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4 SOCIALISM

our information about social doings in antiquity is deficient. In
our times socialism has passed through four periods. Each of
the first two ran through two stages, and the third had another
additional stage. The first stage was fiction, the last public
action. The new stage was private action. The first period was
in the sixteenth century, and began with More in his fiction of
Utopia,! and ended with the Anabaptist communism which suc-
ceeded to the uprising of the peasants. The next period was in
the eighteenth century, beginning with Morelly, who again started
the ball rolling with a romance, although a hundred years before
an isolated work of that sort had been written by Campanella.
This period ended with the conspiracy of Babeuf, when in the
seventh year of the French revolution the lowest classes unsuc-
cessfully tried to imitate the bourgeoisie in revolting, but acted
prematurely and were suppressed. Then, in the nineteenth cen-
tury, upon the restoration of peace, the third period began, in
earnest this time, and with the new feature of private efforts to
give independence to the hand-working classes, such as were
actually made by Owen and by Cabet, who had composed a
Utopian fiction, and by the followers of Fourier, who worked out
a full scheme. Like the previous writers, these would-be found-
ers were philanthropists of the upper classes — even Owen, who,
though he sprang from the labouring class, had risen to be an
employer before he engaged in such undertakings. Their failure
led not unnaturally to the last stage of public action or revolution,
in which the lower classes are to take the matter in their own
hands, though they were urged thereto first by men of the upper
classes, and are to seize the government and employ its agency
everywhere for establishing equality both in production and in
distribution. Such was the teaching of Saint-Simon, who, how-
ever, believed that the lower classes still needed to be led by men
from the upper classes; and this teaching was carried further by
Louis Blanc, under whose leadership a stinted and stunted attempt
was made to introduce it in Paris in 1848, which failed hopelessly.
After this, commencing the fourth period, the hegemony of this
party passed to Germany, where it first became distinctively a
working class movement, and immediately split into two factions,
of nationalists under Lassalle, who desired state aid for working
men’s co-operative societies, and of internationalists under Marx,
who taught the working men of all nations to unite and rely on
their own efforts. The latter faction ultimately triumphed. All
these originally called themselves “ communists ”; but this am-

1 More gave us the serviceable term, but did not write the first work of the sort.
In antiquity Plato wrote two, as is well known. A still earlier one was written by
Ezekdel, in the fortieth to the forty-eighth chapters of his book.


































































































































































58 SOCIALISM

struments of production will not be pressed till a majority of the
people in numbers and in power clearly demand it, and then the
process of taking them over by the government will be gradual.
“ There will be no coup de force.” ** At most the idea of a * gen-
eral strike ” is retained — of a strike sometime to be perpetrated,
when all labourers in a country, or in several countries, will at
one and the same time quit work and bring every industry and
means of transportation to a standstill until the capitalists give in.
Such is still the expectation of many of the working classes; but
no sensible person can believe that there will ever, in our range
of vision, be such an agreement among the scattered and ill-in-
formed labourers of any but a very small country; and it is plain
enough that the strikers would by starvation be brought to their
knees much sooner than the capitalists. Moreover, no such strike
could be carried into execution without force being exerted by
some workers upon others, and it would soon degenerate into a
bloody attempt at revolution. In default of this they will prac-
tise sabotage, and nag capitalists into surrender. This, too, will
react worse upon themselves. Not even so much as this is con-
templated by our kind-hearted socialists from the upper classes.
The process is to be wholly without the employment of force or
fraud. “ Violence,” says Hillquit, “ has no place in the socialist
programme.” #® So it was described by Bellamy, and though he
spoke of a great revolution, he meant a peaceful one.** Pressure
was to be slowly brought that would make it after a while to the
interest of the capitalists voluntarily to hand over their capital,—
the pressure of the state’s own competition, as had been advised
by Louis Blanc and by Lassalle.?® Only Bellamy, like Bebel, ex-
pected the process to begin too soon. The time set has passed,
and socialism seems as far away as ever. To-day few socialists
attempt to predict exactly when, or how soon, their projects will
be realised. At most they say the process has already begun; but
the end they refrain from foretelling.
his hopes. The world, he says, * was in sore need of release, and I suppose that
nothing less than the violence of those bombs [which nipgl_;r destroyed whole cities]
could have released it and made it a healthy world again,” pp. 277-8 (of the New
Yﬂzrzkseg}::fq. Socialism, 332, He laughs at his own early expectations, 324-5.

:i ﬂgéu?titi;ig;uiaﬁ Bellamy ** the labour parties, as such, never could have accom-
E:Sl.ﬁd anything on a large or permanent scale,” and “the followers of the red

did more harm than good, and were probably subsidised by the onents of

reform, Lookin Bnckward,‘::h. xxiv, This;g.ras like a red rag to Eehtll‘, who charac-
terised Bellamy's work as * sugared water” and Bellamy himself as “‘a benevolent
member of the middle class " who could not bear to think of his own class being
overthrown by the lower class, and who therefore could not become a true socialist,
and was nothing more than a Utopian, DMe Fraw, Preface to the oth ed.

25 A follower of Lassalle, Hasenklever, had, in fact, already described the gradual

formation of “ productive associations " and titeit_' victorious competition with private
enterprises. It is transcribed in Meyer's Emancipationskampf, 101-10.






60 ' SOCIALISM

socialism are as little unanimous as well can be. They are united,
to be sure, on the great main issues of their creed, but on the de-
tails they have as many opinions as there are sides that can be
taken. Their fundamental agreement is sufficient while they are
ony a party without power; but if their cause should ever become
imminently practical, then the details would of necessity require
to be filled in, and the disagreement of opinion concerning them
which now exists would lead to dissension of passion and conflict
in acts. Some of the details would, in fact, become the most im-
portant questions of all. Especially these two: who are to own
the expropriated capital? and how are the products to be dis-
tributed among the owners? To put off the decision of these
questions beyond the seizure is to invite a quarrel over the spoils.
A warning should be taken from what recently happened in the
Balkans, where the allies fell out after their victory because they
had not beforehand settled the question what they were going to
do with their conquests. But the socialists have not been able to
make up their minds on the above two questions, and probably
never will be able, because their own principles and the nature of
things provide no consistent answer.

In order not to win our point too easily, let us not dwell on the
resistance which the classes to be expropriated will make to any
attempt to introduce full socialism, and which, instead of being
diminished, will be increased by the growth of trusts and the wide
ramification of their share-holding and the immensely concen-
trated power of their directorates. Let us also not dwell on the
fact that the most intelligent of the lower classes are as competent
to take as good care of themselves under present conditions as
they would be likely to get under socialism, and the allied phe-
nomenon, the constant defection of the labourers’ leaders as they
rise in the economic scale, join the strata above, and leave the
lower classes in a headless state,?® except for the “ intellectuals ”
from the upper classes, whom the labourers distrust. Let us
rather suppose that these difficulties have been overcome, and
having won their first victory by destroying the present system,
the socialists are on the point of setting up and imposing their
own system,— what is it to be? Capital is expropriated from its
present owners, but who are to apprnpnate it? The collectivity,
says the g&nﬂrﬂl theory. But what is the collectivity? The work-
ing people, say the working people. They are the great body of
the people — ninety-six per cent. of them, said Lassalle, who alsn
transplanted Sieyés’s assertion from the third to the fourth estate,
that they, though now treated as nought, ought to be recognised as

20 Cf. Brooks, The Social Unrest, 3-4, American Syndicalism, g8-9.































70 SOCIALISM

interest will show itself ; for the lazy and incompetent will demand
equality of income, or at least payment of labour measured by
time ; while the active and energetic, who know that most of what
is accomplished will be their work, will desire inequality and pay-
ment of labour to be measured by efficiency. Who will decide? —
the majority? Then it may be decided one way in one commune,
and another in another; or must it be a majority of a country?
Then one country may decide it one way and another another ; or
must it be a majority throughout all the confederated socialistic
countries, in some international assembly? And suppose the ma-
jority be small, and the minority, feeling sore, be inclined to be
recalcitrant? Moreover, how about the non-workers— the
young, the old, and the incapable? It is easy now for the socialists
to be good and kind in advance, and to say that these will be
treated like children, like parents, like brothers, and will be given
the same income as the workers, or at least all that they need.
But when the time comes for the workers, in whom the real power
shall reside, to make the sacrifice, will they do it to the full extent
of the generous plan they now promise? And will the workers —
the middle-aged competent ones, upon whom the burden of society
shall really rest,— will they admit the aged non-workers, the
emeriti, who are retired and pensioned, to take part in the direc-
tion of the distribution? Bellamy would have the retired old men
and women make the appointments of officers and directors, copy-
ing the system of some of our colleges, where, in fact, the alumni
often are the supporters of the institution by their benefactions
and patronage. But Bebel would have the workers do all the
appointing or electing.®® The former method might yield better
results ; but does it appear so just to those who are doing the work,
and would they submit to it? Should the beneficiaries control the
benefactors?

If these difficulties be settled, there will come the difficulties of
measurements. Some kind of money of account may be em-
ployed. Then if incomes are to be equal, it will be simple enough
to put to every one'’s credit every year the same number of mone-
tary units. The question will then be confined to the prices of the
products. Now prices are determined by the supply and the
demand in the market, with the result that in any kind of article
a given supply is taken off by the greatest number of those who
desire it most and have other articles to give for it, and in the case
of articles the supply of which may be varied the greatest supply
is produced up to a point beyond which more could be gained by
producing something else. This at least is the case except as it

81 See above, p. 25, 0. 3.












74 SOCIALISM

retained, for lawyers at least will be mostly dispensed with. If,
as Bellamy expected, the labour-life of workmen were to be only
twenty-four years, this is but half a life-time; wherefore every
workman, while actually working, would have to support another
person in idleness, in order that when he is idling another may
support him, as each one must replace what was expended on him
when a child, and prepare for what is to be expended on him when
retired. Evidently the deductions from every farmer, miner, and
factory hand, will amount to considerably more than fifty per cent.,
and therefore equal what Marx and his followers complain of.
Moreover, if, as Marx and some socialists admit, the labourers
must be paid according to their efficiency, and the efficiency of the
so-called non-productive professions, such as teaching, designing,
and supervising, is recognised as higher than that of the manual
labourers engaged in the actual work of production, these latter
will find themselves still at the bottom of the scale, and their lot
will be so very little improved over what it is at present, that they
will be all the more discontented because of the deception that
has been practised upon them. All this is even on the supposition
that socialism is working well. It is true that much of the
deduction will come back to the hand-workers in public benefits
and future support. But to recognise this requires in the mass
the faculty of thrift, prevision, and perseverence, which 1s lacking
in so many individuals. It is more likely, then, that productive
labourers will resist such deductions, and taking the whole or
most of their products for themselves, will not leave over enough
for the managing part of the society, while the beneficiary part
(the young, the aged, and the incapable) will go in want. Capital
will not be sufficiently renewed, and when the old is used up, the
labourers will find themselves appreciably nearer to the state of
nature again. Or if the productive labourers are kept in restraint,
their principal gain will be that of security ; they must be supplied
with work, and if not, they must still be supported, as well as are
those who are provided with work. But this fact is just what will
render work indifferent to them, and so little will be produced that
all will likewise before long be reduced to poverty. The mutual
recriminations and disputes that will ensue, will only hasten the
decline into misery.

Even apart from this, when the new society is once instituted,
what guarantee is there that the work will be done and the distri-
bution carried out as intended? In a minor point, if remunera-
tion be denied to the private work done outside the hours devoted
to the public, will there not be the same tendency to underhand
evasion, itself fraudulent, and leading to contempt of law, as exists






































































































































































































140 SOCIALISM

there 1s not one possible objection to it, save the trouble of intro-
ducing it, which, of course, is magnified by the opposition of the
present beneficiaries, and those who believe themselves to be such,
of the system it would replace.

(2) On the subject of free trade as a corrective of industrial
monopoly, little may here be said. The so-called protective sys-
tem (as if it protected the whole country, though it does protect
a small part of the people at the expense of the rest) was in-
vented by the landowners, and carried to its acme by the indus-
trialists, till the latter discovered, in England, that in their sit-
uation it did not pay. But even in England free trade has not
been fully introduced, as the landowners were powerful enough
to prevent putting back upon the land the support of the state. In
our country the landowners derive no advantage from the tariff,
beyond that of shifting taxes from land to the producers. And
the producers as a body only suffer from it, though a few of
them, the largest capitalists, receive benefit from the privilege of
an artificial advantage in our market in certain lines of produc-
tion. This advantage they have utilised to its full extent by the
formation of monopolies. All this, of course, they deny, though
we have the testimony of one of them in a huff, that the tariff
is the mother of the trusts. The subject is too vast here to be
entered upon. But three remarks may be made.

The first is that the only possible substitute for the revenue
derived from the tariff is the land-tax. Until this is adopted, the
adoption of real free trade is hopeless.®® A tariff for revenue
and protection, however, may be replaced by a tariff for revenue
only. This means the levying of duties upon widely consumed
articles incompletely produced in our country, such as sugar, like
an excise on spirits, and especially upon widely consumed articles
not produced here, such as coffee and tea. Against this, our
labouring classes pmtest—fnnlishl}r, as the amount falling on
them individually is too trifling to cavil at ; yet our politicians have
to heed their protest. There%nre we have recently passed a con-
stitutional amendment permitting, as a substitute, the taxing of
incomes — the most absurd and injurious tax ever invented, with
the sole exception of the tax on legacies, likewise recently adopted
by many of our States. About these two taxes, also, there is no
room here to descant. Attention may merely be again called to
the fact that they are taxes which civilisations have hitherto intro-
duced only at the moment of their turn toward decline and have
continued during their decline, which has been helped thereby.
tion; for it does not look as if our civilisation had vigour enough left in it to make

so radical an innovation.
86 See George's Protection or Free Trade.









































































164 . SOCIALISM

this capacity to maintain the change proposed that is at present
so woefully wanting.

Meanwhile the extension of the co-operative system, the adop-
tion of the single ground-rent tax, the abolition of free corpora-
tionism, and the introduction of gratuitous justice will go a long
way toward preparing the people for a better cycle in the future.
Especially the last, on top of the others, and to some extent even
without them, would bring the true religious idea of the universe
into execution already within this world, punishing the wrong-
doers, and leaving to every one the reward his exertions entitle
him to, undiminished by the force or fraud of others. It will
elevate the moral tone of the society that adopts it, driving out the
incorrigibly bad, and gradually taking away, with the temptation,
the thought of doing evil. Then, having the exercise of equity,
people will be ready to adopt more equitable institutions, knowing
that they may be carried out. Then, if these reforms are not
sufficient to satisfy the most benevolent philanthropists, it may be
possible, little by little, to introduce the more moderate of the
socialist demands. Hardly in any other way.

A New England lady ® has prettily, though somewhat verbosely,
written a work entitled Socialism and Character, in which she
traces the influence the introduction of socialism will supposedly
have on the character of the people living under it. She would
do well if she would supplement it, if not replace it, by a work, to
be entitled * Character and Socialism,” which should depict the
character necessary in people before they could successfully adopt
and work a socialistic system. In it she might inquire how such
a character is to be produced out of the characters shown by
people — by the poor as well as by the rich, by the employés as
well as by the employers — to-day ; which inquiry would perhaps
lead her to the conclusion that it is not time yet to bother our
heads about the effects which not the coming, but the distant
socialism will have.

But that it may come in time, we need not despair. For this, the
next cycle will need to be as superior to ours as ours is to the
ancient!® But why should it not be? Wage-labour may pass
away, as slave-labour passed away, because economic conditions,
affected by moral views, made it unprofitable. It took slave-
labour a thousand years to reach that point, and it may take wage-
labour nearly as long. In antiquity nobody thought that civilis-
ation could do without slave-labour, and if any one had dreamed

o Miss Vida D. Scudder, W +

10 It was Rodbertus's opinion that socialism requires as great an advance beyond our
Christian state as ours is beyond the ancient heathen, and that it will need cen-
turies, in Meyer's Emoncipationskampf des wvierten Stondes, 74, 76.












168 SOCIALISM

undismayed, said at the Erfurt convention in 1891: “I am sure
the realisation of our ultimate purpose is so near at hand that but
few in this hall will not live to see the day.” *®* The Christians had
to abandon that expectation, when the advance of time disag-
pointed it. And so the socialists are already shedding their confi-
dence. And with this change go others, in both cases. The
Christians compromised with the world as it existed, and so the
socialists are now doing. The Christians had to renounce some of
their most cherished ideals, as impracticable,— e. g., that of non-
resistance. So the socialists will have to give up their imprac-
ticable ideals, such as that of perfect equality. And as a result,
even when Christianity itself became prevalent throughout the
Roman world, the world did not see the improvement expected.
And so we may anticipate a similar disappointment when socialists
get the upper hand throughout the world : the new world, even the
new civilisation of the next cycle, though better than ours, will
not realise one-tenth of the happy things promised by socialism.
Christianity found that it could not be managed from below: it
needed the upper classes, and a new hierarchy of its own was set
up. So socialism will become a success only when socialist doc-
trine shall have been accepted by the upper classes of society.
But, for this, its doctrines will need adaptation, which may amount
to perversion.
till, one thing is certain: the world will continue to be run by
its strongest and wisest men — if not here to-day, yet elsewhere,
and here too to-morrow. Its fate is in their hands. And they will
form the upper classes. These are the men who at present stand
in most need of improvement. It is they who need a better train-
ing, discipline, and education,®— especially in our country, where
they seem to have but two ideals — of increasing their fortunes by
work at home and of spending them in idleness abroad. Not so
much to overthrow them (for what have we to set in their place?),
but to reform them, is the crying need of the age. If they will not
learn that the management of affairs was entrusted to them not
for their own selfish ends, if they continue to cheat, to grab, and
to exult, the lower classes may again sweep them away, regardless
of consequences, and then try to rear up a new set in their place,
or erect over them a despot, who will be a thorn in their flesh, as
the emperors were in the days of degenerate Rome. This is the
amount of accomplishment in their own behalf the lower classes
18 Protokoll of the meeting Pe drgz Cf. Die Frau: We have nearly arrived at the

point * where the time is ful’ﬁ 377,
10 Cf. Pearson: * The education of the so-called upper or wealth-owning classes

is an imperative necessity. They must be taught a new morality, Ethic of Freethought,
346, cf. 348-9.































































