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Dyson’s Delusion.

The cartoon by Will Dyson in the Herald of March 27 must
have come as a rude shock to his many ante-war admirers; but
it reveals also a lamentable ignorance of the workers’ real fight
to get clear of social chaos. The ecartoon depicts three figures :
‘“the State,” “ the Profiteer,” and ““the Worker.” In the first
section 18 shown the combination feared by Lloyd George, “ the
Profiteer and the Worker” ; in the second 1s shown the com-
bination the worker fears, ‘“the State and the Profiteer ”’; and
finally, the alternative and apparently desirable combination,
“the State and the Worker agawnst the Profiteer.” Seeing that
the State exists for the Profiteer, who controls it, and by means
of which he is able to maintain his prestige, it 18 rather sugges-
‘tive of a house divided against itself. The business of lLabour,
as Mr. Dyson should know, is to fight not only against the
Profiteer, but also against the machine that was used at Llanelly,
Laverpool, Tonypandy, etc., when the workers struck and were
shot down by the State Army, fighting, as always, the masters’
battles. The thing is too ludicrous even to follow Dyson’s
“ Kultur Cartoons.”

State Socialism in Practice.

We have witnessed recently, immediately following the
passing of the Amendment Act to the Defence of the Realm Act,
-several cases of prosecution of workers for absenting themselves
from work. Thus 1s realised the dream of the State Socialists
that the State should control industry. Here it is doing so, and
a number of workers have been fined, with the alternative of
going to prison, for remaining away from work. The bare fact
of such happenings in free England needs no comment. It
shows plainly the fearful tyranny of life under a State-regimented
soclety where authoritarianism runs rife, and the individual is
subordinated to the needs of a machine which rules with a truly
aron heel. [or our part, we refuse to believe that the nationalisa-
tion of the means of production, etc.—the first article of the
Social Democrats’ faith—can mean anything other than the most
complete tyranny and soulless slavery.

Christian Cant.

The Bishop of ILondon has gone to the front to convey, as he
-8ays, a message to the soldiers, and to bless their banners with
the love of the whole Church at home. By which he means, no
doubt, that he goes to give his benediction in the name of God to
those engaged in that dehumanising business of blowing German
soldiers to perdition, and scattering Belgium’s fields with blood

and entrails, in their endeavours for victory.  What dreadful

irony ! Lost, however, amid the patriotic zeal of those Christians
who pray for wvictory. Viectory! What does it mean ? ' That
~our side shall kill more of the other side than they can of ours.
We can understand a soldier with the bloodlust: on him cheer-
fully pursuing his profession of killing, for war is killing. The
whole instruments of war are designed with one object—to kill.
The whole preparation, from making a soldier’s toothbrush to

building a battleship, is for the purpose of killing. To prate,

then, of love and God is blatant and canting hyprocrisy.

A Pieé for Tole'ra'nce. - I A R
The remarkable speech of Dr. Lyttelton has caused a flutter
in certain circles, and he will certainly need all his wits if he is

to go on as he has begun to invent excuses and explanations of
what he really meant. The gist of his speech was that we could

hardly expect Germans to be other than vindictive towards

England, and that if the effect of the war was, that we made

-sixty million people hate us as they have never yet hated us, then

the war and its awful toll of human life would have been in vain. '

““Nothing we could do to establish peace in Europe,” he said,
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“ would be of the smallest value unless we proved that we were
willing to act on the principle that every nation should fully
trust all other nations, and that each nation should be able to
live and develop in its own way.” We might add here, that
Dr. Lyttelton apparently overlooked the fact that this prmcnple
should be extended not merely to nations, but to individuals ;
then, indeed, we would have a new society. Continuing, he sa.id :
““ Unless England came forward and offered to give up something
for a reason which she was trying to enforce on others, she
would be charged in perfect truth with the most consummate
hypocrisy.” He concluded by asking for the internationalisation
of the Kiel Canal, and in return the internationalisation of
(tibraltar, pointing out how unwilling Britain was to yield any
privilege or territory, some of which had been gained by
questionable means, and yet expecting peace and concord.
Truly an outspoken declaration for the Headmaster of Eton,
where our future statesmen are trained. It is just this “ What
we have we hold ” policy, the result of competitive commercialism,
which makes wars inevitable ; and whilst not holding much 1n
common with Dr. Lyttelton, we would commend his message to
the shrieking mob of editors and street boys who see naught but
bad in Germany, and all the good in England.

Down with the Drink!

The amazing effrontery with which “leaders™ and employers
take upon themselves the duty of ordering the lives of the
workers 1s nowhere manifested to such a degree as in the
agitation now going on for the prohibition of the sale of
intoxicants. Without discussing the question of whether this
form of stimulant 1s good, bad, or indifferent, we must enter our
emphatic protest against what is undoubtedly an encroachment
upon the liberty of the individual. But, they say, this excessive
drinking 1s hampering the output of work, i1t i1s seriously
menacing the supply of munitions of war, it is 1mpairing the
effictency of the men, and they will only work five days a week
instead of seven. These things may be so, but if as workers we
intend to work only five days a week i1nstead of seven, have we
not the choice in the matter 7?7 We may be committing economie
suicide, but what is that to do with the boss or the jacks 1n
office who wait upon Lloyd George and seek the power of the
State to force men to give up drinking in the hopes that they
will return to work ? The boss has his alternative. He' either
can dismiss the man or he must take the man with' all his
prejudices and principles, whatever they be. The former he
cannot do, because the demand for workers in ¢ertain trades
threatens to exceed the supply. The’ latter he is loth to do,
because it shows to the man how dependent is the boss and how
powerful 1s 'the man if he cares to use his power. We hope the
workers ‘will not ‘be cajoled into' becoming highly speeded
machines by this wily dodge. |

Judging a Judge. ' X
Writing of Justice Hawkins, Sir Edward Clarke says that
“he was the worst Judge I'ever knew or heard of. He had no
notion whatever of what justice meant, or of the obligations of
trath and fairness.” ' This Summing up of a famous Judge, who
might have been the worst of a bad lot, is not only interesting,
but contains a subtle suggestion of unconsciouns ivrony. Justice,
obligations of truth and fairness, attributes which Sir Edward
laments were absent in Justice Hawkins, we Hardly expect to
find 1in a man who is called upon to judge his fellow men, and
judge them and punish them according "to laws manufactured
and maintained for a class to -which he himself belongs, and
dictated by the needs of a society based upon injustice and
dishonour. It is obvious to the most superficial observer that
for a Judge to be animated with a sense of justice and honour, and
for ' him to attempt to introduce those qualities in his' dispensa-
tion of the law, would mean a virtual exposure of the “law as
an ass,”’ and the breakdown of a prop upon which Capitalism and
the State rest. g 4 b L gt ol



THE SCIENCE OF GOVERNMENT.

Were we to compile a text-book of the Science of Govern-
ment by a ruling class, for the use, for instance, of some young

modern aspirant to power, the testimony of all history, from
the most remote times, would compel us to divide our work into
three main chapters: the first, on the necessity of religious
instruction for the people: the second, on the necessity of
pattiotic instruction for the people ; the third, on the necessity
of diverting the revolt of the people by instituting a campaign
of foreign aggression, or by inviting the invasion of the home
country by a foreign army. Herein lies the entire science of
government by class rule.

Far deep in the history of the race, in times so remote that
only archaological research is able to piece together the social
records, arose the practice of trading on what 1s termed the
“‘religious instinct ” of man on the part of the priest class. This
term ‘ religious instinet ” is in reality but another name for the
deep, obliquely expressed desire of the partially awakened man
to become initiate in that science of mind which he dimly
divines will emancipate him from the fear which 1s ignorance,
eradicate the reflex matter-impulses which he calls his passions,
and make him altogether human, the supreme master of himself
and his environment.

To toy with, to pervert, to trade upon, to debauch, and to
frustrate this pure central instinct of life for the purposes of
oppression and plunder has been the work of priesteraft in all
ages and climes.

The first despotism, a despotism that was worldwide before
Egypb was born, was built upon the skilful and unscrupulous
manipulation of this sacred fundamental instinct. The same
despotism persists to-day. From the profound craft of the
prehistoric Druid to the polished cynicism of the medieval
Jesuit, and the vulgar cunning of his modern exemplar, the
process of manipulation persists, identical 1n essence, differing
only in form. Nothing less than universal scientific education,
such as might subsist under a Collectivist administration of
society, can ever destroy 1t. This, the Church knows well,
and herein lies the secret of her fierce rage against the modern
movement toward Collectivism, and against the sociological
analyses generally grouped under the name of the Socialist
Philosophy.

Again, it seems a truism to say that a country can belong
only to the people who own it. Yet this fact has not yet been
perceived by the great majority of the propertyless workers.
Under the careful patriotic inmstruction of the master class,
millions of men have shed, and are still ready to shed, their life-
blood, fighting for what they have conceived and still conceive
to be “ their” country, when few of them can show title to
so much as a square foot of 1t. They do not yet perceive that
the country they fight for is the master’s country, and that they
fight only because they are hypnotised by the pulpit and press
and hired orator into the insubstantial belief that it is their
“duty and glory ”’ thus to fight. Least of all do they perceive
that in nine cases out of ten they are induced to fight simply to
divert their energy from its legitimate function of enforcing
economic reform.

The third chapter of our text-book, we said, should deal with
the necessity of diverting domestic revolt by instituting a
campaign of foreign aggression, or by inviting foreign invasion,
A ruling class in deadly peril from the revolt of an oppressed
‘working class, and unable to cope alone with the conflagration
1t has 1nvoked, has, in the final analysis, only three possible
courses before 1t: First, to abandon its power to the people,
and by sufferance, 1f not by actual co-operation, to permit the
inception of a true democracy ; second, to inflame the people
through the medium of the pulpit, press, and platform, with a
false patriotism, and betray them into conflict with another
nation, thus diverting their collective will and strength from
economic reform to so-called national glory; third—and this
last method we wish to emphasise somewhat, since it is the one
chiefly favoured by the decadent ruling class of Mexico—to
invite the invasion or assistance of a foreign army.

Such assistance as 18 predicated in the last alternative is
never far to seek. The ruling classes of the world readily
support one another in the subjugation of proletarian revolts,
for here their interests are entirely mutual. A successful prole-
tarian revolt in any country of the world, however remote from
the centres of civilisation, is a tremendous menace to every
other ruling class. There remains, of course, a yet more
immediate reason for such ready assistance—the pay is good.
Be it in the form of mythical claims which are allowed by the
assisted nation in favour of the assisting, or in the form of
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secretly ceded territory, or commercial strangle-holds, the pay 1s
always sufficiently attractive for i1ts own sake. Ml

If to the uninitiated mind there seems an element of
incredible treachery and ruffianism in this violation of national
integrity and shedding of innocent blood on the part of the
ruling class in order to head off the march of the people toward
freedom and light, it can only be said that the unswerving
testimony of history—and by history we mean the systematised
researches of unbiassed investigators, and not the official or
inspired chronicles of the master class—amply attests the
constant use of this method. To the.sophisticated mind and
blunted moral sense of the oppressor such methods are neither
good nor bad—they are expedient. Any ruling class will
waste seas of blood, and drag the national honour in the dust,
rather than relinquish its grip on the throat of its victim—the
people. By the law of its being it must preserve its dominance,
or cease to be.

We have not yet dealt with the first possible course which
presents itself to the ruling class when confronted with the
growing power of the people—u.e., abdication. History bears no
record of any such abdication; its possibility i1s purely theo-
retical. But the last two alternatives with which we have
dealt above constitute the raison d’'é¢tre of nearly all the conflicts
of history. Behind war 1s found at last the terror of the master
class before the advancing Spectre of Democracy. Occasionally,
indeed, the various ruling classes quarrel among themwselves
over the division of territory, and then, before the lust of
imperial expansion and commercial supremacy has been satisfied,
hundreds of thousands of working women mourn their sons.
But this cause of war is far less potent than the others
mentioned above.

The unsophisticated mind of the working class is, and has
been, throughout the centuries, but clay in the hands of the
skilful potter—the master class. By the aid of judicious
religious and patriotic instruction, coupled with the final appeal.
in case of revolt, to the methods of foreign aggression, or invited
home invasiorn, 1t has been possible for an insignificant minority
to reign as supreme lord and master of the great majority,
systematically robbing them—through the evolving economic
systems, chattel slavery, feudalism, and capitalism—of the fruits
of their labour, and maintaining them in a state of bovine
ignorance and acquiescence during the process. This is the

entire Science of Government by class role—From “ The
Mexican People.”

SIDELIGHTS ON SOCIAL SUBJECTS.

Labour 1s bestirring itself, Labour is awakening, and fear is
in the heart of the capitalist. So much is evident from the
newspapers, which are full of appeals to Tom, Dick, and Harry
to do their duty, and not respond to the false teachings of
irreconcilables and irresponsible traitors, who would turn the
worker from his preordained task of producing wealth for his.
master. Behind all the wailings of the Press one detects a note
of nervousness, else why does Labour occupy so many valuable
columns when but a short year ago the papers were silent? It
may be that the capitalist sees he is being found out, so the
hirelings of the Press spend their time between bullying and
pacifying. The T“mes, under the title “ Misunderstandings,’
warms to the task. It first pats Labour on the back, and then
unburdens itself in the usual grandfatherly style. The men
who have dared to strike since the war are chided, and told that
““they do not understand national needs.” The wage-earners
have considered themselves a class apart, “having only rights
against the rest of the community, and no duties towards it.”
With a sigh of relief, however, the 7'imes comforts the public
with the remark that the dry rot has not gome very far, and
there 1s still some hope if Labour will only cease from cornering
the market now that the country is so dependent on it. That is
the keynote to the whole situation. Let the workers only
realise just how dependent are the profiteers, and they will
refuse to be starved, bullied, and exploited by those very masters

who despise them for their subjection and modest conception of
their own usefulness.

Just how serious is the position from the capitalist viewpoint

1s emphasised by Lloyd George in his interview with a Daily

Uitrzen representative. He speaks of the necessity of taking
Labour frankly into the confidence of the Government in the
organising of all industries that produce munitions of war.

““There .is openjng up,” said the Chancellor, “a great new
chapter in the history of Labour in its relations with the State.

[t Labour works this thing in a broad and generous spirit, and
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