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CATIOLICTTY or SOCTALISM.

A SEQUEL 10 TUE 20 LEAFLEL,

MANY of my readers will not have vead the preceding leaflet, of
which this is the sequel, and on that account, perbaps, I may be

" pardoned the repetition of its opening sentences, which give, entirely,

the aim and scope of the complete essay, and will furnish stuch readers
wvith the key necessary to enable them %o form n just estimate of the

arguments advanced in the following pages.

. «0bjections to Hocialism are invariably founded upon misconceptions of it, of
almost endless varieties, yet with this one family feature, that they all agree in re-
presenting it as a creed confined, confused, aud exclusive. Socialists who have
cut and dried schemes for the reconstruction of society are muchly to blame for
this; indeed, they share in the ervor, not Lnowing the full glory of the gonl whither
their feet nre tending. For far from being confined, gonfused, and exclusive, the
glory of Socinlism is its catholicity, that is to say, ibs universadity, its oueness, and,
its comprehensiveneas. It is universal, because hounded only by humanity ; one,
because its besnl prineiple is unity ; comprehensive, because it roceives ail religions
and nen-religions, ell nationalities and politica {affording fullest scope to the
mental activities), embraces all, and excludes none. - To give Soclalism an organiec
ieuetive, and agsign its functions with microrcopic detail, as did the old Utopians,
iu o aevicus ervor,  For it has, as yet, o definite form it iz a divine idea or spirit,
inspiting men to higher things, and gindnally asseming shape as-men respond to
the inspiration,  VWise Socialiety will give it no muore preeise definition than this,
{hnt iLs political economy is * All for all)? its religion is * Byualily,’ and its scicnce
<Unppiness.)  And the way to corraspond with the Socialistie inspiration, nnd to
forin the fulure Socislistic Slate, is to eultivate the spirit of fralernity within our-
solven ; to be missionaries of the truth in alt places and at all scasons; and to aim,
by our votes and influonce, ab gradunily substituting the community fov the ine
dlvidaal in the praduvetion and distribuation of wenalth,

v \With {nlse notions of Socinlism so prevalent it is litdle wonder that many
peopte oppose it imagining its principles to conllict with aome of {heir most
cherished beliefs and theories,  Accordingly, there are religious objeclions to i,
seicnlitis ohjretions Lo it, politienl and soaind nhjeetionn to it each of these brand
forms of Jwolesh, agnin, being divided and redivided into mavy varied moles of
disscnt. My purpose in thig easay is lo remove the abjections by demonstraling
Socinlizm to be in complele hinrmony with what is true in these differont greal
domains of thought. Traih is essential o life, no religions or philosophics can:
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long vetain vitality without it; therefore I am going to briofly examine & ;

most important beliefs of to-day, discover the sgedsgoi truth {rithiu the:nmzfic{) f.ahtcl]\g
how Socialism, like a congenial soil, would nourish and fruetify these. 'I"hc beliefs
or modos of thonght, { have selectod are~Christianity, in religion Darwinism
snd Spencerianism, in seience; Malthusianism, Land Nationalisin, Anarchism
and Capitalism, in politics and rociology.” ' '

I then proceeded with the task in hand, but had only disposed of the

three first-named beliefs when the limit of my space was reached, and -

& consideration of the others had to be postponed. to the present
oceasion.  ‘Without further preface then, space being still vzu]t?&b]c'nl
will set about the completion of my undertaking. ’

Malthusianigm.—Probably no doctrine ever promulgated has
done more to retard the true solution of social problems than that to
which the reverend T. W, Malthus has given his name. Formulated
at a time when, in the midst of mewly-attained industrial greatness
wide-spread poverty and misery presentod strange phenomena to the
British mind, and angry eyes were being turned upon the new power
of Capitalism as the cause—a time peculiarly opportune for the clear
discernment of social evils, and the effective application of remedics—
formulated at such a time, ity effect upon the cause of reform was
n;x]ost disastrous, as a brief glance at the history of that period will
show. : -

.- In the third quarter of the eighteenth -century- Capitalism ns we
know it sprang full-armned into existence. The rocent inventions of
steam and the spinning jenny, and of ‘Isbour-saving appliances in the
great iron industries, had placed a tremendous power in the hands of

the wealthy traders who could avail themselves of the new discoveries,

and the master journeyman and the small employer, who ha. i v
formed the backbone of Xugland’s proa;lr)eriyty ,a-nd in%e%r:;él?aii]g
speedily found themselves compelled to seek work in the mills and
factorios as mere wage-earners. Under the unrestricted operation of
that divine * eompetition  which Adam Smith was then preaching as a
new revelation wages quickly sank to starvation level; the labourer
could not support his fmnﬂYy though he toiled seventy and eighty
hours in the week; his wife and his children toiled, too, for their
seanty subsistence, twelve and fifteen hours a day in the hot impure
tir of the mills, or half-naked in the fouller atmosphere of ‘the coal
mines.  Collossal fortunes were made, the aristoczacy of wealth was
founded, but the dawn of the nineteenth.century .saw the Iabouring
classes plunged in ignorance, vice, and misery, and-.groaning beneath
& tyranuy more elaborate and cruel than any ever before imposed ipon
it. people.  Abroad, the pulse of Liberty beat high. - Oppression there
hiatl dotte itg work ; tho people had risen in their might, and victory had
hlesaed 1-1_10}1:1-111101"5 of revolution. The American colonists had won
Treedom valiuntly ab the sword's point, and their Declaration of Inde-
pendfmvu rang gloviously through the world; while in France the
sturving multitudes had torn down the infamous Baatille, had over-
thrown with terrible accompaniments the old monarchy, and had held
a national convention amidsh tho fire and carnage of iheir victorious
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vengeance, Iu England the inspirating influences of these successful
revolts against class privilege and domination were soon manifest, and
tond demands were made for social and political reform. William
Godwin’s noble work, “ An Inquiry concerning Political Justiee,”
sounded the battle cry of “ Human Bquality,” and keen brains and
gonerous hearts burned to do service in the great Causo.  Cobbeit,
% Funius,” and Wilkes stood forth, britliant champions of the people.
Brerything scemed propitious for reform. The moneyed and pro-
pertied classes trembled with apprehension, the lurid scencs of the
French Revolution fresh in their memories. The old, old policy of
reprassion was resorted lo; public meetings were suppressed or dis-
persed ; the liberty of the press was ruthlessly trampled upon ; orators,
writers, editors, and even newspaper prinfers were {lung into prison
as common critninaly, or ruined by lheavy fines, All this, too, made for
reform. Coercive measures have generally strengthened the cause
against which they were divected, and from a study of the siteation at
this distance of time, it does pot appear that these frantic efforts o
eritsh a popular movement would have formed any exeeption to the
rule. But at this juncture Philorophy hastened to the assistance of
Oppression, and the unholy alliance succeeded. It is ecarcely tou
much to say that a mighty movement towards political and industrial
freedom was decisively checked, confused, and broken up by a book.
That bool was the famous * Bssay on Population,” and its author was the
reverend T. W. Malthus. In this work it was pointed out; with seem-
ingly irresistible force, that there is o natural tendency and a constant :
effort in population to inereasg beyond the means of subsistonee, and
that to this fact was to be attributed all the poverty, misery, and viee
which had been charged to political maladministration and iudustrial
robbery and greed, Capitalism was exonerated, political incowpetency -
and corruption were shown to be of little moment; the chief cause of -
the terrible impoverishment of the masses, and of all the evils which
poverty brings in its train, was over-population. Fver increasing,
population must, if unrestrained, press closer and closer against the
limit of subsistence, and the procurement of food for the human
family becoming continually more difficult, that degree of poverty
must result necessary fo keep the population within she limit of sub-
sistence. This theory was supported by statisties and arithmetical
illustrations, the fallacy of which have since been demonstrated, but
which at that time had a very powerful effect. Such supports, how-
ever, were scarcely needed to convince the people for whom the book
was mainly “written of the truth it tanght. To the workingman,
slaving at starvation wages, or struggling among ‘hig fellows for the
too scanty employment, nothing seemed eclearer than that the lubour
market was overcrowded, while in his squalid home theve were
obviously too many mouths for the food supply.

The effect of this doctrine was like a fusilade of thunderboits
upon the avmy of discontent, striking panic even into the siceut hearts
of its lenders.  Im vain did the stoutest among them atiempt to or-
ganise a rally. The rank and file were utterly discomfitted. It soemed
so clear now, that after all they were their ownr oppressors, or rather,
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that Nature's was the fault, cruel mother, who multiplied thoir
numbers too rapidly in her niggard world, Not Capitalism, not the
greed of wealth, not the tyranny of law, not auy of the high powers
they had murmured against was to blame, but that instinet of hnmanity
whieh had erstwhile been deemed divine. and born of a divine com-
mand, “ Inerease and multiply.” There were too many men! That
was the real evil, and no amount of agitation for social or politieal
rights conld cure it. - ‘

Although I do not by any means endorse the Malthusian theory,
the discussion of the entive subject does not fall within the province
of this papor. I must confine myself to the points which touch upon
and conflict with Socialistic idens. In the beginning the whole theory
conflicted, and was meant to conflict, with Socialism as to the couses of
zocial evils, bub since then Malthusianism has been both developed and
modified, and many Malthusians wow are Socialists, too. But many
still believe that if only the increase of population were restrained,
most of the blessings for whicl social reformers are striving would spon-
taneously flow therefrom. Even so sensible a Malthusian as Annie
Besant seemed to think that if only the principles of the Malthusian
Lieague were universally adopted nothing else would be needed to trans-
form hell on earth into a veritable paradise.” She writes:—

E “If shis system . , . were generally adopted, how happy would be the result
both to the home and to the State! The root of poverty would be dug up, and
pauperism would deeline and at last vanish., Where now overerowded hovels stand
would then be eortfortable houses ; where now the large family starves in rags, the
small family would then live on sufficient food, clad in decent ralment ; education
would replace ignorance, and self-reliance would supersede charity, Where the
workhouse now frowns, the busy school would then smile, and care and foretiought
for the then valuable lives would diminish the dangers of factory and workvcom. . .

-+ A full possibility of life would open before each infant born into onr nation, and
there would be room, and love, and cherishing enouglh for each new comer! ™

Mz, Besant has, however, recently renounced AMalthusianism as
being oppesed to the prineiples of Theosophy, so that, unless indeed
we are to suppoeso humsh happiness itsolf contrary to Theosophical
lllrincipleu, it in evident that she no longer believes a diminished popula-
tlion would result in nll the good things so eloquently enumerated

pbove,  Hocinlists emphatieadly deny that it would have any such
Ldeairable results.  They deny that excessive population is respounsible
E,I’:ur poverly and i1 attendant evils, and they say that the causes are to
b fhum% elsewhere. They affirm that could population be adjusted in
-conforiity with the strictest Malthusian notions, and distributed in
‘Ahie shost ndvantageous manner, there would be no betterment of in-
: dividunl life, tio decrense in the proportion of poverty and misery, no
| inerenne i the proportion of comfort and happiness; the purchasing
power of wages wonld not rive, food would not be more plentiful, em-
ployment no easier of obtainment, wretched hovels would still befoul
aur civilization, the dangers of factory and workroom would still
Inecessitate State inspectors, and the workhouse would continue to
rown. They appeal to experience for support. There is no necessity
for abstract reasoning. 'Ihe question is one of simple fact. 6 is ad-
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mitted, of course, that the Malthusian ideal community has never yet
been realised, but there have been, and are now, close approximations’
to it.  Take, for instance, our own fair Australia to-day. Ieve, surely,
population is sufficiently sparse, while there is practically no limit to !
the wealth which the so1l will afford them. Malthusian principles arve |
popular among the young mazried people.  Large families are propor- f
tionately few—although, for that matter, it is obvious that in a young |
and frwitful country large familics should be the most prosperous—and
the percentage of unmarried adults is higher than elsewherc in the
worlcﬁ. Yot even here, enjoying all these advantages, we bave poverty .
in all its horrid aspeets, and with all its accompanying evils. Tt drives ;
men here to sit and erime, and women to degradation, as it does in -
older lands. It fills our pricons, our pauper houses, and our lunatic -
asylums. Here, as in older lands, thousands of willing workers seck
work they cannot find, Thousands of anxious mothers mourn over
their little ones, half fed and ragged. In Brisbane alone hundreds of
families subsist by the scant charity of government. WWages are-
falling lower and lower; already unskilled and unorganised labour is
as cheap as in England, and only by the closest and completest organi-
sation, and the sturdiest opposition to reduction, have the unions main-
tained wages at the present level. These are facts which none will
deny, and whatever differences of opinion may arise as fo the causes of
this lameritable state of affairs, T am sure that no sane person will lay
the fault upon either the parsimony of Nature, or the redundancy of
Man. ‘ '
When we thus find poverty in 2 sparsely-populated and richly-
endowed Jand, we are justfied in looking deeper than Malthusians do
for the cause, and a careful consideration of the case in older and
more densely-populated countries, where the theory under discussion
might seem fo recetve some colour, will afford us further justifleation.
For although at first blush it may seem palpable that in countries like
England and America poverty is due to excessive population, a little
reflection will impel us to a very different conclusion. - It is certainly
true that these two countries are rapidly increasing their populations,
and 1t is probably true that poverty, also, may be on the increase there,
bt the deduction which Malthusians make therefrom is totally upset
by the further fact that wealth, in both these countries, is inereas-
ingr atill more rapidly. -Professor Fawcett cstimates the increase of
Bupgtund’s population at two per cent. per annum, but the growth of
her wealth je of much higher proportion, and while the population of
the United States is doubling every thirty years, their wealth is more
than trebled in the samo space of tume. The densely-populated Bastern
States are richer in proportion than the more sparsely-populated States
of the West and South, and: the wealth of the Fastern States is ex-
celled in turm by yeb more densely-peopled England.  And it is true of
all civilised communities—as a brict consideration of available evidence
will show~~that whatever Yie the rate of jucrease in their populations,
the rate of increase in their wealth is higher still. So that, cven if
there were not positive disproof of the Matthusian theory in the pre-
valence of poverty in sparsely-populated Australia, there would sliil
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be abundant negative disproof iz the ever-increasing wealth of densely-
_peopled countries. . : T
This is the first and chief watier of dispute between the Socialist
and the Malthusian, as to the cause of poverty—a dispute which, of
course, necessarily extends itself to the question of remedies, And
now, having argued that Malthusians err as to the cause, and are in-

effectual as to the remedy, I am free to admit that they have, neverthe-

less, placed their fingers upon a real social danger. They have drawn
attention to the fact—at a time when the rapid reproduction of the
species has been elevated to the dignity of a soeinl virtue—that popu-
Latiofht inereascs ab an alarning rate, and although they have greatly
cxaggerated the matter, and although no immediate danger need be
feared, there is, beyond doubf, serious reason for apprehension of the
future.  But Socialists contend that this high rate of increase, far
from boing natiral, is abnormal, and that, instead of being the sutise of
poverty, it i¢ tho effeef of poverty; and they nrgue thag the remedy for
the evil i only to be found in the reformation of an industrial system
which renders poverty the iucvitable concomitant of wealth, reduces
Inrge musses of the people to n mere animal existence, and denies to
them all that 15 caleulated to raise man above the unbridled gratification
of amimal instinets. The class of Malthusians with whom we are
reasoning, following the lead of John Stuart Mill, maintain, on the
contrary, that any elevation of the standard of comfort and i]itélligeuce
wquld_ 1:esult in a heavier birth-rate ; but this argument is in flaprant
opposition to well-known facts. Where there ave few 'opportugit-ies
for intellectual life, as in new settlements, the birth-rate is notorjously
high, and it is in the slums of the cities, and in the hovels of the
country, that the chiidren swarm like rabbits. TPovertr is a prolific
breeder—the “full quiver” and the empty purse have ever been

| associates in misfortune. Extirpate poverty, and the population pro-

i blem would solve itself. Want, and the fear of want, being unkuown
& fuller and more varied life would open up before all, aud the ine
tellectual and spiritual side of man’s nature assuming proper dominion
the law of popuiation would resume that normal operation from which
tut’s non-complinnee with other natural laws has warped it.

Capitalism, Land Nationalism, and Anarchism.—

I have uch grouped these three modes of thonght under one head merely
lo cconomise space ; I discern a sequence.of ideas in them in relation
to Socialism. The opponents of any great reform are divisible into
three broad classes: those who fight it tooth and nail, those who meet
it half-way, and those who scorn it for its moderation. 8o in regard to
_bocmhm_n,_‘ihe _adherents of Capitalism " wage bitter war agamst it
Jand Nufionalists compromise with it, and Anarchists ignove it, or
~trasaple upon i in their eagerness to get far beyond its Eozﬂ. Now
cach” of These threo classes of opponents is animated by a greaé
Frmcgp]‘cs, and from the tenacity with which these principles have been
iold it is evident that they contain within them some of the life-giving
germs of truth. The hwman mind, fortunately, cannot long tolerate
n,ny’chm_g utterly truthless. I have therefore to show, in accordance
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with my undertaking, that these valuable germs would not be destroyed,
but would thrive best in the soil of Socialism. '
The principles of Capitalism are based upon the essential seifishness
of man. It is held that only by allowing full play to this important E
element of human nature can the business of the world be carried on
and progross be accomplished. Greed and self-seeking are declared to

“be the only sure incentives to industry and genins, and that social

gystem to be the best which offers most inducements to the exercise of
these propensities. Under Soeialism, it is said, no such inducements
would exist, great asccumulations of woalth by individuals being
impossible. Now, Socialists do not decry man's selfishness. They, too,
consider it to be a valuable trait, although not the most valuable, in |
human nature. Do they not append to selfishness when they point out !
how infinitely better off the vast majority would be under a gystem of -
Socinliem P That selfishness 18 an incontivo to effert, they mdmit, but
thoy point out that selfishness is, even now, discovering combined
offort to bo the most profitable, and is opening its eyes to the fuet that
tho system of compelition to which it has becn wedded s, after all, o
very unprofitable policy. They point out, further, that capitalists
themselves, notwithstanding loud tall of * private enterprise,” find
solf-interest best served by combination and co-operation, as the rapid
aggregation of private businesses into syndicates and trusts amply
proves. And, therefore, Socialists urge all men to combine and co- ;
operate as the best method of securing the self-interests of all. In- i
deed, * private enterprize * is rapidly dying out as Capitalism extends
its operations and consolidates its power. = Adam Smith'sdivine ** com-
otition " has resolved itself into canniballistic warfare. The bigger
Capitalist eats up the lesser, only in turn to form a fatter morsel for
one stronger than he, who, again, will fall 2 victim to another yet
more powerful, who, again, may find himself dished up for some
groedy corporation, which is then, in turn, gobbled up by a stronger
and groedier combination—and so one, until, in the end, if persisied
in, ** competition ” will have left none of the eapitalistic crowd but a
very few millionaire individuals and syndicates, who, respecting each
other's power, will finally devote their undivided appotites to the con-
sumption of the proletarian. I doubt, however, if the warfare will be !
carvied on so long; the little Capitalists will discover their wealmess |
and folly, and will make -common cause with the proletarian against |
the common enemy, the hugh capitalistic gormandizer. In doing so, .
of course, they will be pursuing their scif-interests still, as men
always do, but more intelligently than before. As sclfishness drove |
them to the folly of warfare, so will it yet drive them fo the wisdom
of co-operation and peace. ' : '
SelAshness cannobt be eliminated from the nature of man, nor
would it be desirable. Butb it may be abnormaily dereloped, and to
the detriment of higher qualitics. This is what happens under
Capitalism, which malkes sclfishness, like Polyphemus, mighty and inde-
fatigable it is true, but brutal, unserupulous, and uvintelligent, -
flicting gricvous injuries upon ifself by over-cumming, defeating ils
own ends by immoderate greed. Under Socialism selfishness would bo §
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organism, and endowed with some intelligence, so that it might pursue
its own good without hurting itself. Men wonld stl] be seif-secking,
but they would have learned the ‘golden wisdom of ca-operation ;
syndicates would still be formed, but they would be national syndi-
| cates, and the only thing exploited wotld he rich old Mother Barth,
Land Nationalism is based upon the prineiple that all men have
an equal right to the use of land ; but it a,lllg)wa private property in all
things clse as the natural reward of labour, Henry Georgo says :—

[ properly proportioned to the other attributes of tho"complex human
|
|
I
i
\
i

{ “Ths equal right of al) men to the yse of land is as clear as their equal right to
breathe the air—it is a right praclaimed by the fact of their existence. For we
cantob suppoge that some men Lave a right to be in the world, and othors no right,

s + « The right of ownetship springs from labour, o man g only righifully entitled .

1o the produes of his own labour, or the labour of someone ¢lse from whom tho
: right has passed to him.”‘

That is the Land Nationalist's creed, very happily summarised,
and it is obvious that I am under no necessity here of demonstrating
- how it harmonises with the faith of the Socialist. Tor it ja more than
harmonious—it is identical. The creed of the Georgian is the ereed of
the Socialist too. It is only when it comes to the application of their
solnmon creed to the conduct of human affairs that g difference arises
! between them. To the one, then, it demands the nationalisation of
" land only, while to the other it demands the nationalisation of labour
falso, The Socialist reasons that, granted the right of a man io the
“product of his own labour, it follows that that which eaunot be pro-
" duced without co-operation belongs equally to all the "co-operators,
Now, in our highl r-developed system of society, with its vast stores
- of inherited wealth and Imowledge, and its infinitesimal divisions of
labour, it is not possible to say that any man, or any set of men, have
“ produced anything worth the having by their own unaided, exclusive
: oxertions. Why, to the production of the very pen vwith which I write,
warriors, statesmen, poets, sciontists, miners, smiths, engravers, en-
gineers, and, in faet, all the mental and physical workers of #he world
I'rom the commencement of Tuman Life ];mvo, in the last analysis, con-
Liributed: Tt ean only be anid that the sum total of production results
%‘l‘}'mn the st totnl of bimin energy. Nor is it possible, strictly
;ﬂrrmhiug, bo nasigu difforent; valioy o the separate contributions. Al)
bie fnctors of a given product are equal, hecause without all the product
b imposaiblo, Thuy 7 contributes as much to the making of 70 as
8 does; beentisg It i¢ equally necossary to the resuls, 8o to the
produiet, eivilised society, the lowest labourer contributes equally with
the highest, and is equally entitled to an equal share in the wealth
_which rosults from the co-operated labour of all.  But as an universal
share.od-share-alike division of all forms of wealth would be as im-
preagticablo and undesizable as an actual all-round division of land,
PHocialists therofore advoeato the nationalisstion of Iabour, ag a rensgn-
. able method of complying with the demands of natural justice.  Thus
the principles of lang nationalism, carried to their Iogical eomplete-
uess, lead straight to Socialism, aad land nationalists, when experience

shall havo demonstrated the inadoquacy of their remedy for social evils, .

i i i he thread of truth,
; slow to recognise this, nor to follow '1,}153‘ ; : ;
:::;]filc!ﬁof{”}:g Tl‘:}e;cus, theyg]mld in their hands, until it brings them ouf

‘of the darksome rocial labyrinth into the full light, :mld freshness, and
‘glory of Sociniiem.

ism 1i i ig the highest of all social
f Anarchism little need be snid, It iy ig
idew]g—tmﬂa Anarchism, that is, not the mad perversions of R:n_dc}}ctl)],

- the frightful bogies that capitalistic editors conjure up in_ the
not'l;fico of “law and order.,” Tb is higher than the Socialistic 1(}(;{&1, :
?Jic&use it substitutes voluntary for compulsory U%;OJ)G 'ﬂ.t:lé)ﬂé n;;di;n‘llwc‘a: L

i £ justs sis of numan affairs. Dut :
Iove tnstend of justies the basis o Lohaize. Bub it Js now
prally admitted by Anarchists that the ideal I8 ar t gh
Eiﬁfﬂtxiurgat‘:n'en a8 ob pgosen{; constituted,lund ﬂL&tl 101}113(' “h(\}’nltr}:cal pliz;gg;
: i all have evolve
ing and perfecting processes of Socialism shall hav
lflc])in:i)f %?unmn’tyg crlm its elevated plaink of condiiet be reached.

* * £ % . % #
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