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THE ORGANIZATION OF THE SOCIALIZED
STATE B

" SOCIALISM is a movement world wide in extent; in every

civilized country -1 is attracting the attention and support

.. of large sections of the people. Such a' world-wide move-
‘ment ‘must have world-wide causes. Nor are these causes
- difficult to find. Everywhere the masses of the people are

‘smarting under a sense of- economic injustice; everywhere

-“they "see’ that the marvelous industrial progress of the last-

century has borne but inadequate fruit for the working
masses; everywhere they experience that while untold il

“lions accumulate in a few hands, the ¢ondition of the masses

is. but little improved. This injustice Socialism proposes

to remedy, and it must be admitted — it would bg Acolish.-
" 10 deny — that on the surface it would appear as if it could
* provide this remedy. - I have, however, gained the convic-

tion- that this appearance is misleading, that far from secur-
ing to the massés of the people a greater share in the wealth
which they help’ to produce, it would actually curtail the
share which the vast majority of them now receive. Nor

" “would this be the only evil. Man does not live by bread

alone. There are higher boons than material wealth, Free-

“dom, equality of rights, the purity and joys of family life—

these are the highest fruits of the social state. For the par-
tial attainment of these boons generation after generation

" of men have sacrificed wealth and lLife itself. . Socialistn must

not only stop. further progress in these directions, but will lead
to the loss of the progress so far made, will wither the fruit

: o_f all. the ‘sacrifices which humanity has made in- its long
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and Weéry upward strugele. 1 therefore oppose Socialism,

not because I believe existing social arrangements to be just
and good. On the contrary, for the last fifteen years of my
life T have done all that my powers permit to show their in-
justice, and point out what I conceive to be the remedy.

. T oppose it because it offers a stone for bread; because the

remedy which it offers is no remedy, but a poison which
would corrode the whole life of the social body.

‘T'o prove this charge is the object of these lectures. To do
so in one lecture is an impossible task. I have, therefore,
been forced to divide the subject under three heads, and to
devote a lecture to each. To-night, T intend to bring before
you the avowed changes which Socialism proposes to effect
in our industrial organization, and some of the unavowed
consequential changes which the adoption of these proposals
must inevifably proveke, In the next lecture, I intend to
bring before you a picture of the economic outcome of So-
cialism, showing that it must culminate in industrial retro-
gression and consequent universal poverty. In a third lec-
ture, I intend to deal with the poljtical outcome of Social-
iem, showing that its inevitable result must be such a-despo-
tism on the part of its bureaucracy; such slavery for the
rest of the people, as has not been approximated even in the
worst days of Roman Cesatism, and that this slavery must
be accompanied by a loss of all the virtues which we a5 a peo-
ple value most highly. -

COMPLEXITY OF PRESENT INDUSTRIAL ORGANIZATION

Before entering upon the Industrial proposals of Socialism,
permit me to show, however inadequately, the real nature of
the existing industrial organization which Socialism proposes
to destroy. We live in a world in which no one can lead
an independent life. Every one of us is dependent upon the
help of all others for the satisfaction of his desires and the
maintenance of his life. FEvery article which man can use
is the result of a vast system of world-wide, voluntary, and
uncomscious co-operation.  Take, for instance, this coat which

1 am wearing. In order to produce it, some men had to
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clear land and rear sheep; another group of ‘men had to

shear the sheep; another group had to clean the wool; still
another group had to dye the yarn;-yet another had to weave

the yarn into cloth; and still another group had to fashion -

the cloth into a coat, Simultaneously with these activities,

another group of men had to collect horn, and another had
to fashion this into buttons; another group had to plant and
tend cotton bushes; still another had to collect the cotton;
another had to spin the cotton into yarn; another had to
weave the yarn into cloth; and still another had to dye the
cloth in order that there should be lining for the coat. At
the same time another group of men had to plant and tend
mulberry trees; another had to rear silkworms, c¢ollect the
cocoons and unravel them; another group had to spin the
silk into thread; and still another had to dye the thread in
order that the coat might be sewed together,

Antecedent to all the activities so far mentioned, other .

. groups of men had each to mine ore, coal, and flux, in order

that another group might smelt these materials Into iron;
while other groups, spread all over the earth and far too
numerous to number, had to fashion the iron into all the
many tools and machines which were required for the many
different activities mentioned. Also antecedently, other
groups of men had to cut down trees, and still others had to
cut the trees into planks; others had to quarry slate and still

others had to cut it into shape; still others had to dig clay, .

and still others had to bake the clay info bricks in order
that yet other groups of men might form these materials
into factories, warehouses, and dwelling houses. Even this
does not exhaust the process. In order that all these vari-
ous materizls, originating in different parts of the world,
might be brought to the places where they could be most
conveniently transformed, many different groups of men
had to act as carters, sailors, and rzilway men. Antecedent

-

again to their tendering these services, thousands of dif- -

ferent groups had to perform the manifold processes which
tesulted in the production of carts, ships, and railways. Yet

other groups of men, intervening at every stage of all these
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processes, had as bankers brokers, merchants, and. store-

. keepers, to co-ordinate all these activities. And finally, in -
order that all these’ many thousand different groups of men -
could direct their energies each to. his special ‘task, thousands -

upon thousands of -other groups, also spread over the whole
earth, had to direct their energies to the production of the
many different kinds of food and other things which the for-
mer wanted.

MARVELS OF UNCONSCIQUS CO-OPERATION °

All over the earth millions upon millions of men are thus
engaged in co- operatmg with each other. All of them are
actuated by one motive only in this co-operation-— eich
secks to gain the best living he can for himself; seeks to sat-
isfy the friaximum of ‘desires with the -minimum of labor.
But in carrying out this purely selfish purpose, each of them

~also subserves. the unselfish purpose of making it easier for

-all othérs to satisfy their desires. AIll of them, MOTEOVET;
are ‘co- opcratmg unconsciously, each having only his own pur-
pose in view, and very few of them have any knowledge

of the ultimate object towards the production ‘of which their . -
labor is directed. And further, this co-operation, world-wide -
in extent, is also extensive in time.  Forty, fifty, sixty years. -
may have passed, since the first stroke of “work was done; .

which resulted recentljr in the production of this coat,

~ THE SOCIALISTIC ALTERNATIVE -

_ The industrial orgamzatmn now existing, and which So-
cialists term contemptuously “ the capitalistic system-of indus-

“try,” thus presents a picture of world-wide, continuous and’

e

unconscious co-operation almost too vast for the mind of man.

to grasp. Of all the marvelous contrivances which man has
developed, none is so marvelous as this system of co-operation,
-upon_the: certalnty, continuity, and completeness of ‘which
every one of s is dependent for the satisfaction of his desires;

upon the pérmanency of which we all count with the same .

certainty -as we do upon the rising and the setting of the

gun.’ Moreo_ver, this ‘systemy which' is cartied on uncoa-
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_ écmusly ‘and voluntarily, has been develupcd unconscmusly

No' government, no parliament, ‘no king. has created i,

~.though all of them have hampered its growth, and still
hamper. it. It ha.s__gmwn, is growing, and' is daily
L bet:dming more’ highly evolved: by the :unconscious action
" of men secking to satisfy their desires with the least
.exertion, and who in order to do this, had. to comply '
-with . the natural laws which direct the actions . of
~ man in the social state. This voluntary and unconscious
" co-operation is the framework of our civilization. . -Socialism
'condemns and intends to displace it with a system of compul-
© sory co-operation, conscmusly directed by State' authority.

That which has grown up naturally in the course of untold
centuries they’ wish to abolish in favor of an unknown, un-

tried, and artificial 'system For the natural pressure.of me-:
cessity directing man’s industrial activity, they want to substi- -
- tute the pressure of organized force. Voluntary action they
" would supplant by compulsion. For the essential demands
- of Socialism -— that upon which all Socialists are agreed, that
‘which separates -Socialism from every other political and - -

economic school — is the acquisition by ‘the State of all land,

- of all the means and opportunities of transportation, and of
all the tools, machinery, buildings, and material of industry,

and ‘the conduct by the State threugh . its officials of all and

" every industry.  The State is to-be the only owner of Jand
and industrial capital; the only .conductor of all industries;. -
- the only employer of labor; eve'ry adult, man and woman, -
Is to be employed by the State in some industrial occupa- -

tion. . Yet it may be wise that I give some additional proof

- 80 that there may be no subsequent dispute. I am going to
‘read from a manifesto published by a Joint Committee of. o

Socialist Organizations of Great Britain, which merely re-

peats the central plank of the platform of all other Social-
“istic bodies: —* There is.a growmg feeling at the. present

time that, in view of the increasing number of Socialists in
Great- Britain, an effort should be made to show that, what-
ever differences may have arisen befween them in the past,

all who can-fairly be called Socialists are agre_ed in the main. -
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principies of their thoughts and action. . . . On this all So-

cialists agree.” Our aim, one and all, is to obtain for the’

whole community, complete control of the means of trans-
. port, the means of manufacture, the mines, and the land.”

/f 'This complete revolution of the existing system of indus-
" trial co-operation is claimed as the necessary condition for the
abolition of involuntary poverty, under the conception that
competition is respansible for the misery of the masses of the
people; that rent, interest, and profit are unjust deductions
from the reward of individual labor, and that therefore the
abolition of competition, of rent, of interest, and profit is
the absolutely necessary condition for justice in the social
relations of men. These industrial changes, the monopoly
of all industry ard exchange by the State, involve certain
cbvious consequential changes, When the State owns all the
industrial capital, private Ioan capital also will have disap-
peared. "Even if some men still owned capital, as may be
‘the case in the early stages of Socialism, they could not lend
it, because there would be no security on which it could be

lent, and no interest would be allowed to be obtained for it. -

National debts are also incompatible with Socialisim, as are

all stocks, shares, and other negotiable documents. There

can be no trading and no markets, and there would be neither
necessity nor possibility for ‘money, - All transactions. being
with the State, each citizen would have a book, on the credit
side of which would be entered the value of the services
rendered by him, and on the debit side of which would appear

the value of the articles which he had taken from the gov-

. ernment stores, and of other services rendered to him by the
- State.
SOCIALIST DISPUTES AS TO LABOR'S REWARD

I have already said these are the conceptions and demands
on which all Socialists agree. Now we come to a question

on which there is some divergence of opinion among them.-

If the State owns all capital, conducts all industries, and
employs all the labor, the State obviously and admittedly be-
comes the owner of all the wealth that will be produced.

14
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But as human beings cannot live without food, clothing, and
shelter, and want various other things as well, the State
must distribute these things among the individuals; that is,
the State must give some reward for labor. Socialists
therefore propose that the State — after deducting the things
necessary for the replacement and extension of national capi-
tal — shall distribute all the other wealth produced among
the citizens. But as to the manner of doing this 2 difference
of opinion exsts. One comparatively small section advo-
cates that this reward be apportioned to each citizen in ac-
cordance with the value of the services rendered by him.
The great majority, however, declares this to be impossible,
and advecates equal reward in value, regardless of the value
of services rendered, as the only plan feasible under Social-
ism. And they are quite right; for in the absence of compe-
tition and markets, such as Sacialism aims at, it is impossible
to ascertain either the relative value of services rendered, or
the relative value of goods. Who, for instance, will say
how many hours of 1abor by a navvy equal one hour of labor
by a great landscape painter; or how many hours of labor
done by a mechanic working on a bridge’ equal one hour of
Iabor done by a great engineer in planning and designing
the bridge? Free and equal competition settles these ques-
tions with unerring certainty; in its absence, they cannot be
settled even approximately, for there is no common standard
of measurement. Likewise, the value of goods cannot be
discovered in the absence of competition and markets. Who
can say, iti these circumstances, what is the value of wheat,
when, as is the case, the same labor produces five times as
much wheat from a more fertile than from a less fertile piece
of land of equal area? Who can discover the relative value
of a pair of boots made from the best part of a skin, and
that of another pair made from the worst parts of the same
skin? Or who can discover the value of by-products which
appear. in tmany industries, and especizlly in nearly all chemi-
cal industries? Competition alone can discover these values.
In the absence of competition they cannot be discovered ; can
only be determined arbitrarily by the dictates of officials,

13




b ‘ 1f, then, Socialism were to adopt unequal rewards, these of- o
L4 ficials would have arbitrarily to settle the value of the services-
AR rendered by each worker, as well as the value of every kiad.
‘ and quality of goods; if equal reward is adopted, they would
. only have to perform the latter task. Fortunately this lat-
ter one Is not so open to corruption as the former. But in
determining the value of services, the road is open to every . A
kind of favoritism, jobbery, terrorism, and corruption. For
" those reasons the majority of Socialists recognize that equality
of reward in-value, with absolute disregard of the value of
services, is the only system possible to Socialism. In support;.
I wﬂl quote the following passage from the Fabian Essays: —

EQUAL REWARD INCOMPATIBLE WITH EFFICIENCY : _' ‘ L

“ The impossibility of estimating the separate value of each-
"man.s labor, with any really valid result; the friction which'. .
SRR would arise, the jealousics which would be provoked, the .- @ =
t.. . inevitable discontent, favoritism, and jobbery that would pre- R
' vail — all these things will drive the Communal Council into =~
the right path, equal remuneration of all workers.” :
Socialisma, which aims at the abolition of the natural law:
of competition, thus is compelled to disregard another natural
law — the law that among adults the more efficient shatl )
reap the reward of their efficiency; which, in human Society, '
- means that those who render greater services to their fellow- -
men, shall also receive a greater reward than these who ren-
der ‘smaller service.  This law, -acting through competition,
is the cause of the evolution of every form of life and of the =
evolution of human society from barbarism to- civilization.” -~ &)
This natural law, Socialism would supplant by a condition - o
in which it -would be as good to the individual to be in- -
efficient and lazy, as-to be efficient and industrious. - Hu- SR
man beings can no more disregard natural social laws — with- - ‘
" out exposing themselves to punishment — than they can dis-
“regard. the physical laws of the universe. If they create
conditions in which efficiency is deprived of its due reward,
" where it will be as good to be inefficient as efficient, two re- =~ 3
sults may be predicted. with absolute certainty, The gradual i
16
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growth towards greatef social efficiency of all men will
cease. In its place will come a gradual decline in social
efficiency, until the efficiency of all has fallen to the level

‘below which life cannot be maintained,

HOW SOCIALISTS WOULD ACQUIRE LAND AND CAPITAL

The question now arises, how does Socialism propose to ob-
‘tain possession of all the land and the industries of the coun-
try. The early Socialists propesed to do so by revolution
and sudden confiscation. But the absurdity of such schemes
has long been recognized by Socialists, and they therefore
rely upon the constitutional and gradual introduction, in-
crement by increment, of their scheme. They also recognize
that people can be far more easily induced to travel along

- the road which leads to Socialism, if the end of the journey

is kept out of sight; moreover, we constantly witness various
interests clamoring for governmental performance of services,

‘which, with a little trouble and expense, these inferests could

perform, and as experience shows, could perform better, for
themselves. Yet every restriction placed on industry, every
interference of the State with the conduct of industry, and
every assumption by the State of unprivileged industrial func-
tions, attunes the public mind to further interference, and
the accumulation of such restrictions and interferences must
gradually bring us to the nationalization of one or another
unprivileged private industry. When this has once been
started, the impetus will have been given which will rapidly
lead to full Socialism. As'a body, sliding down an inclined

‘plane, gathers impetus as it proceeds, so Socialists hope, and

hope with reason, that through restriction they may rapidly
proceed to nationalization, and that then the rest will ac-
complish itself, ‘

COMPENSATION OR CONFISCATION

The next question is, how do Socialists propose to pay for
the land ‘and all the industries of the country. Whenever

“Socialists begin to turn their projects into practice, the as

yet not wholly corrupted public opinion will compel the
17 s
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offer of some sort of compensation to dispossessed persons,

- probably in the form of interest-hearing bonds, " But they -
cannot continue to do this. For as the abolition of rent, in-
terest, and profit is one of the main objects of Socialism, the - A
socialized ‘State can continue neither. the payment of intercst,
nor the issue of interest-bearing bonds. ‘I'wo definite pro- i
posals have been made. One, originating with one of the A
leaders of Socialism in the United States, Laurance Gron-
lund, proposes to issue non-interest-bearing bonds to the value
of material assets — goodwill, patents, and other like in-
tangible assets being distegarded — and to make those bonds -
redeemable through the gradual withdrawal of goods from
the State stores. This proposal obviously involves confisca- 8
tion to a large extent. Another and more authoritative pro- . " 4
posal, coming from the Fabian Society, is to tax rent, in-
terest, and profits to a gradually increasing extent, and to
use the revenue thus obtained for the gradual purchase of in-
dustries. This proposal, however, also amounts to prac-
tical confiscation. For this taxation would gradually reduce
the value of these assets, while at the same time their owners
would themselves aimost exclusively furnish the amount paid
in compensation. Whatever plan, however, is adopted, that
full compensation will be paid or that the State continues
to pay interest on any bonds given in compensation, is abso-
lutely impossible without frustrating the main objects of _
Socialism. ‘ . }

Socialists do not hesitate to justify either of these con- i

fiscatory proposals, nor the utter disregard of the value of . f
services rendered in the reward of labor. They insist that - ]
human beings have no rights whatsoever which the State : ?
_must respect. Permit me again to prove this remarkable : !.
attitude. Lautance Gronlund, in Co-operative Common- a

awealth, writes:—“ It is society, organized society, the
State, that gives us all the rights we have. -As against the
State, the organized Society, even labor does not give us
a particle of title to what our hands and brains produce.”
Likewise, Professor Robert Flint, in Socialism, writes: —
“ Socialism denies to the individual any rights independent -

18
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. ,Of Soc1ety, and assigns fo Society authonty to do whatever
wUIE dcerns for its. own good, with the persons,.the’ facultes,

and possessions of individuals.” © The man who has no rights

TR ) slavc These guotations prove to you that slavery is the -
. essence of Socialism, and that its apostles have provided them- o
. selves' with.a moral theory which justifies any confiscation -

in which they may indulge.. .Freedom and justice they re-
gard as mere empty words. - The conception that every man

is entitled to possess and enjoy -all the fruits of his: labot is
. to them an old-world delusion; Nor is this denial of all
- human rights accidental, in the sense that some -Socialists
. may- agree with it and others may disagree. On’ the: con-
““trary, it is the inevitable butcome of the industrial proposals
. with ‘which" all ‘Socialists agree. TFor the admission of “in-
v -dividual human rights would stamp: these proposals as in

the highest degree despotic and unjust. Morally, they can-
not be defended except on the assumiption that human nghts

do not exist; that what have been so regarded are mere privi-.
~ leges granted by the State for its own purposes, and which

the. State may therefore arbitrarily abolish, This:doctrine

- brings Socialism' into " conflict . with itself; Tt starts. with

the. assertion that existing econemic conditions, based on the

- law of the State, are unjust, and that the object of Socialism
“is ta abolish State-created injustice. It finishes by declarmg
. :that the State cannot commit injustice. For injustice con-
- -sists of the mfrmgement of rights; where there are no rights
" there can be no injustice.  Thus Socialism s compelled: to
.commit inteJléctual suicide, B

SOCIALIST ORGANIZATION AND BUREAUCRACY

Permit me now to draw some further consequences which

© must inevitably arise from the adoption of the fundamental

proposals of Socialism.  If the State owns ard manages all

" industries, the State.must also create'a managing organiza-
tion, ‘and this orgamzatlon must be directed by one:su

preme-authority. For it is then no longer the free demand

of 1ndividuals -which, through competition, determines’ the
' 'kmds, qualities, ‘and quantities of goods that shall :be: pro-
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duced.. Some official: or officials in central authority -must
undertake this task. . Otherwise this inevitable result would
arise, that some kinds and qualities of goods would be pro-
duced: largely in excess of what is - wanted, while some other
kinds and qualities would be unproduced. The central au-
thority, therefore, must make itself acquainted, not only
with the amount of every kind and quality of goods likely
to. be wanted -in a given year, but it must do so for many
years in advance. - For as I have already pointed out, the
production of almost any article is a continuous process, ex-
tending' over many years;: Whether any man .or company
of . men can successfully accomplish the tremendous task of
providing many years in advance for all the manifold wants

and- desires, ever varying, of a whole nation, may well be

doubted. Certainly, our experience of the industrial effi-
ciency of . government- officials does not lead to the belief
that they can do it. But in order that the officials of tHe
Socialist State may have the slightest chance of accomplish-
ing it, however badly and inefficiently, all industrial authority
must be concentrated in one. center. Under this central
authority there must be. many authorities, each dealing with
one of the main branches of industry; under each of them
 again must be the heads of every separate factory, mine,
farm, and distribution warehouse, and under each of them
must be sub-managers, foremen, and gangers. ‘Thus, in ad-
dition to the bureaucracy now existing everywhere, there
must be creatéd another, far more numerous and carefully
graduated bureaucracy, which directs the whole industrial
affairs of the nation, as well as the daily tasks of the whole
army of workers. ' :

POWERS OoF BUREAUCRACY

Morever, this bureaucracy must also determine the kind of
Iabor which each person, man and woman, shall perform;
must direct where this labor is to be performed by each of
them, as well as the intensity with which each shall work.
For. obviously the determination of the quantity of each
kind and of each quality of goods to be produced involves

20
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the power to shift-labor from- an - occupation in. which it

has ‘become. excessive. to one .in which there is insufficient:

‘labbr. © This- again is admitted by Socialists.” August Be-
bel, the great leader of the Socialist party of Germany, in
Woman, says: —" Tf a superfluity of workers occars in

one branch, and a deficiency in another, it will be the duty.

of “the’ Executive to arrange matters and readjust the in-

equality.” 'This mecessary power ‘to shift labor fram one’

occupation to another, however, involves ‘the further power

to'shift the laborers from place to place, to determine -where'

they shall reside. For it will inevitably happen that the
new:occupation to which they are allotted ‘can be carried
on: more conveniently, or can only be carried on, in another
place than that where the'worker has resided so far, . Nor is

this all.. Young men and women entering upon their in-:

dustrial life ‘cannot be allowed to choose the kind of accu-
pation which they desire to follow. For, if they were al-
lowed to do so, too many would go into some. occupations
and ‘too few would go into others, This tendency would
be enormously aggravated by the inevitable equality of re-

riuneration. ‘The heavier and more disagreeable tasks, bring-

ing:no greater reward than the lighter and more agreeable

- ones,” the Jatter would inevitably become overcrowded.

“Therefore, the young men and women- entering upon -the

active tasks of life, would not, and could not, be allowed

to choose their own occupation. - State officials would choose

for them and determine the whole course of their life. The.

youth ‘who aspires to become a mathematician might be put

to boot-making ; one who aspires to be an engineér might be

put to:raising cattle; and the girl who desires to become a
teacher might be compelled to work in a jute factory. Nat-
ural aptitudes could not be considered, even if they were

 known to those who determine the selection. Bt in -most

cases ‘they carmmot be known at the comparatively early age

of the aspirants, for special aptitudes frequently, if not
mostly, ‘declare themiselves later in life. Being unknown,

at the time, ‘to .the workers themselves, they cannot be
known to the officials, and therefore cannot be considered.
21




“I'he ‘intensity of the exertion of every. person must also be:

" determined by these officials, for as every one receives equal
reward, 21l would necessarily be called upon to work with -

similar intensity; otherwise those who naturally would work
more intensely than others would become dissatisfied and
would slacken their efforts. "A dead level of inefficiency
would thus be reached, all working at the stroke of the
least efficient or most lazy. - In order to avoid this, the
officials must have power to punish the lazy, stupid and in-
efficient, so as to stimulate their energies. What can these
powers be? These men and women.cannot be discharged;
their remuneration cannot be lowered. ‘Therefore the only
punishment possible is personal chastisement or. imprison-
ment. The knout and the jail, therefore, threaten every
one who either is naturally slow. or otherwise inefficient,
or on whom these faylts are fastened by the. ill will of some

oﬂic:al or officials.

DISCIPLINE OR TYRANNY

- Moreover, as in all bodies regulated by graduated author-
ity — as, for instance, in every army — strict discipline must.
be: observed in the industrial army of the Socialist State,
This again is admitted. Mr. Sidney Webb, in a lecture
quoted by Sir Henry Wrixon in Socialism, stated: —“To
suppose that the industrial affairs of a-complicated industrial -
State can be run without strict subordination, without obe-

- dience to orders, and without definite allowance for: main-

tenance, is to dream, not of Socialism, but of Anarchy.”

Socialists, therefore, are right when they speak of the indus-
trial organization of Socialism as.an army. There must
prevail in it the same graduation, the same strict regulation,
the same subordination, the same unquestioning obedience
as in'a militant army. ‘The comparative freedom of our civil:
life: must -give way to the unfreedom prevailing. in the ranks
of 'the military, and with it'must come an adjustment of
character like that which military discipline produces. - Un-
questioning obedience and subordination will be regarded as
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the chlef v11'tucs, and manly mdependence of thought and

-a.ct!on, assertion of rights, and resistance to un}ust a.ggres-

sion w1]l come to be regarded as the worst of vices.

' THE PROFESSIONS—'PRESS MONOPOLY

Before leavmg this part of the subject attention must

be drawn to the fact that equality of distribution cannot
- stop at any. arb1trary line, but must prevail as to all the

members, at least all the regulited members, of the State.

o Lawyers, doctors, painters, sculptors, actors, singers, scien-
' tists, and. guthors, can .no more be allowed to earn an income
: lndcpendent of the State than architects, engineers, and.
- ‘surveyors, or exceptionally skillful mechanics. Moreover,
“all  these classes of workers must be placed under the direc- -
tive conttol of the bureaucracy, the same as any other worker,
) Pa1d by the State, they must also work under the control
‘of its officials, and these officials must ‘determine the num-

ber to be employed in eich of these ‘professions, and there-
fore must choose those who shall employ themselves in each.

"~ Any one not so chosen could only work at these professions

after he or she had aceompllshed the tasks set. for them.

Even then they could not be allowed to sell their hooks, paint-
: mgs, or sculptures, nor could the doctors, singers, actors, and

musicians claim any fee for their services. No book could
be pubhshed_ except with the approval of some State au-
thority; for the State, controlling all printing works, can,

o will, and must determine whether it shall be printed. Like-

wise, the production of newspapers and: all other journalistic

- works would be a moanopoly of the State, for newspaper

proprietors’ could no more be allowed to control newspaper
factories than any other ‘capitalist some other - factory.

Clearly, therefore, only such newspapers would and could be-

pfinted as voiced the views of the official hureaucracy Not

* only would all the wealth-of the country be centered in the

bands of the bureaucracy, not only would this bureaucracy

" have absolute control, hourly and daily throughout - their

lives, over every man and woman, but they would also have
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an absolute monopoly of the manufacture of public opinion.

No opinien could be expressed, no news could be published, -

which they desired to suppress.

DESTRUCTION OF FAMILY LIFE

Many Socialist writers advocate the most repulsive changes
in marital relations. - Other Socialists reject these with scorn.
I again say that we are nat concerned with these opinions,
but are bound to inquire what may be the inevitable changes
in the constitution of the family which the industrial organ-
ization of Socialism must produce. For that such a far-
reaching change in social relations must bring about changes
in family relations will be denied only by unthinking men.
All men-and women are to work at some industrial task;
men and women are to have equal rewards. These condi-
tions must powerfully affect existing relations. Women
whose energy Is expended in industrial work, cannot preserve
the comfort or even decency of individual households as
well, Even if they could manage the additional work,
it would be done perfunctorily, their interests lying -else-

where. They could not depute details to domestic servants,.

for, as a result of equal reward, domestic service would no
longer exist. Father and mother having each their indus-
trial tasks to perform, would also be unable to rear their
own children. Thus home ties would be diminished, and
the maintenance of a separate home for each family made
almost impossible.  Men and women would all live in large
ledging-houses run by the State; children would be handed
over at as early a period as possible to the care of the State.
To these causes, destructive of all that holds a family to-
gether, must be added the economic independence of women.
Who can doubt that the ultimate results of these changes
weuld be destructive of the monogynic family as we know it
that they would lead to the utmost license in sexual relations
and to a formation of character in the children, removed
from all family influence, far different from that which ali
decent parents now aim at. However, this is a part of the
subject with which I intend to deal more fully in a later
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lecture. Here it is sufficient to have shown that the re-

& sults openly aimed at by the more extravagant Secialists;
- and denjed with ahselute honesty by others, are an inevitable

result of the industrial proposals upon which all Socialists are

~agreed.

CONCLUSION

Permit me now to recapitulate the conclusions arrived
at. Socialistm would transfer te the State, without adequate
compensation, all the land and capital of the country, and
would establish an additional, numerous, and well-disci-

‘plined bureaucracy to. manage zll the industrial activities of

the country, and to distribute some of its results to private
citizens. All the men and the women of the country would
be at the absolute command of this bureaucracy with regard
to-the place at which they were to reside, and the kind and
quantity of work which they were to perform, and all would
receive the same wages with absolute distegard of merit.
Domestic service would be a thing of the past. Separate
family homes would give way to common lodging-houses;
children would be separated from parents at the earliest
age, and' the rock on which our civilizatien is built, the
monogynic marriage lasting throughout life, would gradually
disappear. Even if the bureaucracy were to be absolutely
honest, even if all its members were actuated solely by pub-
tic and not by private interests, it still must constitute an
all-embracing despotic power. Freedom, individuality, and
independence would be displaced by universal slavery;
variety of life would give way to a dull uniformity; all
the sweetest and purest joys which life offers to men and
women would be sacrificed, and as I shall endeavor to prove
in my next lecture, all these sacrifices would be made in
vain, the uniformity would be 2 uniformity in such poverty,
as is now experienced only by the poorest in the land.
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