re also discussed. }

this reviewer, however, the most valuable chapter is the
e Pounding of the Socizlist Party.”” This deals with
of 1904 in the Social Democratic Federation; the
small body of workers within that Party to make it
ary one, and their realization that this could not
ed from within. It shows for what reason the principles
mpanion Parties of Socialism were framed. The chapter
invaluable lessons for the Socialist.

ceurs on page 89, in “Socialism and Racial Theories”
“Australian Maori” is mentioned.

stry. . This pamphlet shows that Nationalization
ialist measure, nor in the interests of the workers.

t chapter on '“The Passing of Competition and the
nopoly” provides a bird’s-eye view of the development
dnustry.” Other chapters show that sections of the
class, when expediency demanded it, have been the
dvocates of Nationalization. “As a2 matter of history

f nationalization have been the work of Liberal and
ernments and not of Governments which were, or
to be, hostile to capitalism.” (p.45). The question
ere is a permanent (endency towards nationalization is
ssed, The pamphlet shows that workers under nationali-
not better off, and provides ample evidence, from the
nationalized industries that they “are not essentially
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'COMPANION PARTIES OF SOCIALISA.

Socialist Parties adbere Lo the same Socialist Principles—
Party of Australia:
Box 1440M, Melbourne and Box 2291, G.P.O. Sydney.

Party of Canada:
Box ' 1751, Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada.

- Party of Great Britain:
y'fv"Chambers, 2 Rugby Street, London, W.C.I, England.

rty of New Zealand ;

ock Square, Boston 8, Mass.

Standard” (Monthly) L

QOrgan of S.P.G.B. ¥
pelia and ' N.Z.; One yeatr, post free, 5/0.
gland; 5c. US. and Canada.

ocialist” (Monthly)

‘Organ of W.SP. of US. and SPC.
‘Australia and N.Z., One year, post free: 5/6.
and Canada; 3d. England.

FOR FREE SPECIMEN COPIES OF THESE
I TO NEAREST PARTY.
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1S OUR “PRESS sER\flcsz P

Semce has been established to make principles and
the 5.0 of 88 apphcable to all questions, more

provide information, fzm»tu.{l and st‘uuuui nn qm,mm
relatmg to Marxism, anything from ‘“capital” “humean

nature.’ _
answer your objects to Socialism and/or the S.P. ol A

discuss  history, politics, art, science, psychology, etc
from the socialist point of view.
tell you where you can get information we cannot provide
" The service is absolutely free—2id. stamp s Hesirable but
not essential.

We al:o provide free leaflets for distribution and semple

“The Socialist Standard” “Western = Soc
mhst Comment and Review” etc. Orders for Literature,

i n dutinct from general enquines should be addressed to “Lil.

NOT to us.
All letters will be pmmptly answered.
If this doesn't interest Y O U maybe a friend of vours

 might like to hear about it Send us the names of likely

Ccontacts'!

‘Ihe service is international—we welcome letters from coun
:tﬂu_ where no Cowgman Parties exist. Write in English, Fren

Wallon: "ms-ss' SERVICE" 5P of A, Bos 144,

0. Melbourne.
-f%“‘ S o4 "f‘;‘f‘f ‘r 'r el

FIES ADHERE TO THE SAME

secmLJST mt'r OF 'E:ANADA—
P.O. Box 1751, Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada.

F GREAT BRITAIN—
t, London,

¢ OF NEW ZEALAND—
etone, N.Z
PARTY OF US—
-ﬂe;ptan 8, Mass,
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