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“we see on every hand, cannot |

Revolutionary
Postuare.”

By 8. P. B.
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6 The

International Socialism in  South
Africa- has concentrated on two current
matters of burning interest here and
now, the war and the native worker;
or, as the 1.5.Li. constitution has 1t,_
“*Anti-militarism and Industrial Union-

“1sm.’”” To the opponent, whether con-

servative or reformist, these two seem

“each an 1solated fad, disconnected with

each other, or with any comprehensive

29ystem. liven tho acudemic Soclaligt

from his cold eminence 1s apt to con-
sider them mere. passing 1ssues. Thas
only shows that such erties do not dis-
cern the rewson for both, namely, the

essential revolutionary W()rking-(;jlzm"s ’
posture of Sociglism, “which indeed
oives 1ts special local sigmpeance  to

Industrial Umonisnr. It 1s  because
Soclalism means  revolution that 1t
places the economice class struggle pre-
cminent, and suffers no denial of that
hoht, no faltering 1n 1t, no truce, still
less any truck with national or other
struggles competing with 1t or militat-
Ing a;},amqt it, particularly struggles
dictated by the capitalist class, and 1n-
deed expressing, like the present world
slaughter, the fine ﬂowor and last World
of capritahism itself.

For exactly the same revomtlonary
reason, Socialism insists on such union
of Labour as may be competent to see
the class struggle through by supplant-
ing the capitalist clags and capitalist
system ; that®is why ‘‘Industrial Union-:
ism’ is essentin] as contrasted with -
T'rades Unionism, all the workers com-
bined instead of just each gkilled trade
as such, and why therefore: the inclu-
sion of the nethermost dog of industry,
the native worker, becomes 3 matter of
front rank policy.

Based- on anything less than the
basis of the revolutionary Labour
movement, the burning questions of
the War and the Native Worker de-—
generate 1nto mere paclﬁsm w hich, a

stand on its own bottom; and mere
negrophilism, which oven the Capital-

1st. Chuarch can endorse.
So little 1in common-has Internatlon-

al “Socialisin  with mere pacifisin, and
Industria] Unionism with mere negro-

philism, that we get significant praise
for the ‘‘International’’ from frie nds of

~the aborigines who regret our anti-

mlhtal 1sm, or from opponents of
“‘patr 10t15m " who, however, canno
abide: what they call our “‘Kaffir’’

policy: We want the applause of

neit'hm - neitther that Which  boos

‘vou're a \Val-on-warlte ' nor of that
which can’sneer “You’re friends of the
niggers.”’ But once realise that the:
fun(hmental tyranny. of the modern
world 1s not Pru*sma.msm nor racial
dominance, but economic slavery, and
the . rest-follows. . You must become g
““War-on-warite’’ and ‘‘friend of nig-

)

gerg,”” and a good deal more too, all

together; and if you are a paci ﬁst 16

1s not for the sake of peace at any price;
if a negrophile, it ig not for slobberlng

over Jim: Sl‘atpenoe——-vou are both, be-

cause your gospel in each case is

“Workm's af the Wor]d unite !



