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MonTtHLY ; ONE PENNY.

THE MATCH GIRLS" STRIKE.

A ¥Ew weeks ago Society was shocked and astonished at the revelations
which were made concerning the wages paid to the girls of Bryant and
May’s factory at Bow. The shock was intensified by the fact that three
Mewmbers of Parliament and fifty-five clergymen of the Church of Eng-
land were shareholders of the company and received last year a dividend
of 23 per cent, whilst the wages of the adult women employed in the
factory averaged (according to the statement of the secretary) 11s. 2d.,
and those of the girls from 3s. to 9s. a week. The average wage was
httle enough, but human beings cannot live on averages, and many
young women with families to support were carrying home bs. and
78. 6d. at the end of a week, during which they had toiled from half-
past s1x 1n the morning until eight at night. And the wretched wage-
rate was turther reduced by the exactions of the company. Contrary
even to the law of the exploiting classes, deductions were made for fines,
3d. and 6d. for a very little mistake or carelessness, and to buy mate-
rials and brushes, and the girls were forced to eat their scanty meals
amidst the phosphorous fumes of the factory. 'The result of the latter
was 1n many cases ulceration of the jaw-bone. Directly a woman
appeared with a swollen face, the foreman ordered hea to have her
teeth drawn on pain of dismissal. One pregnant woman refused, fearing
miscarriage from the shock. She was instantly turned adrift.

This shameful system of oppression was exposed by our comrade
Annie Besant in her weekly paper the Link, and a copy of the state-
ment of these wrongs and what Sociahsts think of them given to every
girl in the factory. At the same time the Fabian Society exerted them-
selves to enhghten the shareholders of the company by private letters
and to induce the public to boycott the matches.

The foremen were 1nstructed to direct the girls to sign a statement
that Annie Besant's charges were untrue. In three departments of
the factory the women (between 1300 and 1400) retused. * You had
spoken up for us, we weren't going back on you,” said they atter_to
Mrs. Besant. 'The foremen tried terrorism. In one department a
young girl who supported an invalid mother by her work, was threat-
ened with dismissal ; still she and all refused. Next morning she was
dismissed on a frivolous pretext, whereupon the whole factory threw
down their work and came out on strike One of the finest examples of
spontaneous united action on record; and the first decided revolt
amongst the working women of London.

The company gave in in twenty-fourghours. The dismissed girl was
to be graciously permitted to resume her chains.  But no.  Success
gave the women courage. T'he girls who bhad been dismissed tor giving
information to Mrs. Besant should be re-engaged, the tines and deduc
tions should be stopped, and above all the * penmes” restored. A
penny 1n the shilling, 1t seems, had been’deducted from the wretched
wages to pay childreu to carry trays of matches up and down stans for
the makers. Some time ago the children’s help was cut oft; the makers
must carry their own trays, but the penny was still deducted and went
——to swell the dividends.

For two weeks the strike went on. Bryant and May threatened,
denied, abused. They were going to prosecute Mrs. Besant, the whole
was i tissue of lies; the strike was a causeless interruption of honest
profit-getting stirred up by the devihish arts of the Sociahsts. The
middle-class  press rang with accusations and  counter-awccusations,
Soclalists and sympathisers (atar oft) with Socialism have now got so
much hold of l.ondon newspapers that when they chose to pull the
wires they can produce a considerable noise. The tacts of the case got
pretty well aired despite the eflorts of the reactionaries. A strike
fund was started and subscribed to by the general public wath consider
able liberality. Mr. Bryant who 15 & member of the National laberal
Club, heard of an unpleasant movement amongst the members calling
for his resignation. -Finally, the muner arvcle of the arstocracy ot
labour, the London Trades Council, were mduced to take up for the
first tiine 1n their existence, the cause of unskilled, unorganised labour,
and send a deputation to interview the directors of the company. At
that interview soft sawder and the mutual compliments ot capital and
labour were for a moment cast aside, the old fighting spirit ot trades
lllli“‘lli!‘il]l ﬁll()Wb‘{l itaH Lt'(’tll Oonee 1ore. lrlwlIH l‘t'll]'l'h'l‘llt-ill].\'t‘h Uf llli) Ol
pany were dumbfounded by a declaration that the skilled and organised
workers of London were determined to put a stop to the vile oppression
of the matchmakers, even it to do so they had to issue a boycott agaanst
Bryant and May’s matches i every workshop i kngland.

Meanwhile the young women stood by one another with the sune
brave and generous enthusiawsm which had anmimated thew trom the
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first. They marched down to the House of Commons, where a deputa
tion told their grievances and showed their worn, white faces in the
lobby. 'They held a series of meetings out and indoors and listened with
iterest to Socialist speeches.  Their courage, steadfastness and de-
termination drew sympathy from all sides.  The tide of public opinioh
set so decidedly against the company and its big dividends, that they
gave 1n unconditionally.  The managers had not known the real state
of aftanrs ; they were in truth hrimming over with humanity 1if the grls
had only realised it ; all fines and doductions were to be abolished (the
company could be prosecuted for levying them, and questions were
asked about this in the House of Commons); Mr. Bryant out of his
great generosity 1s gommg to build a diming hall for the women (under
the factory acts 1t is illegal for workpeople to eat in the work room) ;
and the company will graciously permit their white slaves to form a
trade union.

So wretched are the conditions of the masses of working men and
women to-day that these seraps and shavingy of « {'flllllll'f"lllliH;L‘ with jus-
tice look hike a great victory. It 18 but rarely that so much 1s gained
by a strike. The news that the company will declare a dividend of
15 per cent. for this half year, instead of 224 per cent, tills us with
triumph |

The excitement 1s over; the strikers have won, and society has gone
back to its former position, thinking that everythiug necessary has beeu
done for the employees of Bryant and May. The Members of Parlia-
ment will go on making laws for the benetit of themselves and their
class) the fifty-five clorgymen will preach peace and goodwill towards
men, and the match-givls with themr starvation-wages will be forgotten.
But how much has the conditiou of the girls materially altered 2 What
has been their reward for their noble devotion and endurance? 1t 1s
true that the firm has made some concessions:; but when we come to
consider that then girls still have to work 1n a poisonous factfory for
imhumanly long hours) for a wage of from 3s. to 125 a week, we can
searcely see that they are much benefited.  But seociety 1s satistied, and
that 15 all that 1s desired by the people who are ever ready to hide the
effects of the present system.

The strike of the match girls may be jorgotten by society, their suf-
ferings may continue, but the moral effect of their action remains. The
spontaneous, united action of these unorganised and apparently sub-
missive and helpless women has given a shock to capitalist security. It
by their sudden, unpremeditated revolt they have won what they de-
sired, what 1s to prevent the same thing from happening on a larger
scale with equal suddenness and suecess? If Annie Besant and Herbert
Burrows and two or three other Sociahsts can light such a flame by
Illl'ﬁl'('ly l}l'(‘.“\{‘“ti“g l Iililili Htil,‘.(‘“li'llt {}f l}ll'il' “’l'”]lg.‘% to One ?L:']'“tll} ”f
workers, what 1s likely to be the ultnate result ot the Sociahist propa
gunda amongst the masses of the poor and oppressed ¢ If the hope of
a little relief from suftering can mspire these down trodden women with
such high courage, what will be the result to the present order of
society and the privilege of the rich, when the people have once seon
a vivid glhimpse of the reign of plenty which will sprimg from free
co-operation without masters or laws?

COMMUNISM AND THE WAGE OSYSTEM.

Lffumnurnfmu cneplires e propnuation ared a congplete e ial of the principle
"‘.’/l ]H'I:f‘f{f(:: UH*JH’)‘H/}'!:]J, whercas Social  Democracy r'mp/t'm' nu_ff/ t/e
transfer of the ownershep of land and certain porttons of capntal to
the Ntate and by wwcentaining te wage systene vocodains the pri
ciple of pravale prroperty and destrehuteon accord g to n’ffm*rfh;]

. EXPROPRIATION,

Frw Sociadists doubt that it all owner- of Lind coed manutactures, all
shareholders of mines wand radways camgrated to morrow to New Guinea
to “avilise ' the Papuas, valdwavs would run, crops e grown and
manufactures of necessaries caarled on nevertheless. W ine agreed as
to the possibility of producing all necessaries tor o commmmnnty wit hiout
haoy ing the sorl) the machinery, the capitad o shocto o the Baauds of pr)
vate owners.  We all believe that tree orgamsation- of workers would
be able to carry on production on the tavw and e the tactoryas well,
and probably much better, than at s conducted now ander the mdil-

vid il uwmﬁrhhip of the lh‘ll!i[il“hl.
“Hl- LllU S lhaet llllalllilnil\' 1lm*n 110t }}l‘t'\'.’lil uilll Lo erenee 1o [|H‘ lllli‘h—

tiolr © Hlow would the workers share the }u'mluw Ol thewr lalbour’ How
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would they exchange 1it? How many yards of cotton would be ex-
changed for one pair of boots? How many pairs of boots for a quarter
of wheat? And so on.

To this question various Soewalist rchools give such various answers
that the workers who are not very much accustomed to the economical
slang used by these schools) are often at a loss to understand what 14
advocated by the ditferent sections of the great Sociadist movement.
Let us try to throw some hght on the question.

First of all let e tell out with full frankness what I believe to be
tho real cause of these discrepancies of oprmon. Tt seems to me chiefly
due to the ambiguous words which Bocralists have imtroduced 1 order
to plaase too many persons at once, including the capital owners. 1t s
due to o want of frankness 1n expressing our thoughts and to the am-
biguous formulas which we otten use.

You often hear Socialists talking about Nationahsation of Land,
Nationalisation of Capital, and you know that anything can be under-
stood by these words, mmventod not distinetly to set forth an 1dea, but
to conceal 1ts real meaning.

Lot us drop theso words and plunly say what we want, what we ex-
poct to obtan. 1t will be the first step towards understanding one
another better.

We Anarchists, we use the word ecproprucdtion.
tion wo mnean that as soon as possible

And by expropria-
and we hope 1t will be possible
soon —tho nation, the torritory, or tho commune, which have under-
stood the necessity of this action, shall take possession of all the soil)
the dwelling houses, the manufactures;, the mines and the means of
communication, and organise themsclves i order to share 1n the most
oquitable way all the riches accumulated  within the commune, the
rogion, or thoe nation by the work of the past and present generations.

Of course, when wo see a0 peasant who 18 1 possession of just the
amount of land ho can cultivate, we do not think 1t reasonable to turn
him oft his hittle farm.  He explots nobody, and nobody would have
the right to mterfere with his work.  But if he possesses under the
capitalist law more than he can cultivate himselt, we consider that wo
must not give him the right of keepnng that sotl tor himselt, leaving 1t
uncultivated when 1t might bo cultivatoed by others; or of making others
cultivate 1t tor s benefit.

Again, when wo see o tamily mhalhnting a house which affords them
just as much spaco as under prosent avorage conditions ot hite, are con-
sidored necessary for that number of people, why should we 1mterfere
with that tamly and turn them out of thoeiwr house?  But when wo see

a palico mhabited hy i '\l’tniuh and a Marchioness, while thousands of
hi}lll,*-wt/ workers live 1 slums, we consider that tlm community has a
right to mtertere, :11111 tu SO hnw far tho palace may bo rendered habit-
nblo for thosoe over-crowdod honest workers. Nay, we suppose that
when the Marchioness can find no servants to keep her household 1
a palace, sho herselt will prefer a workman's house to her ball rooms
which would soon bo covered with mould and dust 1n
housem:ads.

Aund finally when we see o Shetlield cutler; or a Leeds clothier work
ing with their own tools or handloom, wo see no use 1 takingr the tools
or the handloom to give themn to another worker. The clothier or cutler
exploit nobody. But when we seo n factory whose owners claim to
keop to themselves the mstruments ot labour used by 1400 girls, and
consequently exact from the labour of these girls the 221 per cent profit
of which we have hoard of late, we consider that the ptmplu of London
nl'e flllly entitled to take IHIHHUHHiUll of that f;wt.ury and to let the girlﬁ
produce matches for themselves and the rest of the community o most
useful product I dare say and take what they need of house room,
food and clothing 1n return.  As to the present owners of the factory,
they may be invited each to make not five gross of boxes a day- that
would be too cruel- -but, say one or two gross of those boxes.

Such are our 1deas, and wo suppose that the word expropriation tells
all that very plainly, and neods but few commentaries to be understood.

Now, the tirst question which we must ask our Socialist triends from
other schools thuan ours) 15 this . Are they prepared to endorse the above
ideas of expropriantion ! And it not, to what extent are they prepared
to abohsh the private ownership ot capital. At least] to what extent
do the

What may happen durimg o revolutionary period 1 mean during a
poriod when old and rotten mstitutions are undergomge a rapid remodel
ling  what nwey happen during such a pertod't How tar the recon-
Htru{'tinn -u*;'/[ Lrey, nnhtuly (it 11 ff!l'l‘lt*“, Bllt W'}l.‘it wWe aro h()lllltl to
know 15, How far are we ourselves prepared to go t For what shadl we
~trive {  For the expropriation on a grand reale of which 1 have Just
spoken; or for a tew partial measures which may or may not be an ap-
pl'mu'h to that.

We must exactly make up our minds upon that subject, because ns
]u];g we we have not done alB s 1t 1= o use to discuss about the rernunela-
tion of labour.

[f somebhody savs< for collectivists do, that the
dwelhine houses themr present
owners, then he s hound to advocate also the mmantenancee of the wage
system 1 one shape or another, will not per
mit o worker to dwell 1o his house unless the worker pitvs the owner 1
some kind ot s
which tht‘ owner may he able
likes

Mumt I priviate owne v=hip e any of the tour great de partiments of
nocessaries without which man cannot work tl\\ullm;__;r-,( Jothes, food, and
istruinents of Libour and vou e compelled to mamntian the wage
systen. And ot would he s of time 1t we Anaorehst Comn
munists were to discuss with vou abont the advantages of Communism
y Ol think 1t

tho absence of

yoaim ut ulmllmhmg it !

Instince, #=< 1miny

mu=t remaan the prvate property  of
The owner of the house

1O ey bank note<, or hours of Lhibony {'}u-!{!um

to exchange amanst any cominodities hea

.[H: dimonds, Stheron ~iables, or tre --h atr.nx}u TTHesS 11 o ANUary.

“heeor loss

above the wage systew, a- long as NECEsSary 1o malntally
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in any form the private ownership of the necessaries for production.

With those who advocate the maintenance of private ownership, the
discussion must first turn upon the advantages and disadvantages of
that ownership. If a Land or Capital Nationaliser says that the organ-
isation of society he will advocate will be the renting of soil, manufac-
tures, and dwelling-houses by the State to private persons, or to associa-
tions of workers, then we shall lose our time in discussing how the pro-
duce ot labour must be shared. The wage-system must be maintained
under that system of private ownership and State property.

The second part of Comrade Kropotkine's paper will be published
next mouth.

Another comrade contributes the following remarks, treating the
sa1e subject.

PROPERTY.

‘jommunist Anarchism nmplies a change in the mental attitude of
men towards things as well as towards one another; a change which
will necessarily bring with 1t a change of outward conditions. It 1mn-
phies the disappearance of the 1dea of ownership.

Property as 1t exists at present 1s a claim to the absolute ownership
of things put forward by an individual or an association and acknow-
lodgod by society. lately we have seen thiy claim disputed with regard
to land.  When Lady Matheson says of her estate in the Highlands,
shall I not do what 1 will with mine own? there 18 a general and
growing feeling that the claim of any individual to hold land in such
a fashion 1 outrageous.  This woman 1s not using the land. She only
domands that we shall all help her to prevent any one else from using
it, & claim contrary to common sense, when people are ﬂtarving for want
of what she does not need.

But suppose she were using 1t 1 Suppose she were speaking not of
an estate but of a potatoe field, which sho and her family were culti-
vating ; suppose her neighbours wanted her potato field to grow cattle
fodder, and she 1 return smd, ‘““Shall I not do what 1 will with my
own " and demanded that we should all stand by her in her claim to
this property. Should we?

If we did, if we acknowledged hor absolute ownership of that potatoe
fiold as long, and only as long, as she was actually using 1t, we should
have modified the 1dea of property. We should have made some at-
tempt to limut the claims of ownership according to the merits and the
noeds of the proprietor, instead of leaving each to acquire all he can get
without 1llegal violence or fraud. But we should still be individualists
advocating rights of property, just as much as the lawyers who contend
to-day for a landlord’'s absolute nght to his estate. We should be ad-
vocates of peasant proprietorship of land, of occupying ownership of
houses, and so on.

By xo domg we should leave the root of the evil untouched. The
hard dividing line of mine and thine would remain. The ownership of
things would stall stand as a bar between man and man, crushing indi-
viduality, ahenating social feeling.

“Things are in the saddle,
And ride mankind,”

sald Kmerson ; things and the 1dea of the individual possession of them,
of getting and keeping one's own particular little pile of goods. lhlug'-q
sought and held in this spint get as 1t were on our backs and weigh us
down hke an Old Man of the Bea. They rnde our energies and aftoc-
tions, our aspirations and hopes. They put a bit in our mouths and
a spur 1n our side and guide our hves, and the more we get the closer
the bondage ; until the very rch are almost as much shackled and op-
pressed by their wealth as the very poor by their poverty. Have we
not lately heard that the younger Vanderbilt has gone mnearly crazy
beneath the burden of hiv nches? yet the fever of accumulatior
grows unchecked as long as 1t 18 fod by the temptations of private pro-
perty, and the poor are grmm{l 1ito yet lower flepthﬂ of misﬂry that the
rich may be more and more miserable. But this slavery of men to
things 18 not confined to owners of great possessions. In varying shapes
it burdens the hfe of the peasant proprietor striving and grinding early
and late to add to his plot of land, or the thnfty artisan always ready
to take bread out of his tellow’s mouth by working overtime, so that
be may add a few shillings to the httle hoard 1in the savings bank.
Tho subjection of man to the work of his hands 1s the curse which
clings to property, and we look to the destruction of the idea of pro-
yverty, to Communism, for 1ty removal.

Communism is not an arrangement for giving to each person property
in what he 13 using or equal property to all ; 1t 1s the abolition of the
idea of property, of ownership, altogether.  Does 1t seem strange to
think of things as ownerless, of the claim of mdividuals to their use
being settled by no abstract rules explained by a lawyer? When you
foel inclined to laugh at the 1dea of masterless things, recollect that not
o many hundred years ago our ancestors would have laughed at the
iden of a masterless man.  Readers of Willaim Morms's CJohn Ball’
will remember that one of the first questions the poet hears mm dream-
land 152 “ Whose man art thout!?” And when he indignantly rephes,
“ No one’s man,” the peasant at once says, *“ Nay, that's not the custon
of KEngland,” and supposes that he must have come “from heaven
down.” That 1s a perfectly true picture of Knghsh feehng four or five
centuries back, and yvet to-day the idea that every one must necessarily
belong some one else; who 15 personally responsible for him, seems
ridiculous.

One day 1t will seemn as vidiculous with regard to things,

i lml:tl(}e'ﬁeld be some one's property?  Is there no other
reasonable way of settling who s to work on it ?

The dinly experience of Russian peasants or Scoteh crofters, settles

\Vhy must
and more
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the question with regard to land. Where no abstract nrghts of
property are known or enforced, land is cultivated according to an
amicable agreement between those whose needs are concerned.  But
how about other things, how is the use of them to be apportioned fairly
unless we admit ownership?  Is my neighbour entitled rudely to inter-
fere between me and the things with which 1 have some personal rela-
tion and which are supplying my needs? 1s he entitled without any
consideration for my feelings to ride the horse I tend, to take posses-
sion of the sewing machine I am about to use, to retain my favourite
pencil in his pocket, to carry off the tea-pot given me by my grand-
mother, or insist on employing my comb and brush; to say nothing of
mtludmg himself into my room when I prefer solitude ?

If there were no way of securing respect from others for one’s rela-
tions towards things but an acknowledgement of the rights of property,
it would be little use to talk of abolishing those rights, for such respect
iy an essentiol part of human happiness. It 13 the vague 1dea that this
respect for personal relations with things depends on property, that s
the real objection to Communism in the eyes of many people. A very
real objection if property and a true human relation to things were one
and the same. But are they? 'To be sure of 1t we must consider, first,
if the acknowledgment of abstract rights of property does secure the
true human relation of men to things, and secondly, 1f 1t could be
secured on no better grounds.

First, then, what constitutes a man's real relation to things? Fither
he has created them, put his own qualities, his own thought mto them,
shaped them so that they repeat his personality, or he tends, fosters,
develops them so that to him they represent a certain portion of his
own care, affection and energy. And 1n either case he loves them with
some of the same 1nstinctive love which he feels for himselt. Thus the
author has a sense of personal relation with his book, the mason with
the house he helps to build and decorate, the housewife with the cloth-
ing she devises and sews, the gardener with the plot of ground he culti-
vates, the carter or shepherd with the animals he tends.

Again, we each of us have a sense of instinctive attachment to the
things which supply our needs in proportion as they satisty our indi-
vidual tastes and requirements as they suit our fancy. In this way
wo get attached to special tools, special workshops, special houses,
special furniture, special clothes, special sorts of food; even special knives
and pencils. By using these congenial things we can produce better
work with less effort and 1n general enjoy a fuller satistaction i our
life.

Here, then, are two very real sorts of relation between men and
things. Are they of the nature that ean be assured and confirmed by
any code of rules as to abstract rights of property?  We continually
see on the contrary that the rghts of property interfere between men
and the things with which they are most intimately and actually con-
nected. Human beings are being separated every day from their own
handiwork, and from the things that can best supply their needs) from
land, and machinery, houses, food, and clothes, in the name of rights of
property. Does the farmer consider his carter’s cluim to the horses, or
the capitalist the workman’s claim to the tools or machinery, or the
landlord the peasant’s claim to the land or the woman’s claim to the
house or room or furniture? No ; abstract rights of mine and thine
ride rough-shod over human feeling and human need and violently
divorce men and women from things which are to them a part of them-
selvos, thereby causing a frighttul amount of suttermmg, mental and
physical.

Is this necessary?  If there were no fixed hard and fast rules of
mine and thine to settle tho claims of men to the use of things, would
this suffering be ncroased or lessened 1

If society acknowledged no such rules; it 1t were Communistie, the
relation of men to things would be detoermimed as relations between
persons are in most cases settled already, 7.¢., each ease by free choice
and on 1ts own merits.  There 15, there can be no law to prevent an-
other man from coming between me and my brother, my triend or my
snweetheart.* If personal relations clash, we must arrange them accord-
ing to the circumstances, feelings and needs of the people mvolved.
There are no fixed rules, but on the whole we preserve an attitude of
respect for one another's claims. It we did not, society would be 1m-
possible and no acknowledgment of abstract legal nghtw could mend
matters.

Now suppose abstract legal mghts with regard to things done away
with, do not much the same reasons as prevent me from mtertering he-
tween my nmg]lbmlr and s friends restrian me also from carrving
nway hix tools, turning him out of his house, dviving hinm from his Lm{l
insisting on rldmg his favourite horse, plaving on his viohn, using lllh
brush and comb, wearing his coat, or running away with the silver tea
pot given him bV his gramlmnthnr? [ do not acknowledge his property
in these things, but it 1 see that he has an actual relationship with any
of them, social feclmg will instinetively ve tran me from violating it | f
[ i so unsocial & person as to be mdifterent to s paimn, still 1 shall
remember that 1 too have no abstract rights of property. As I do unto
others so will they probably do unto me, and 1t | torget this, my neigh
bours will remind me and resent unfair conduct which 1s a danger to
all of them, and a pain to the social feehng of most.

On the other hand, it 1 unfairly wish to monopohse thimgs, coats,
horses, tools, or what not, when other people are going short, and there
are no fixed rules behid which 1 can by mgenious reasoning shelter
myself from the general human obligation to share the froes of the

. l)lirill;f 1'!1':[;11‘& of oot hon LT continuouns efforts were of course made to <cecure
lt'pf:ll I'i;{lll’rﬁ Of [nl‘ill}{'rilﬁ 1) WiV ECS, W 1t h such 1l SHecess thot the ol fesnn lrt THE brero'
tooa preat extent abandoned. This sort of property was dadwavs speclally insecure
asmuch as it was liable to steal 1tselt,

common labour, this sort of selfishness will not be easy. If I am
imitating the unsocial behaviour of the Marchioness instanced by
C‘omrade Kropotkine and keeping a big house all to myself when
other people are unhealthily over crowded, 1 shall have no argu
ment to meet the clms of the over crowded people and the protests of
my neighbours agaimst my inhumamty.  The house 13 not mine, and
other people have an equal claim with myselt to be housed when there
18 house-room. If my necessities;, convenience, associations, or taste
load me to prefer certaun rooms, decidedly my neighbours would be un-
socul to attempt to oust me, but af I try to keep more rooms than |
really need, I shall have no * rights” on which to take my stand as any
oxcuse. 1 and my needy neighbours must meet as equals with equal
claims and settle the matter by mutual agreement or fight.  In our
century most of us prefer agreement, i cases where weo have no
imaginary “ rights” to back up our obstinacy. Those who have lived
i American communities say that it 1s curious how quickly the 1dea of
property fades from the mmd when 1t 18 not kept up by a social conven-
tion. How soon one begins instinctively to look on wealth as something
to be shared according to neods 1nstes ad of contended for as an indivi-
dual llght

This 18 the changed attitude towards things which 18 dawning as a
desirable I)(H“-.llll]lty upon the consclousness of our age, a change which
18 at once the motive force of the 1dea of expropriation and a security
against the lasting revival of economie slavery after the oxXpropriation 1s
accomplhished.

lit I '[: "l |Ez:ii'l

Sinco all the riches of this world

May be gifts from the devil and earthly kings,
I should suspect that 1 worshipped the devil

It 1 thanked my God for worldly things.

Tho countless gold of a merry heart,
The rubies and pearls of a loving eye,

The 1dle man never can bring to the mart,
Nor the cunning hoard up 1 his treasury.

WiLniaM BLAKE.

NOTES.

In spite of the ever present financial dithiculties of soc1al rebels; the
Anarchist press shows most encouraging vitahty.  Now and again a
paper disappears, but two or three others are continually Springing up
in 1ts place. This month we publish a hist ot the Socialist Anarchist
papers 1n Spanish to supplement the Itahan hst given i our June

nuinber.  In Amerca durimg the last few months the German Libertos
and  Fawr Play have respectively sprang from the Mutualist journals
Laberty mi.d Lucifer.  The Alarm which was forced to suspend puly-

heation as a fortmghtly at Chicago, has reappeared as a weekly at New
York, and 15 yet more re Hl]tltlnll.ll} in tone. 1t supphes a special need
in the party by treely openimg its columns for the statement of various
shades of Anarchist opmion and the discussion of disputed points. At
present an anteresting debate s gomg forwaand on the use of foree.

i ¥ 5

Our Duteh comrades Lhave now an organ i their native tongrue, the
Anarchist.  Ta France, the brave hittle Zdeée Owvriere at Havree, for which
Louse Michel had been lecturing when she was shot, has been obliged
to relinquish the struggle for existence, but the l’mH Anarchist groups
have brought out thewr ('a fra ('That ulll vo) and a new French fort
mghtly, La ('ritegue Nociale, 15 publhished at Geneva.  So goes the tight.
W hen wearted hands drop the banner, fresh volunteers rush forward to
bear 1t aloft, and slowly but steadily the new thought forces its way
through the opposing ranks of mterest and prejudice.

% # i

We are glad to see that revolutionary Communism 1s making 1ts way
amongst our Australian comrades.  According to the rveport i the
Australian Radical of the debate of the Melbourne Anarchist Club on
June 3Jed, only Comvade Andrade opposed the 1dea of expropriation,
w hilst he opener, [. P’ Upham, @ stood up squarely for Anarchist
(‘ortmnanism. 1 he advanced pohitical thinkers ot Melbourne and the
achy aaced economne thhmmkers ol Svney seem to be 11:11!111111} intlucncing
one another, the Socsaists sodvancinge towaids Anaoechism and the An
acchists towards Communism, much as happened o the  Euaropean
[ nternational Workimg Men's Association.

* & *

By the way, why do our comrades associate Communist A narehisim
with mdividaal naones 2 Tt s not an wdeas contimed to any one man,
but for the last twenty vears has been the fiath ot the majority of
Soctalists 1 the south of I“.:Hl'nlu* artd ot the lett \k'illg_: of the Socradist
party throughout the world. T s snmply the most advanced expres
ston of the great popula movement of owr contury, and finds an echo
wherever the revolt aeamnst economie, pohitical and moval domimation
|1 In*;_:’llll to 11{*1‘!}'}' ~ti the mmuds of men

# 4 *

On the Port<smmoath Rowd, ¢lo<e to ol besedd, there have been tor
the last ten or twelve Vs bort v aeres aof e surronnded ln},' o cost |y
:|||{| \'it'iilll*~ I'llli{'illij iIWlII l]‘lll g I'i"l lrltl \\ lrIt'll. al 1o e lli S HITRE :lll;ll {ﬁ

stand tall notice boaids bearimg the toliowing  seription s Notiee,
rI1|1‘~JliLﬁﬁd’l?ﬁ \¥Ill lit‘ lr|1r~d'11tlt'i ;ltW‘tlrillt.;: { ) ]il%r. l{\' {}rllqw', _\, .l_
“;[lfﬂlll', Hall \lll 'Hn' L Lo~ e 'ﬂil.; | | l l'lll‘llhillll Hf l'l';lllllllt‘h illlll

WUUtlh hllggt:nl, d l}il*LUl'U 111 llliuiu[lll't_' 0l ll't*]ellnl alter twenty yeals ol



FREEDOM.

August, 1888

- —— o —

T -

resolute government.”  When Mr. Balfour has pacified Hiberma he
will no doubt turn his attention to this hittle plot which Thme has con-
verted into a verittable Tom Tidler's ground  "the crop ot gold and silver
which 1s to be reaped when the warnings to trespassers have been re-
placed by tempting advectisement s of butldimg lots may be ealculated to
Ful't}’ Geres at £200 poer acre L£X000), Not a bad In'niil (1)
£10 per aqve, and o bevitiful example of

i\ nim*t}'.
t he m'l;_:imtl mve-tment ot
unearned immerement.,

FREEDOM DISCUSSION MEETINGS.

ON July 13th, P. Kropotkine opened the second discussion on work
and the distrivution of wealth, by pointing out the essential mjustice ot
the wage system as a method ot distribution; and showing how even
under present economic conditions social techng has supplemented 1t by
i certain amount of distrioution according to needs. 'L he Social Demo-
crats propose to do this to a tar larger extent, the Communist-
Anarchists to base distribution on needs only.  The first part of our
comriule's paper will be found 1n another column.

T'he discussion which tollowed was even more discursive than usual,
bocause the Nocud Democrats anmmated by the strongest sense of Oppo
sition cane too late to hear the opemng speech and consequently were
roduced to the necessity ot relieving then teehimgs by generalities. 1'he
mwost pertinent of these was @ As we do not yet see exactly how and
when the Socrial Revolution will come about, 1t 15 a0 waste ot energy to
discuss the principles on which we desire that society should re-organise
it-elt.  There are not one hundred men m London or i Engeland, i
sistod comrades Mahon and Donald, propared to band themselves to
gether and  hght for Sociabisne To which Comrade Kl‘U[mt,kilw ol
Hllt)llllt'll ll} L hl;,_:llilit';llll llitl';l“t‘l. g\ fl‘“' lllnlthH ln*fnl'u lTHU, ln*. Hilill,
Caanlle Desmoulins, cortamly not the least sanguine of revolutionists,
sard o 1t thero but twenty real republicans 1 France |
1\111[ }'UL Wi[llill tlll't'i* }t':ll':-w lllt‘ st l't'lit'r—a ot l“‘t'lltl:l“h]n ;u]{l i[y.
CCOLIOIIC Oppression were swept out ot the country, and not by the
wmiddle class rovolutionists who talked m the Convention, but by S1X

Wetl'e

SUCCessIVe uprisings ot the poasantry themselves.

Several comrades, who have been u'm'king tor some years i the
movement, dwelt on the extraordinary advance of Socrhstic wdeas in
cngland.  Four or five years ago arguments i favour ot land nation
ali~ation were met by exactly the same objections as Soctal Democrats
were now oppositng to Connunst Anaochism. John Burns (S Dk
sand that three years ago it he had slmkvu about Free Commumsin his
lm;u‘t'l'n “'l}lllll h:n'v lll‘nlmhl}' lmvu Lwo or t-hl't't' street .:'\l*:lh:-i ;l.lltl d 1l
sery mand, and yet now we get; oven an the herght of sammer; a crowded
room full of workmen to discuss this “mmpracticable ” and + VISionary
subjoct.  In an carnest and vigourous speech he deoclared  that it we
awcceept Free Communism as an adeal to day, we shall try to realise it
to torrow, quand  that Soctal Democratie tacties are only usetul as they
make for Communisin. 1t Socihsts are elected to the thHLl'y or the
Parvhament, they will be contronted there with the Communist (question
Just as Soctalists with no political posttion are contronted with 1t to-day.
He only itters with Connnmunst Anarchists an looking upon  Soctal
Democracy as a stepping stone to Communism.— He would go mto Par-
liument as o means ot propaganda, just as he would stand on his head
if that would make converts to the principles of Socialism.

Comrade Marsh mquired what would be the value of converts grained
by such means, and combatted the stepping-stone pohicy.  Its advocates
often 1 theiwr caution take a step backward mstead of forward or
advance so slowly and obtiin snely nnserable results as to dash hope and
enthusiasm  together and leave the people to drop once more mto

nlmllly. -

As some {'(lllll'ililtﬁh‘“'i“ be working overtime 1 August to make up
tor want of employment i winter, and others taking a lmlitlnﬂ_}', thie
next discussion on © Work and the distribution of Wealth,” will take
place 1 Septewher. 1t wiall be opened by Alfred Marsh with a paper
Ok WFUI‘I\' iLllll H(l{'iill Utillt_}'.” I)Eltt* illnl lll&l(‘u \\.'i]l I)U n,]jl]()[l“(jﬂ(l i“
otll' next number.
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July has been an exciting month, The most striking ineident is the death of
Jobin Mandeville, who tor the crone o having helped W O'Brien to save the
Ingston tenamtey trom rune was tpr~oned e Pullionore Jaal darig Nov, and
December bast o veans He diedd o the sthoalt ioed a0 coroner s jury has returned
aoverdiet of o RKatled throngh the bratal and anyoustitiable treatinent received while
i Lallonore Janl The mquest brooghit to bght any stianeful things which
Che Government no doubt mtended to have Kept dark, and the bhorror of 1t all was
accentuated by the ~swerde of one ot the prison doctors, who had been subpacnaed
as oo witness.  Dr. Rudley shrank from the judgment of his fellow-men for reasons
best Known to honselt and to Mro Daltour with whom he had had mterview a few
iy s previous to the cutting ot has throat,

One thing poor Mandeville s death has already done 1s to render the authorities
obf the palo whercimm Johm Dillon Tres, doubly circumspect nn the treatment of their
lplt‘t'h:lh t'|J:H'IL'1', “.’iil-ulll'. 11 1S !'t-l:ul'h‘tl, Wals illllltl_‘a{*il" il_\' tllt'
tt't'l'i|r1 TR QT T i Jl'l'__'l.'HH Lo LT 111-11;111- 1 the Hoouse ol Comttiatis, trotn thie men Ot
Woenxtord ~avine that e cselredt nde ool the entive Trish rgee for the
Lieadth and circwmstance ot Jonn Dallon, that he would have to render a striet
account ottt valuable hite and praving that betore the expiration ot Dillon's
L prisoninent thot he CBaltowr ) aond s party noghit be harled from power. So
S 1T W G T

Week alter wook discloses .-H||1|'I|lirt;_" more thfanous and more ridhiculons on the
part of the Adponisteation e Ieeloord. The exposure ol the attempts at bribery
i the Seeret Inguiry Cowrts las cansed such constertation that 1t bis not been

Cconsiderably
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found convenient to produce notes of the evidence when demanded by the counsel
for the accused, and repeated adjournments are applied for by the Cromn.

In the superior Courts, where sit_ judges who have some claim to education and
legal trauning, contempt tor Baltour s Removable Magistrates is openly expressed,
their judgments causing much wonder and some merriment. On hearing the ap-
peal concerning the lost depositions ot Wilhham O'Brien's recent trial, Baron
Dowse sugpested that the Hemovables should bear in mind that even *‘ en
brought up under Balfour's Coercion Act have rights " and proposed that when
one of these gentlemen who knew how _to do his business could be found, he
should be sent to_the British Museum.

In other cases where the Removables had refused to state a case for appeal, the
Judges ot the Queen’s Bench over-ruled their decision, Judge Morris sending word
to the Solicitor General that he declined to be a party to_any * hugger-mugger,”
and Baron Dowse proposing that that functionary’'s nickname should be changed
from * Pether the Packer 7 to ** Pether the Plausible.”

Balfour humselt has been rapped over the knuckles 1n a lower court and by one
of his Removables, inadvertently of course. Judge Kelly anent the Ennis meet-
ing reproved Colonel Turner for having arrested the poor and obscurefand allowed
the lealers to escape. ''urner humbly replied he would know what to do next
time.

The Hibernian Bank still declines to submit its books for inspection to the
Seeret Cominissioners, so Balfour has not yet laid fingers on the rents banked
under the Plan of Campaign.

Mcanwhile some more ot the generation of vipers warned of the wrath to oome
have made terms with their tenants.  One of them going so far as to admit, when
undergoing an examination as to the working of the Plan on his estate, that he
hiul recerved his rent in bulk on his tenants’ terms, and considered himself in-
debted to their priest for having brought about the settlement. Hero was a pilece
of testimony which the Commnssioners might have wished unspoken !

The majority ot those dragged before this tribunal preserve an exasperating
sillonce, or when they do speak they do not always  give evidence to please the
Iagistrates,” as was the caso with an old man ot 756, who went to prison for eight
days for no other otfence.

On the other hand the voluntary evidence for the most part reads like extracts
from ‘ Nupkins Awakened.” Fancy a sub-sheriff solemnly deposing that he had
been asked by a rude Nationalist ** Was the sun up 1”7 and another othcial charac-
Lerising as * horrible ” resolutions passed at a meeting’of the Curras tenantry such
as, “otick to the Plan in spite of Balfour and the Peclers,” and ** In the event of
more evictions be prepared to give the sheriff and bailiffs a hearty reception.”

Horrible as the latter sentiment may be 1t 18 being very gencerally carried into
effect. At the Vandeleur evictions (Kilrush) each homestead has been desolated
with considerable dificulty, and only by means of a huge battering-ram backed
by an unusually large host of bauils, police and military. To the threateniung
ritles, tuwbling walls, the rush of armed men aud the dragging forth of struggling
wounded peasants has been added the newer feature of bailiffs scrambling on to
the rcofs and blocking the ehimneys with lumps of thatching or big stones so as
to smoke the mmnates out.

Another feature at the recent evictions has been the strict exclusion of all sym-
pathisers whether priests, M.P.'s or reporters.  Balfour 18 not going to be bothered
any more by those awkward questions yput to him in the House apropos of too
Lruthful newspaper  paragraphs concerning dying ymen and women and helpless

abes.,

His prison list has been a tolerably full one since June; 117 locked up, 17 al-
allowed bail, 69 or so remanded, against 46 dismissed for lack of evidence. For
unlawful asscinbly 30 went to jail (13 were sowing seed for a neighbour) ; rnioting,
27 ; refusing evidence, 17 ; helping to barrieade, 12 (four of them being hired
carpenters) ; posting threatening notices, 2 ; refusing goods to emergency-men, 3,
cheering, 2 ; assault and intimidation, 6 (one a boy of 156 who struck another aged
11 during a game of marbles, not sent to prison this time but bound over to keep
tho peace under a section of the Coercion Act); allowing cattle to trespass, )
(3 months hard labour); inciting unknown persons to assemble unlawtfully by
wearing League card in hat-band, 15 inciting,to same by other means, O ; speech-
making, 3, resisting baihitts or police, 6 ; groaning police, 4; reproaching a neigh-
bour for assoclating with mewmbers of the R.1,C., 1 (14 days h. 1.); retaking pos-
session of hovels, 2 (oue an old woman over 4 hundred, kindly permitted by police
Lo tike her shroud mto prison); carryilng arms, 1.

The cost of collecting the Whelehan blood-tax in Co. Clare has absorbed the
whole amount, and the collection round about Mitchelstown for Constable Leahy
18, we are glad to say, faring no better.

GERMANY AND AUSTRIA.

In conscquence of the recent renewal of the minor state of siege in Leipzig and

Its neighbourhood, 110 persons have beon expolled trom the place.
In Vienna a carpenter, Juseph hrahl, wno was 1in 1886 expelled from Breslau as

all Anarchist, has shot a police-agent by name Pocter.
ITALY.
Italian workmen appear to grow impatient of bearing the yoke.  As they ex-

pericnce that strikes, wnen Kept within the bounds ol wegality, are a farlure, they
nHow resort to allegal means 1noorder to torce thell fdsters to near andl compiy

with thewr demands. At Miaghano (near Bielia) the sprnners have revolted
against their overseer and inthicted on him a severe lesson. A suntiar energetic

attitude was displayed by the workmen of the Sugar felining «oinpsiny at aeva-
rolo, when they saw their demands tor better pay rejected widh coaleinpt by the
master of the factory. The same 1n many other places ; msurrcction amongst
tactory slaves 18 the order of the day.

SEPALN.

I'he Anarchist press has been enriched by two new organs, La bhandira K ya
of Madnd, and Ziwerra y Libertad at Barcelona.

Iu order that our readers may appreciate the spread of Anarchism 1 Bouthern
Kurope, we supplement our June list of Italtan Anarchist journals by the sub-
Joined catalogue of those at present pubhished in the Bpanish tonguae - —

Kl Productor (tne Producer), Adcracia (A-cratia, or no-power), Lwerra y Libertad
(Lind and Freedom), all three at Barceiona; £40 LProductor (the Producer) Havana
(Island ot Cubu),;, £0 Socralismo, Cadhz;, La Bawdiera Hoja, Madnd ;. Lrerra g
Labertal (Land and Freedom), Gracta; La Bandira riga (the red Banner)

COrun.
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Al communications to be addressed to 1'he Eduor o) KFrRekpoM, Leaflet ress
19 Cursctor Street, L.C.  Office howrs, Howduys, 5 to o p.m. Dureng these
howrs a member of the Freedom Group will always be at the office.

FrervpoM carn be obtained in London from W. Recoes, 185 Fleet Street ; the
Freethought Pablishueg Company, 65 Fleet Street [ the Sociulist League
Otfice, 15 Farragdon load, to.C; or ordered through a newsagent.

Receivin., Frecdom Publication Fund A Friend, per G. S, o0 Laterature—

H . (o, 105,
Notice. Tuie wholesale price ot Freedom will henceeforth be One Shilling a
praasres {2 ). G OnEnR hes ol Soriitl st sroups who are wilhinyg to Iu-ll. 1 the distribu-

1 -
rlon ol the pre el ire mvited to communicate with tne kditor.
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