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the extinction of that private enterprise "—that is, in .the extinction of
he objects to. I venture to -fiwak-him whether
So^iaiiemj if ^realisable, would not certainly result in the ^j^mplete
'^x^nc^i^ of aU private entierprise, or what kinds of private enterprise^
soDBfe private enterprise

and

b#1iiini|«?Wo«ld:^^?esii^

feurvive?

and why?

'

tt

-

r

-

?^

^^

wii^out examination^ and with; but^ very slight
^atijadkstrionj Mr; Bax's inexact presentment of history, it is because
.Ih|i^Ieve it. absolutely irrelevant' to the question Will Socialism benefit
tlig^Engtisk people] and this is the only question I intend at present
<#^1^5i "l&^j. paife/liteost

to discuss.
16.

When

Mr. Bax says that "Christianity

—

is

through and through

Individualistic," I would ask him
if it be in any degree material to
the issue between us to explain how such a proposition is reconcilable

—

with Acts

44

ii.

;

iv.

32

?

Mr. Bax's paper occasional, but not precise^ references
to other works from his own pen and to the writings of others.
I
would respectfully ask him to requote here any words or statistics
which he may think necessary to his argument. I have hardly the
time for research outside my own bookshelves, and without exact
reference might not light upon the intended passage, and our readers
might some of them be in similar difficulty.
18. Mr. Bax makes the following statement with great confidence,
and as if one of indisputable fact
17. I see in

*'
The small capitalist is continually being thrown upon the labour-market by
inability to hold his own in the competitive arena.
Capital tends thus to become
concentrated in fewer and fewer hands, while the reserve army of labour tends
steadily to augment.
The result is increasing riches for the few and increasing
poverty for the many. The * increase of national wealth' at the present day
means increase of misery for the mass of the people."

I very much doubt whether any portion of the paragraph is true as to
this country, except the one that the " army o^ labour tends steadily
to augment ".
This I have always maintained, and have no doubt
that the evils of society resulting from tendency of population to increase until positive checks operate are of a most serious nature.
I
would, as to the rest of the paragraph, ask Mr. Bax to refer me to the
particular trades in which, during the last twenty years in England,
the small capitalist has in any large numbers been so thrown upon the
labour market. Also I would ask him whether the individual possessors of capital in England are not more numerous in proportion to
population than they were forty years ago, and whether there is not
now less pauperism in proportion to population in England than there
was forty years ago?
Mr. John Morley, speaking at Cobden Club
dinner, said
:

*• In
the years 1874-5 to 1884-5 the incomes between £200 and £1,000 per year
have increased by 30 per cent., though the population has only increased by
10 per cent. Incomes over £5,000 a year have decreased by 10 per cent. You
cdme to this as a general conclusion that the lower the income the more rapid
has been the rate of increase."

—

Does Mr. Bax dispute these figures I 1 admit that with the increasing
education of the past thirty years there is an increasing consciousness
of suffering and augmented discontent against unfair life conditions.
I have done my best to increase this consciousness and discontent in
I admit that with the increase
order to compel ameliorating changes.
of population in great centres you have limited areas of exceedingly
acute misery, disease, and crime, which are probably in excess of what
was possible in small centres of population, but I deny that there is
increase of misery for the mass of the people, and assert on the contrary that the condition of the masses in England has certainly improved during the past fifty years. As the burden of proof is on Mr.
Bax I invite him to give me the exact figures and references on which
he relies to prove the allegations I traverse. I quite admit that it is
true that there are unduly large landed estates and unduly large fortunes in too few hands. The land evil may, I think, be dealt with by
legislation under existing institutions.
The undue accumulations of
capital are a little more difficult to check, but even this may be only a
question of limiting power of bequest, of imposing cumulative tax on
inherited personalty beyond a certain figure, or of higher and graduated
income tax in excess of a certain amount. I would also submit that
the large accumulatioDS of our richest capitalists form only a small
portion of the gross national \vealth.
Mr, Bax quotes, on the authority
of Mr. Hyndman, some figures as to which he admits that he does not
know how they have been arrived at, but which he says he has never
seen " seriously controverted." I do not know wiiether Mr. Bax means
that he does not regard objection from myself as serious, but he will
see that in the debate with Mr. Hyndman, p. 30, I specifically challenged these very figures, and Mr. Hyndman, though alluding to this,
p. 34, never disputed the returns I relied on. I have not seen the other
statistics referred to by Mr. Bax.
If they are material, I should be
obliged by his giving them in detail in his next paper, as the lump totals
given do not enable me even if I understand them to do more than
challenge their accuracy.
I say " even if I understand them," because
Mr. Bax writes that money not earned by producers that is, the estimated increasQd value should be added to the income of the non-producer that is, that something not brought into existence should be
reckoned as part of the income of someone who cannot be benefitted by
this non-existent quantity.
Mr. Bax may mean something by this.
Will he kindly explain.
19. r exceedingly doubt whether Mr. Bax is right in saying that in
England "the break-up of the feudal states helped to consolidate the
power of the CroNvn." And if he did not mean this to apply to England, it is irrelevant to the issue we are discussing.
]S'or is i£ true
that the history of tliis country from the sixteenth century to the
present time "is the history of the middle or trading classes' in their

—

—

—

—
—
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ejSbrts to free the individual from the fetters of feudalism and monarchy,
to the end that on the one «ide the*:e might be -a .body l of fcee and
landless labourers, and on the other a body of moneybags 'free to exploit theBCu"
In any case Mr. Bax omits to show any connection
between these allied j^st sin» of the English trading classes :and the
proposition he has undertaken to affirm.
>
••.20. -Mr. Bax says :---'•. —
:;V
•=;,, .../.
»

i

,

—

>

^

^

r,

•

,

'

;

* ^
The meafts of the present eipIoifatiQh^ df* labour , the catise of the presdnt^HorriIts modiis opermidi ia the extraction of surplusble state of things, is monopoly.
value from the labourer by compelling him to work a whole day while receiving
only so much of the results of his labour as is necessary to keep him in bare
Remove the monopoly from the hands of individuals, and youj^do
subsistence.
^"^-^
away with the possibility of surplus- value."

This paragraph is an accumulation of inaccuracies. It assumes that
at present some unnamed individuals have a monopoly either of all
labour or of certain unspecified kinds of labour. Keither of these
assumptions is true. It assumes that there is always or generally a
surplus-value of considerable amount which the labourer has earned,
This is
to which he is morally entitled, but which he does not get.
sometimes true, but seldom to the extent suggested l^^lte^^^^^Di of the
The margin of profit over cost of proaWQPn is usually
statement.
very small. Then Mr. Bax says that by Socialism jM|^" do away with
ill be possible
surplus- value," but he does not explain how manufi
if no part of the result of labour is to go for pli
expenses of
exchange and
conduct of the works, outlay for raw material, cost
distribution, which must necessarily be incurred, whether any particular
industrial enterprise is exploited by an individual, by a corporation, or
Charles Bradlaugii.
by a community.

THE REWARD OF LABOUR.
A DIALOGUE.
Persons :

An

Scene

Earnest Enquirer, an East-end Weaver, a West-eni>
Landowner.

.•

Outside a 2Mlanthro2jical meeting on Social Science.
(Coneluded from

p. IG,*.)

But I am a stranger in London, and will
you believe it, don't know what the East-end of London is like but
I have heard of so much being done for the benefit of the East-end,
People's Palaces, Mosaic pictures, and the like, that I suppose by now
E. E. (continuing

to L.)

;

quite a pleasant place ; that small and squalid as your house is,
it at once into fresh air, pleasant gardens, roomy
it is well supplied with libraries, baths, and, in a
;
word, all the benefits of civilisation (aside) whatever that may mean.
}V. Well, sir, you suppose a great deal.
What's the use of building
a People's Palace in Hell, or putting up a Mosaic picture on the walls
of the devil's scullery.
If the parsons are right about that job, and
some of us do happen down there, we shall beat Old Scratch ; for he
will scarcely be able to make it so nasty that we shan't think we have
got back again home.
Excuse me, I told you that I was a bilious

it is

you can get out of
squares and that

subject.

No

excuse needed ; I must get on, and indeed make an excuse
I am going to say.
Perhaps both I and this frockcoated, shiny-hatted gentleman here were after all wrong in thinking
you intelligent j perhaps that's only a show eh, Mr. Landowner ? to
cover that dangerous discontent of the inferior part of the lower
orders, which is getting to be so prevalent ; and ain't you perhaps
stupid, unable to seize hold of your advantages ;
there, I don't want
to hurt your feelings, I am only speaking of you as a type of a large
E. E.

to

you

for

what

—

—

—

body

of

men.

W. ISTever mind my feelings, I shan't get in a rage ; I'm used to you
now. Well, I'll answer as a type, and say I'm no stupider than other
people, high as well as low ; and at all events I am able to do my
ivork

— come

!

E. E. (aside.) Well, the secret of the compensation to the working
classes for their inferior position does rather elude my grasp, certainly ;
Well,
like trying to hold an eel when one hasn't sanded one's hand.
(To W.) As I
let's try once more, and try the moral side of things.
understand, we have got so far you are a skilled workman, not stupid
especially, you produce useful things, and yet you are poor ; for that
is the word we use, Mr. Landowner, to express a condition of life that
you know nothing of, so that the word doesn't carry much meaning in
it for you ; nor as much as it should for you either, Mr. Weaver, because you don't know what being rich is, or what a soft and comfortHowever, I will just tell
able life it means, in spite of the moralists.
you both what being poor means, so that henceforth you, Mr. Landowner,
may attach some meaning to the word, and you, Mr, Weaver, may understand partly what the word rich means. To be poor is to live in
perpetual anxiety about satisfying the very simplest wants, and to
have all kinds of wants besides which you have no chance of satisfying.
Do you understand that, Mr. Landowner 1 no, scarcely yet, I
am afraid. Well, it can't be helped he who lives will see. And now
to my search for compensation again.
You are, as it seems, skilful,,
industrious, useful
and poor. Yet, perhaps, you may be compensated
even for that ; for you know that according to the story, in ancient
times the philosophers, whom you may look upon as a kind of reason?
abM parsons, were poor as well as useful, but they had their compeur
Let us hope that it is
sation ill being much honoured and respected.
the" same with yon, and that you are looked upon with a sort of
:

—

—

—
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veneration because you add so much to the wealth of the community
and take so little from it.
[A faint smile is observed to play on the features of the Landoivner,
^ who has been listening a little lately].
W, Yes, I thought we should get to the chaff again, or else where
working-man
have you been dug up from to ask sucli a question 1
Yes, when he's a working-man representahonoured and respected
tive.
But look here, as to the respect I'm held in, I don't want to be
vague, so I ask you to take the trouble to notice the way in which a
policeman (a public servant, mind you) speaks to an East-ender and a
West-ender ; that will enlighten you as to the respect paid to me as a
philosopher ; and as to those of ancient days, 'tis hard to understand
and apart from it being, as the old woman said, " a long way off and a
long time ago," T can't help suspecting that some of them were
Excuse me again, I am but a weaver, and therefore ill-bred.
dodgers.
E. E. Well, it comes to this, then, that you're skilful, industrious,
useful, poor, and despised
one of the lower class 1
W. Just so a working-man.
E, E, Why 1
Because I'm a working-man.
IF. Why 1
E. E. Well, well, can't we get any further than that with our
reason ?
W. No, not yet. However, here is this gentleman, an educated man,
an M.P., who has of course considered this sort of thing. Begin upon
him now. And since he has stood by and listened to me, perhaps he
won't object to my doing the same by him.
E. E. By all means stay, and if you can set him a-going when he
sticks by a word in season, / shan't grudge you.
(To L.) Well, sir,
And I like the prospect of questioning you. You are
now for it
burly and healthy looking ; your step is firm, your eye bright, your
If it were still the old slave-times of the world,
features well cut.
and our friend the weaver and you were by the fortune of war offered
to me for sale, I think I should prefer speculating in you.
You would
last longer, for one thing.
Now, without further preamble, tell me
what is your occupation ?
L. I am a landowner.
E. E. Yes, I know that. What does that mean as to the work of

A

!

;

—

—

!

—

it

?

L.

What do you do ?
Do ? Well why

—

E. E.

Fot«,

But

yours.

—

well, I

manage them

is

manage

my

estates.

And

pleasant work too, since they are
your statement quite accurate ? Come now, on your
]

honour, as an English gentleman.
L. Well, you understand ; my lawyer does, and

my

my

and

bailiff,

E. E. Yes, I

your estates

see.

Well, what else do you besides

steward, and

—not

and you have nothing to say

YoUr position is a strange ond.
to it.
Where does your £6000 a-year come from ?
L. From my property, of course.
E. E. Where does that come from ?
L. Come, come you want to know too much.
Suffice it, the pro-

*

!

perty is mine, and that I came by it legally,
E. E. Well, I might press you on that point; but as I know thit
you are your father's son, as the saying goes, I had rather ask -^e
questions I might ask you, as to where the property comes Irpift,
of a self-made man
that is, a man who has made money ; whfi^
means he has "collected" it. But now, suppose me to be a mafi
from another world, and answer me this You live softly and comfo^ably, you can have everything you want, even to the point of ^Se
satisfaction of your desires boring you, and you do nothing useful.
L. (interrupting). Does any one 1
E. E. What, not the men who supply you with food ? Well, perhaps
they don't, if that's all they do.
L. Well, you know what I mean.
E. E. No, I'm damned if I do unless 'tis "nothing" once again.
But you interrupted me with your meaningless pessimism. I say you
do nothing, and for that you have and spend the livelihood of a hundred silk-weavers. You take a great deal out of the stock of w^ealth
of the world, and put nothing into it.
As an inhabitant of another
world, allow me to ask, don't people look down upon you, jeer at you

—

:

•

'

—

for this

]

—

Certainly not I am much respected, looked up to liked even.
E. Why %
Well, I'm a good-natured sort of fellow.
E. You should be that at least, considering your easy life.
But
I wonder are you very clever % Perhaps a poet ;
no, of course not
you would have let me know that long ago but are you very clever?
L. Certainly not a poet, not even an inarticulate one ; and not
specially clever, I admit.
But look here, if I were, I shouldn't be
respected any more
I am respected because of my property, my

L.
E.
L.
E.

;

—

—

:

position.

but tell me this If
E. E. Well, I haven't much else to ask you
you were employing two workmen, and one did his day's work well
and straightforwardly and ate workman's victuals, and the other you
had to feed on venison and champagne, and his day's work came to
nothing, would you respect the second workman more than the firstas his employer, you know %
L. Of course not ; but you see I'm not in the same position as the
second workman. You see, my dear sir, the complexity of civilised
societv
in short, your question is quite wide of the mark.
;

:

-

—

managing

IF."

Oh, oh!

must put the case otherwise, then. Here is a man (pointing
who works hard and usefully and is paid for it with £60
a-year and contempt and here is another (pointing to L.) who does
nothing at all and is paid for it with £6000 a-year and respect. As an
earnest enquirer, I ask if you can tell me why 1
E. E. I

1

L. (with hesitation) Well, you heard what the weaver said, I sit in
Parliament.
W. (sotto voce) O Lord
That's what he does I
E. E, Well, I needn't follow up the enquiry further on that line, as
it's clear that that trade, when successful, consists not of doing anything, but preventing things from being done.
Do you do anything
!

else

171

*?

L. Well, I suppose you won't call shooting doing anything 1
E. E. Well, it doesn't do much service to others not even the

—

partridges.

L. Or horse-racing 1 At anyrate that's as useful as stock-jobbing.
E. E. I am happy to be able to agree with you.
W. And stock-jobbing isn't so bad as sweating.
E. E. Hilloa, my friend
That subject would lead us further, before
we have done with it let me stick to the honourable member's use!

:

fulness.

to

Weaver)

;

L. These inequalities are necessary for the maintenance of society.
Don't
E. E. But it seems to me that it is an injustice, a gross one.
you really think so too? Come, try to throw away caste prejudices,
and answer me like a man.
L. Well, perhaps it is in the abstract.
E. E. Then injustice is necessary to the maintenance of society-—

—

why %
L. Because there must be rich and poor or there would be no society.
E. E. That is saying the same thing in other words.
Again I ask,

why %
L. I

W. Like the breeches to the legless man
E. E. (To L.). Well, all this shooting, horse-racing, yachting, and
the like we had better not trouble ourselves as to its details ; it can
all be called by one generic name, can't it ?
L. Yes you mean amusement, I suppose.
E. E. You have said it.
So that your work consists in your amus-

—

—

!

;

ing yourself?

—

Yes (sadly) or boring myself.
E. E. What are you paid for it 1
L. Eh, what's that ?— paid for it 1
E. E. Yes, paid for it you can't feed and clothe yourself on the
game you shoot it wouldn't pay powder and shot, I doubt. Shall I
put it in another way ? Who keeps you 1
L. Keeps me ? I keep myself, of course.
My father used to keep
me ; he couldn't get a decent Government place for me.
E. E. Well, never mind your family history we can guess at it.
I must put my question another way, since you ivill be so obtuse.
What do you get ?
L. Oh, you mean my income'? Well, my rent-roll is ten thousand
L.

:

;

know

always will be so, that's all.
a bad look-out that's all.
[ While they have been talking, a small crowd has gathered about them,
under the impi^ession that an op)en-air meeting is going on. Enter to
them a policeman, under the same imiJression, ivho pushes through the
ring, and, seeing the Weaver, catches hold of him and gives him a rough
shake, and says, ^' Come, you get out of this. ^^
Exit Weaver, hurriedly,
glad to get off so lightly.
Then policeman turns round to Landowner,
ivho is very nicely dressed, touches his helmet, and says, " Shall I get
you a cab, sir?^' Landovmer nods and 7noves off to meet the cab, and the
small croiod disperses. Earnest Enquirer ivalks off sloivly, soliloquising J\
E. E, I must try to find out why ; for as the weaver said, 'tis a bad
look-out. Society should mean something else than organised injustice
and somewhere there ought to be the germs of a society of which no
one need ask the question, "Why does it exist?"
^Y.

Then

it

—

it's

William Morris.

:

but it doesn't come to much after all outgoings. First there's
E. E. Excuse me ; never mind those details, I am not a tax-gatherer.
What's your income, all deductions made 1
L. (blurting it out). Six thousand a-year there
E. E. Well, and what do you think the reward for doing nothing
ought to be ?
W. (eagerly). Nothing.
E. E. Yes, but I didn't ask you. What do you say; Mr. Landa-year

;

—

!

owner 1
L. Nothing.
E.E, Well, well, this is sad.
You get <£ 6 000 a-year for doing
nothing, for which our friend here thinks you ought to have nothing,

"

Driven to Madness by the Cruelties of Castle Government."

N. Y. Herald

members
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7 contains an account of the "arrival of thirteen late
of the Eoyal Irish Constabulary " who " resigned for conscience
of

from which it appears that one of them, Patrick M^Donough, " a finelooking young fellow of thirty-six," had become insane. Shortly after embarking, he commenced raving about the horrible scenes he had witnessed,
and imploring some imaginary persons to forgive hira for doing his duty.
sake,"

—

Municipal Elections in Paris. The result of the recent municipal elec^
tions in Paris has been on the whole satisfactory, for the Socialist Labour
Party have returned eleven representatives, while in the last municipal
council they were but four, hence a gain of seven seats. L^Intransigeant
gives a full list of the results of the ballot, from which we abstract for the
interest of our readers the following details
The new Council consists of 56
" Autonomistes," of which 45 are Socialist Eadieals (so to call them
!) and
11 Eevolutionary Socialists ; 13 " Opportumsts " (as against 27 in the last
:

Coi^ncil)

and 11 "Reactionaries."

>

