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SOCIALIEN AND THE WAR.

with startling suddenness st the out break of the
Buropean war those interanstional foreces broke down, on which
eivilization had relied to maintaln pesce and community be-
tween the nations. Bven the socialist international
seemed to disintegrate, and the sooislists of the varioue
countrises Joined with the non sceialists: wunanimously sup-
porting the war in Gemmany, whers the naticn is unanimous,
or in Belgiwm; dividing in England batween supportére and
opponents of the war poliaey. It would be & mistake
to consider this @8 a failure of sooialism, but more and
more, as the destrucotion progresses, the intelligent and
thinking people realize that in socislism lies the only
hope of evolding such terrible disasters in future. The
laet yesr has shown, that modern eivilisation, internstional
finsnce, srbitration treaties asnd intermstionsl law charts
oen not aveid war, bdut that war will be stopped only by
making 1t useless.

The socialist internationsl wae formed before
gocialism had become an ides meriously considerel and dis-
ensped by all thinking men of all countries, and a power
with which seoioty has to reckon in the sconomic and the
politioal fleld, and the international therefore wae more



eritionl than constructive, and ite temporary eclipse, with
s future reconstruction on constructive lines, should be
rather an sdventage to construetive socialism,

%o understand this, we must breadly coneider what
socialiom is.

Socislism is sn economic doctrine. It showe,

that the human race can enter a Just and stable conditionm

. only when all the means of production are owned by society,

Y " and their monopolistic ownership by a minority . - or by

np-rmul ecapital - ocan not deprive the preducer of a -
continuously inoreasing - part of his produet, To
illustrate: If I monufacture 1 O0C rugs during a year,
and use 800 by exchanging them for food, shelter ete., I
have 200 left ss surplus production: my private property,
gince 1 produced them. If I keep these, after a year,
or ten years, they still are P00 rugs - less if I wused or
exchanged same -~ but they can never be more. As medium
of exchange, gold has been established by eivilizagion, and
instead of keeping the surplus commodity as yuge, I would ex-
change them to money, sgainet 2 000 dollers for instance.

But now @ strange thing happens: i1f I invest these £ 000
dollars - representing 200 rugs which I made - after ten
years they have grown to 4 000 dollars, more or less, without
sny effort or work of mine, and then represent 400 rugs. I



heve thus received the additiemal 200 rugs - or thelr

money oquivelent - without producing them. Thie
means, that somebody else has received nothing for his
produet, or received less than he produced. Thie

plainly is unfair, snd therefore ozn not be maintained
for_ever, but 1t is the necessary comsequence of the

private ownership of the means of produetion: before I

can p:oauuo. I have to obligate myseif to tura over a part

of my produet to the owner of the means of production, te

have him allow m their use, and money, that is, the equivalent
of commodities, thereby becomes eapital, that iw, money which
multiplies itself without work of ite owner.

The part of the produect whiech capital recelives,
becomes additional capital; that part, which the producer
received, either is consumed, or, if saved, also becomes
eapital, and thus capital continuouely ineresses, and thareby
its sontrol over the produger, sc establishing the unstable
condition of society which we now @ee around us,

It is obvious now that pocinlism doss not mean
elimination of privete property in money or commodities, or
communism, but it nﬁu the abolishment of eapital, that is,
of the sbility of money to u“ntiply iteel? without any effort
of its owner, Socialism has nething to do with religies,
#ith nationality, or with politice - except that like



prohibition, or womene suffrage, it may be made & political
issue, and 18 80 in the sooialist partiee of all countries.
Also, it has nothing directly to do with the form of government:
while we oonsider democracy de the highest and final form of
government under socislism, other people may be able to

imagine a socialistic monarehy, or even a socialistic

thecorsey ~ and soms of the great popes of the middle ages
were close to it, and in the elergy, separated from loeal
~interest by ocelidbacy, the church of Nome slready has an
adminiptrative organization.

¥ations, ae groupe of people of similar race,
_eustoms and lsnguage, may persist under socislism, but
there oould be no war, as there would be nothing to fight
for: all the moans of production are universally availadle
to every producer, and private property is inviolate and no
finanical interests exist, War thme could bring sbout
ne change in anybedy'sm condition, and preparstion for wir.
armaments and militarism would ceane as useloos,

Thus univereal peace and the elimination of war,
is a necessary result of socialism, but it is no more
socialism than Mr, Carnegle i# a socialist, and within our
present oapitalistic soclety, socialiste may well 4iffer
whether and how far war armements and militsry preparation

may be necessary.



The socislist internationsl - especially in
thom countries, where socialism had noi yet advanced to
the power of earrying out a construotive poliey ~ had
taken s etand ageinet preparation for war umior any con-
dition, and been antinational rather than interaationsl,
and therefore, when the nations of Iurope considered -
whether rightly or wrongly is not for ue to declde -
that their vital interests require decision by war, and
nationelism ren high, the international was eclipaed,
and the socislist parties of the different natlons want
their separate ways: but they are still socialiste,
accepting the economic dootrine of secialiem.

There will probably be a number of attempts to
reconetruct the old international a8 an antinational, by
acoentuating those featureg,which have been 1ts weakneus
during the present crises, but these in my opinion must
remain sborftive . Socialistiec ideas have now ad-
vanced too far, to be satisfied with a mere negative
proprem of entinetionalism, anti-war, mti.nailiturﬂm eto.,
and & conetructive program iz demanded. Thus the socialist
{nternationsl will be reformed on the single prine iple of
economiec socialiem, dealing with the internationsl - but not
necesearily sntirational - aspects of the constructive work
of socialist rc«wuﬁz&ttm of society, without soattering
i1ts efforts and wastd ite energy in fighting againat things,



which are unsvoidasble under cspitalism, but which would vanigh
88 » matter of course with the soocislisation of soclety,

such as war and militarism ete. then, by oombining the
constructive forcee of all the nations, guch an international
will be a power controlling the destives of the werld.
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