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The object of the Socialist party

may be summarized in a few words
the nationalization of industries. The
Socialist party believes the principal
industries of this country, upon
which the life and welfare of the com-
munity depends, should NOT be own-
ed, managed and controlled by in-

dividuals ort private corporations for
personal benefit and profit and
WITHOUT regard to the public wel-

fare, but should be conducted as a
SOCIAL FUNCTION, primarily for
the benefit of the community, by re-

sponsible agencies of the people or-
ganized for THAT purpose. Con-
cretely stated, socialism demands the
collective ownership of the principal
tools, sources and resources of
wealth production. When I say col-
lective ownership, I do not mean the
national ownership of all the indus-
tries in the country. fThe socialists would abolish pri-
vate, irresponsible ownership and
would substitute social ownership in
such form as is, in each case, best
adapted to given industry. For in-

stance, we advocate national owner-
ship of, say, interstate railroads,
telephones, telegraphs and other
means of transportation. You might
well conceive of a national owner-
ship of mines or of such industries a
are generally organized on a natural
scale, such as the great classified in-

dustries of the country. We would
probably conceive of certain other in-

dustries best managed by the state or
municipal governments.

The system of socialism, as we un-
derstand it, does not necessarily ex-

clude from private ownership and
management purely individual indus-
tries, such as the various arts, crafts
and other industries not based upon
the exploitation of labor, but based
purely upon PERSONAL EFFORTS.

The socialists find that most of the

industrial and economic and largely
the social problems also of our day
are due to the private ownership of
the tools and other instruments of
wealth production; that such prob-
lems have arisen with the really re-
cently established system of private
ownership of the social tool. Cor-
responding with this change the
modernizing of industry a logical
change and a just change would have
been to transform the ownership of
the social machine to a SOCIAL
OWNERSHIP along with the other
transformations of industrial ele-
ments from individual into social. In
other words, if society, by modern-
izing industry, has deprived 1,000 in-

dividual workmen of 1,000 individual
tools by which- they had been in the
habit of making a living for them-
selves and have. SUBSTITUTED for
these 1,000 individual tools ten s

to be operated by the same
1,000 men, the proper and JUST
transformation would have been to
place these 1,000 men, properly or-
ganized, in possession of this com-
plexity of new machinery (taking
place of the former tools) and allow-- ,

ing them to continue operating col-
lectively, but for their OWN uses and
purposes.

The evolution took a different di-

rection; while the matter of produc-- i

tion became social, and the workers
became a social SERVANT, the own-
ership of the machine remained IN-

DIVIDUAL. It drifted into the hands,
say, of a lucky mechanic, who, for
some reason or other, could make the
first start, or perhaps the person who
never had anything in common with
the industrial, process at all but
MERELY had the capital to furnish
the new machine or factory to work,,
in!

So that this operation of function
and ownership has resulted in the.
creation of the capital and labor
classes.


