A JOURNAL OF ANARCHIST COMMUNISM

el S i e

VoL,

4. —No. 39.

llll{l ’\l\

— | —

lHUU. ()\. PENNY.

MoNTHLY

5

—_— T S — T — D i i P S —

e e ——

—y

NEWS FROM FRANGE.

(From our Parts Correspondent.)

THE 1deas disseinimated by the Anarchists are beginning to hear frut.
The idea of a General Strike is becoming more and more popular
mnongst the workers’ organisations. L' Egalité, a paper whose Socialism
15 very much suspected, and which besides, after having jesuitically
attacked the Anarchists, makes use ot their 1deas, and sometimes thenr
writings, as 1its own (not that this displeases us at all), has commenced
in ats turn to take part in the campaign i favour of the General
Strike.

Kverything goes to show that the year 1390 will be a notable one.
'T'o the economie erisis which 1s becoming more and more intense, 1s to
be added a pohitical struggle more furious than ever.
clections which will take place in May will be contested.  The Boulan-
vists, beaten 1in September, thanks to discreditable maneuvres which
were calculated to disgust the most simple- minded individuals with uni-
versal suflrage are preparing to try and secure their revenge.  The
Monarchists, who can very well accommodate themselves to our middle-
class republic 1f they feel so disposed, have almost thrown over /e brad’
general.  On the other hand three-fourths of the Blanquists headed
by Granger and Roche have definitely given 1n theiwr adherence to the
party of the dictatorship. Only a few of these furious authoritarians
have split off and*consolidated theinr alliance with the Marxists. The
crushing defeat of the Sociahist Parlimmentary Party at the last general
ele tion has not cured them of the electoral fever. They are exerting
themselves to make a fresh start, and are going to make desperate
efforts to secure some seats on the Municipal Council.

The other day these Blanquists took part i a painfully comic ex-
hibition, which, 1f they were not incurable, would certainly cure those
who still believe 1n the relignon of 1dols and othelal staffs.  On the 2nd
of January, the Sociahst (?) Blanquists led by Vaillant and Chauviere
went to Pére la Chaise to the grave of the revolutionary who was first
to utter that thoroughly Anarchist war cry *“ Neither God, nor Master !”
And theso mad statists who are never sparing i their mlmmueh and
injuries when Anarchists are concerned, expressed their devotion to the
principles of Blanqui, and appealed, without joking, for a union of all
the revolutionary forces. 'Three davs afterwards the Boulangist
Blanquists, led by the deputies Roche and Granger, went also to this
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arave, declared themselves also to be tollowers of Blanqui  poor corpse
served up with all sorts of sauces! They even carrted themr mmpu-

dence so far as to go and orate at the wall where the last combatants of
the Commune were shot by the Versaillals troops, amongst whom
Boulanger, who 1s to day the friend of these very Blanquists, dis-
tinguished himself by his ferocity.

The Sociahist deputies show their incapacity more and more. 'Thivrier
who has become popular amongst the imbeciles by gomng to Parliament
in a blouse, has itroduced a Bill to permt the workers to indulge 1n
sport on Sundays by paying a taxof 91d.  Clusuret asks for the re-
pression of tluellmg and that the salaries given to deputies shall not be
subject to seizure. 1n the meanwhile the people are starving.

All 1s quiet as yet, but infallible signs are to be seen which de-
monstrate that the fire 1s growing strong beneath the cimders.  Who
knows if the Boulangist erisis has not answered the purpose of purifving
the Socialist groups by ridding them of the ambitious elements, and
almwmg the mass of the people once again how worthless are the
politicians. It would not be at all llhtl‘llllh]llllg if 1890 saw a great for-
ward movement of the workers, a wild awakening of the revolutionary
spirit.

DEMOCRACY OR ANARGHISM.

[T 15 surely a somewhat arbitrary defimition of the word Socialism to use
1t as a term of exclusion for the complete sociahisation ot all wealth, viz,
Commumsm, and to confine it to the partial sociahisation of wealth
anmed at by certain Socialists who would It themnr endeavours to the
soctalisation of land and certain of the agents of production.  This sort
of Soctalism 15 obviously a compromise between the idea ot the absolute
idividual mght to monopolise wealth, ¢.e., to prevent others from using
what one calls one’s own, whether one 1s using 1t or not, and the idea of
the common and i‘{]llil] clann of ell to the use of the collective wealth of
the whole society.

We are living exactly at the moment when the contlict between these
two 1deas of right and justice 1in economies 1s begimning to wax hot and

strong and 1s 1apidly becomimg gene Qi ] throunghont erviliaed soc 1ety, and
the sort of Soctahism referred to 1s the natural creed of all lre.uenhlt*
folks, who convineed of the mjustice and wotul consequences of private
property or mdividualism i economies, are preparved to imtroduce the
new or rather the growing idea of social justice s graduallv ol
smoothlv as possible ; a sort ot boring of the rock tlmt has fadlen
athwart the stream of human progress.  Some people seem to incline to
bore 1t with a gimlet.  As the rdea ot hind nationahisation was the thin
end of the wedge which opened o way tor the dea of the socialisation
of capital, so the 1dea ot the socinhsation of those means of production
which attord a b‘peciul mstrument of L‘X}'}]Oitutiun when monopolised, 13
opening a path tor the socialisation of all wealth. And the word So-
ciahisim, thoneh 1t covers all these uppl'uxilnutimw to common nm*nvrdﬁp
shoul 1 and of greater right,“cover that Communism which 1~ their
logical and natural result.

We do not use the word Democracy 1in the vague and poetie sense in
which 1t 1s employed; by Walt Wihitman and Edward Carpenter. for the
whole progress of mankind trom political; econonne and social bondage
towards lberty, equality and fratermty, but accordimg to its exact poli
trical meanmg  the rule or government ot the manyv.  Democracy 1~ the
natural and mevitable pohitical torm of the period ot economie transition
i which we are now hving tor it too 15 a compromise - a transition
phase of thought between two defimte principles of human association.

There are two definite principles, on which hrman bemgs can associate
for any purpose whatever, the principle of authority and the principle
of free consent.  Men associate on the understanding that one or some
of them have a claim to over-rule the opimions or the wetions ov hoth of
the others, or t]w}' agsocruite on the nnderstanding that tllt.*}' are all
equals, mecting on equal terms; each one having as much claam as the
rest to think and act on his own mmmtiative, and therefore that comanon
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action must be decided upon unanmmously. s far as we can qudge
human association began unconsciously on this latter principfe. And
after passing through a long phase ot development, durmg  which

authority first became paramount, unconsciously, and was afterwards
consciously adopted as a principle of social order, 1t would appewr that
humanity 1s returning to the association of free consent, but this tnne
consciously and of dehiberate itention, to escape the evils of the other
systen.

What we call the Saxon period, m Enghsh hnstory was one long
struggle of the principle of authority i association aginst the principle
of free consent ; of the efforts of the land grabbers to obtain ascendane 'y
m the folk moots of the village communities and the larger moots of
the various federations, and ot the biggest practising Lond grabber who
made himselt king to secure the ascendancy of himselt and his com
panions in arms i all the pubhic busmess of the commumty which, it
would appear, was being carried on without his mnterference on the basis
of free association and unanumnity. w o
the working of the old principle i the purity of its unconscious ascend
ancy, we see 1ts strength only 1 the long strugele that was made to
retain 1t re-appearing a, un (asn the guilds and the early days ot the
free cities) every time that anything hike economie equality was restored
i any section of soctety.  The jury 1s a vesuge of 1t that has hingered
in a curtous distorted medinm down to our own times,
communtties, 1 the mir o Rassie and the il commmmities ot Tadn
for example, we see 1t still remamimg moats anaent form i Russia
curiously overlaid by one of the foulest examples ot the rival principle
that history has furmshed.

Of the dolorous history of that rival principle of aathority we need
exnmples.  We all know how the wretehed fate of humamty has led as
through the rule of a number of small tyrants) distinguished by strong
niuscles, to the rule of one hig tyrant distinguished by superior cumang,
and then again to the rule of & mmontty distingw-hed by superior capa
cities for land-grabbing and wealth-appropriating i general ] 1t has
landed us in the rale of the large mnority ot property hiolders over the
propertyless masses.

We have h{.l]l{l\ AV 1eCor

I less civilised

110)

|“::lt'}l Hf l]lt‘ht' l'ul'lun ul' over rule has fu!}':_:'h[ .,lpf.;-

]wl':tL(‘lV hoth 1 the r«lliritul and the matertd sense with the torm prre

ceding 1t ;o tirst for bare survival and ther tor sapremaey and each hios
prolonged its existence tar mto the over lovd<tinp of 1t suceessor. A\t

the present moment the recently victorious plutocraey i~ engaged 1 oa
conflict for dear Iite with that strange, called vaguely
democracy, which from ht*ing the obedient ~upport o t';ilﬁl}:i\\' of the
rule of the has lutely threatened to transform its accustomed
fulllhlu qlulmlltv 1Into an tanuwu aspect of thlel.[t*lllll” aeliance.
Democracy is the political theory that assumes that all members of
weommunity meet as equals on ttllhll terms, but tho nevertheless the
majority have an absolute mrht to over rule the & vl 17 i

“x!l‘lllttlijh‘-h" llitlll"“lltllln
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worth while to look closely into the real sigmficance of this curious non
geritir, which starting with the formula of free association ends with
the tormula of authonty.

Where does the majority get 1ts absolute right from ¢ Right 1s a
dubious word that one gets i the wav ot using without explan:ation ;
but 1 suppose that we mean by it in a general way, a claim puat forward
by members of a society and allowed by tln* rest, either because they
feel it to be just or hocause they are afraid or tmnllling to contest 1t
a ~ocially recognised clam i tact., It as f:rf[un sald that men have no
right < as against one another mdividually and  collectively but such as
they are able to mammtan by superior torce. And I think that though
thi~ barbarous and inhuman theory is perfectly untrue of many social
richt~. 1t 15 the umversal explaination ot the aceeptiance ot chum to
rule. But can majority roleetww its right on these arounds !

[~ 1t not a plam and obvious truth that supremaey m brate toree by no
means rests with the majority,  History and daaly lite show s t-\lmplw«
thick as blackberries ot an energetice and resolute miority utterly de-
featinge the majority an the most desperate tnals of actual physical
strencth, ever sinee the davs when o handbul ot Greeks defeated the
mizhtyv hosts of Persia on the plhan of Marathon and Horatius and his
two comrades held the Thiber bridee aomnst the army of Lars Porsenna.
Providence ficht< on the side of the strongest battalion, but not hy any
means on those of the largest.  And this s even more obviously true
when the contest s transferred to the mtellectual field.

No o the history of authority has consisted of 2 series of minority
rule~, cach one of which has existed i virtue ot the superior possession
of the real strength of vital energy i one torm or another.  And where
1~ the evidence that the domimating force s about to hecome or 1s be-
coming the portion of the majority 2 The majority today retains the
relation it has always retimed to the energetic minority ot the popula-
tion. It represents the dead blight of o bhind adherence to habit and
custom. of msensibility, dullness and apathy, of lazy mchnation to avoud
all responsibility, all retorm, all enhghtenment, 1 tacet all departure
from the beaten track, all need tor unwonted exertion even i thought.
[t 1t 1= to exercise authority it will exercise 1t only by the dead werght
of mertia, the bhind force of unreasonmyg and llleapmmlrlt- Httllllilll}
i the sense;, o fact, i which 1t exercises 1t now and always has
exercised 1t

No doubt ** the public collectively, ™ as Mall savs, s lnhnml‘mtl\ ready
to 1mpose not only its generally narrow views of its own interests, but
1t~ abstract opmion and even its tastes upon individuals.”  And 1f 1t has
machimery ot command tor domg this without trouble 1t will oppress
without mercy. Do vou think that the s ajority of American eitizens
were any more ulmlll]mr that the Chicaro men or John Brown should
be h,m;_:'tﬂl than the majority of Jews tlmt, (‘hirist should be erucitied ?
Do vou think that a plediscite of London ceitizens, or the inhabitants of
England would mamtain the right of meeting i Tratalgar Squarve.  1n
the rame of human progress and the spontaneous mdividual mitiative
on which 1t depends, we may thank our stars that the majority as vet
show no siem of acquiring that rght to rule tounded on superior force.
But 1t tlw theory of democracy or the rule of the majority cannot be
bised on the appeal to foree which Las been the basis of all other over-
raling, what, then, is its basis ¢ Shall we say expedieney ! It is a tirst
approximation o blundermg attempt to return to the principle of free
association, still hampered by the 1deas of authority yet current in
society.  On all occasions tor common action, or where a ceneral under-
standing i~ desirable) one must have some principle ot decision and the
recent development of social feeling has rendered an appeal to the old
spectes of authority as morally odious; as it s antellectually contemptible.
It 1~ a2 matter of common experience that men, hike sheep and all other
gresarious and soctal annnals, have a pretty general tendeney to go in
masses and act together unless they e prevented by some abnormal

?

division of interests. Each one of us s mcehned by our social feeling to
hike 1na genceral way to do what the rest ke, In ety nine cases out

of a hundred where a number of people are met together to decide upon
SOHIe Colpinolr cotirse Ot {'Ull!lll{‘f. t]li‘_\' Wi“ :l“ ill ”H‘ l'IItI Colne to some
definite decision 1 favour of one thimg o because those who were at one
time 1nchned to dissent. prefer in the end to act with the 111:1_]01'i1_\', 1t
the matter s of practical nnportance ; not because they are torced to
do so by the majority over ruling, but hecause the largest body of ()liilli()l]
has so much werght with them that they chose not to act contrary to at.

We all adnnt tlllh ceneral tact. [t would be (quite lIIl]H}hhlhli‘ to take
any common actron at allaf it were not <o But the special theory of
democracy is that the ceneral tendency of humamty which becomes so
apparent whenever men associate on an_\llling hke terms of economie
equality, should be made by men mto an arbitrary law of human con-
duct to be enforced not only m the mnety nine cases where nature en
forces 1t, but by the wrbitvary methods of coercion in the hundredth
where she doesn’t. And tor the sake of the hundredth case, for the
sake ot enforamg this general natural tendencey where nature does not
enforee 1t democrats would have us retain i our political relation that
fatal principle of the authority ot man over man which has been the
cause of contusion and disorder, of wrong and misery in human societies
since the dawn of history.

““Men are not social enough to do without 1t.” 1t has been said.  For
our part we do not know when they will be social enough to do with it.
Experience has not yet re svealed the man who could be safely trusted
with power over his fellows ; and majority rule is nothing else in prac-
tice than putting into the hands of ambitious individuals the OPPOr-
tunity to crush then tellows by the dead werght of the blind mass of
which we have spoken. 1t the priuciple of :ult]ml*it\' 1 himnan associa-
tion survives the destruction of the plutocracy, the next ruling nitnority
will probably be the wits and apostles of eSOl worship. Hul we do
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tnt think they will have a long mnings, even 1if they ever take their

¢irn in the field at all.  'The real strength of democracy, 1ts real terror
or the ruling-classes of to-day, its real hold over the minds of the peoplf*
lies in the fact that after all it is but the somewhat uncouth and mis-
leading mask beneath which the principle of free and equal association

1s advancing to vietory.  'The so called advent of democriey means not

that authority is transferred from the minority to the majority, but
that authority 15 dying, and the masses and each individual man and
woman of them, are preparing to throw oft’ the voke of property and
authority together and assume the attitude of equality  politically as
well as economically.

It 15 & commonplace to say that every man who choses has thrown off
the voke of authority, even of majority rule in matters of opimion @ and
generally speaking it 1s true, i spite of the occasional bursts of atavisim
in the form of some petty persecution. 1t s needless to dwell on the
growing disrespect for the existing forms of authority i every relation
of hte.  Let us only mstance the change of spirit which has come over
one sort of association  the smallest p-:w-.lhlv that of marriage. ity
vears ago 1t would have been a scandal to deny the nlltlmuh of the
husband over the wite.  Association would be lllll)(hhhll?lt" on any other
terms than the authority of one of the partuers, said the supertor
wisdom of the nation @ and vet now, despite the praver-book and t he
lawyvers, any one 1 the more enhghtened society of our time who dis
puted the pertect equality of the wan and woman as regards o right to
decrde on themr connmon interests and action, would be looked on as
- barbarian. 1t 1s only one nstance of a change ot attitude which per
meates the whole public opinton of our time.

Briefly, then, let us note what line the political organisation 1s hkely
to take m a state of socrety where the principle of authority i all forms
of association 1n action as well as 1in opmion 15 no longer recognised
as neoral or just.  Fust, it wall be decentralised.  Kxeept in moments of
extraordinary popular exceitement, when a whole people may be saad
spontaneously to act as one man, we cannot have a centralised ad-
ministration of publie aftanrs by unannmty.  That ancient tendency to
the local management of affanrs which has been mixed up with the prin-
ciple of free association all through our history and 1s now declaring
itselt 1 the present attitude of Ireland, Scotland and Wales, 1y the
demands for a local government bill] local government for London, ete.
will take a much wider scope.  Each town, village, locality, each trade
and cratt and art knows 1ts own needs and attairs best, and each such
group hike cach mdividual man can serve humanity in general best by
themselves setting about what they see wants domg i themr locahity

instead of either sending some one else to do 1t elsewhere, or waiting
tor orders or permission from any central authority before begimnmng to
act.  Each commune, each association, will settle thenrr own general
atbinrs amongst themselves) every sane, grown-up person i the society
having an equal volce 1 deciding what 15 to be done.  This sort of de-
cision by unaninity does not take so long or require so much patience
after all when people know that they must reach such a decision on
pain of losing some advantage and that they have no means of coercion
to torce themr individual will or wills on their tellows.

But public business ineludes not only local atbuirs but matters of
veneral concern to all the communes of @ nation, not to speiak ot inter-
national federation of nations.  How shall we manage them ¢

How are they managed now !

Each commune concerned will, we think, meet and discuss the attiar
I question and then send one or two ot thenrr number to meet like
delesates trom the other localities concerned.  The congress will discuss
the particular business i hand and atter arriving at some general dect-
ston, the delegates who have each rvepresented the ideas ot their own
locality, will return to their own communes, not with laws 1 ther
pockets to be enforced with soldiers and machine guns, or even © moral
miracles i blue” but with proposals for some line of common action, as
selentists or commmercial men return from a congress now.  Proposals
which are not acceptable to the commune will not be acted on, but
further discussed until some common understanding can be arrved
The delay will be less costly in human effort and human suffering than
any system of coercion.

INDIVIDUAL OR COMMON PROPERTY.
A DISCUSSTON.

fomrade Tom Pearson writes: 1 should hke to oftfer a few remarks
i reply to comrade Tarn on the question of property. 1 think 1t
would add to the value of the discussion 1t comrade Tarn would more
clearly state his position.  An mquiry mto the meaning of property
would mean 1 my opimton an mquuy mto the whole history of Govern-
ments, it having assumed 1its most vielous and pronounced form under
representative government, [t 15 true that the possessive pronouns
“mine” and ‘“thine” have to-day the meaning Tarn gives them. But
why ? Because a man having the right to monopohse the means of hfe
and calling them his can compel his fellow men to slave for hun whilst he
lives in 1dleness and luxury. The truth 1s there 1s no use tor the pos-
sessive pronouns in the sense Tarn means. Only the present conditions
of 1mmmense wealth and great poverty give them any sigmhbeance at all.
In the awful struggle of to-day for a mere subsistance, they have a
deadly meaning, but under a rational system m which \‘H‘dltli ¢l be
created in abundance, they would no longer be employed m the same
sense.  Tarn argues that if & man has no more property than he can
protect h_y his Imght or artifice, he has a right to it.  Maght and
artifice in my opinion cover a wide ground, and may mean that a
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number of men have a mght to organmise together and monopolise some-
thing useful in society to the detriment of others. Tarn says it matters
not how the possessor has come by his property. In that case we may
presume that he would agree with hereditary right of ownership,
would like to ask all Individualists this question. Do vou mean to
respect the laws of inheritance or not? If not, what method of
distribution of the present accumulated wealth do you propose ; would
yvou allow those who have possession of the property (no matter how
they came by it) to retain it, if by their might or artifice they could
lamtwt it ¢ It so, then L]euh Tarn and the rest of the Individuaahist
school are UI)[)()HU&I to our ideas, for we believe in expropriating the
expropriators, 1 fact, in the wor lwr se1zing the accumulated wealth and
using 1t for the common benefit.  Tarn’s 1dea 15 that wealth should be
distributed according to the natural gifts and talents of each. 1 would
like then to ask hum who 1s going to decide the merits and abilities of
cvery individual.  Every man and woman has some mertt and ability,
and because some have less than others, it 1s no argument that they
should have less food, leiwsure, elothimge, or shelter. What more can o
man want than the full satisfaction of his needs and what less should
any man have, however nature has endowed him.  Tarn secins to think
that Earl Dudley 1s a monopolist; because the State protects hun, We
think him a monopolist because his possession of Luwd  and mines
deprives other people;, who are compelled by that very fact to be his
slaves, but 1if he could hold these thimgs h\ his i fH and artifice
instead of by means of the State, what “(Hllll there be 1n
abolishimg the State ¢ Under a system of free commumsin there will he
no talk of property, natural allowance or pavments according to merits
or ability, becanse men will be free; and wealth plentiful.
| should hike to point out to our Individualist friends that we
authoritarian communists ; we are communists beeause we believe com-
muni=im to he just and mevitable; but it comrade Tarn and his friends
like to 1solate themselves, and try theimr mutual bankige, cost theory, or
anything else, they will be free to do so when ;\nm'(-hmn 1S il :lt'('l:lltt'il
principle ot social organisation.

;_fm}tl
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NOTES.

C'ONFESSIONS oF THE Broobnouvxn or (C'Hicaco.  Captain Schancek,
of the Chicago police, has lately tavoured the world with o work on
“Anarchy and Anarvchists)” i which with the fertile fancy ot a detee-
tive  ““the best 1n Awerica” they call him  he has traced the details
uf the imagmary Haymarket (-mml:inu-y. 1115 book should be ealled the

“Confession of a great crime,” for in it he shows, and glories in showing,
how step by step he hunted a group of 1innocent men to their death.
The quality of the evidence by which he attempts to brimg home to our
Chicago comrades the charge of having conspired to “murder the
police” may be judged by his quotation, as decisive proot ot Fielden's
guilt, of his exelamation when he saw the commng polhice charge; ¢ Here
come the blood hounds, the police ; you do vour duty and 'l do mine.”
T'his according to Schaack was the preconcerted signal tor the fatal
bomb to be thrown ! But the interest of the book hes not i Captain
Schaack’s mgenuity m constructing non-existent couspiracies, but an
his estimate of the eftects of the exceution and mmprisonment ot the
(‘hicago Anarchists on the revolutionary movement.  “'I'he movement
1< in reality more formidable than it was three years ago” e esti-
mates the number of Anarvelusts at about 7,300, Ot these there are
20 known to us to be desperate men, wul\, to commt murder, arson. or
anv other crime to revenge themselves upon the ofticers and the mags-
irates who were concerned 1 bringing about the hanging of ther
There are about 40 women workers i the eause and schools
hive been estabhished to further it Caption Schaack,” savs  the
TCnes, reviewing his book (Jan. 4, "00), “ has his own views about the
future of the Anarchists.  He cites Verestschagin's gloomy prediction
that the day will come when the two great defenders of society, the
Church and the Army, will be powerless to save 1t from the rush ot
ravenous barbarians - when the Church will no longer awe or convinee
them, and the Army will refuse to shoot them down.  Meantime Cap-
tain Schaack thinks that much may be done by a vigilant detective and
an energetic police officer” 1 Unfortunately for ham, hns previous esti-
mate of the growth of the movement since the police activities ot three
yvears back, throws some doubt over the etheacy of the police as a sate-
cuard of social tyranny.  l'rulyv, as of old; * the blood ot the martyrs s
proving to be the seed of the chureh.”

leaders.”

T'He SiperiaN Massacres.  Our readers are aware of the shameless
massacre of political exiles, which took place on the 22nd of last March,
at Yakoutsh, in Siberia. The 70nes and several other newspapers have
deseribed how the exiles, going to present a petition to the governor,
were detamed i the prison vard, hustled, maltreated and tinally when
they produced their pistols in self defence, fired upon by the soldiers.
Si1x of the exiles were killed andd cioht wounded 5 vet no attempt was
made to mvestigate or rebuke the conduct of the soldiers;, whilst thenr
surviving victuns weaere brought to trial, three hanged and the rest con-
demmned to penal servitude for lone terms or for hite. The news of this
shameless myustice did not reach Western Fourope until last August
probably the Russian government trusted that the vengeance recked
upon its foes 1 the depths of the wilderness, would never reach the
ars of the aavihised world at all. Since o defence has been needed, 1ts
agents, Mrs. Novikoft and such -hke, have put about w lame story of
a  plot,” the discovery of a sceret printing press, which the most reli-
able private information renders extremely unhikely, and even it true,
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1s no excuse for the ferocity of the retahation.  Our Russian comrudes
feel that the matter ought not to be allowed to drop, and an imfluential
meeting of the Russian colony 1 Paris on December 100 passed o reso-
lution of protest, to which we gladly draw attention.  We trust that
their example may be followed by all Enghsh Soctalists and friends of

humanity. The execration ot pubhic opimion cannot restore hite to the
dead, cannot even, we fear, bring freedom to those whose lives are

wasting i mines and prisons; but it does
deeds less easy 1in future for the
anxious not to be considered

distinctly tend to miake such
Hussian government, which 1s very
]JJIIII)JI]"HHH."

SUGIETY ON THE MORROW OF THE REVOLUTION.

T'I'ffHHerff’r[./.J"HIH the French f:/ Jrrman L Vaone.

I —€ 105 RULE.

WE have been told : Yes, it 1s true that the Commissions of Statisties
would not be Government @ thev would determoae production, di<tribute
the products) they would estabhsh this nt they
would not have any aathorvity. Then why estabhish them it the oroups
are free to {I]Hli“"lltl therr commands when they do not find them to
theirr taste? W lllll‘ 15 then atihity 70 st not simpler to allow the
groups to organise themselves freely ad regulate
consumption as they choose !

Whatever form the denials of the Collectivists mayv take, 1t will
not prevent us trom putting them mto ths dilena, from whiceh they
cannot escape s either the groups and individuals will e free to aceept,
Or l‘(‘jl*{'t HH* decistons nf t hiese {‘Illlllllih."ﬁiilll?‘l, ()

il

nl';_;;mi:-w that.

tIH'iI' [!I'lullu'lli-ll Hll'l

the decistons will hiove:
the torce of law., which means that a pohice torce and an army will hiave
to be established to compel thew aceeptaniee by the di~obedient i which
axe a Govermment will have been ereated with all its consequences,

In ovder to prove that 1t s veally o Government which thev wish to
establish we wall take the hberty of askime what  dao thev wish us to
understand by the rule of the uml\nw cliss, b 1t s possth i s CIV e
explanation of the phrase. 1< 1t not, indeed, one of those hich flown
expressions which sound very well hut are entnely devord of sense,
Hig]lif}'in;j :lllr&t}]lllt'l}' lmlhillj_{* vmlrt_\‘ (]mt a1 lln';mn‘ { () []w
crowd from time to tnne, so as to avord giving them other explanations.
We ask then what s this vale of the workmie cliass 7 Trow wall o
about and how will 1t work 7 W hercapon we are told vt s the keeping
ill Hllllj('('t ii”i “'F ll”" “li"l'|1ll' ['IH?"«."‘* ll} 1]“' ‘ﬁ'\'i}l'l{l’l'?‘* ' ]H” \"rl'liit
will become of this workimg class rule on the morvow of a revolotion the
atm of which will be to cause the disappearance of the meqgualities wlhineh
constitute the clivsses ?

words

(‘ca)]pfet

\rt'l'_\* ;_:I M H'_

It we mmagme this method of acting, this svstem of croupnie. we can
boldly draw theretrom the tollowmme conclustons: it s
panise the workers mto o blind and anconscious mass, recenving thewr
orders from certam chiets of ll.‘ltt:l“{lllﬁ? to aceustom them to act Hll]_\-’
atter an tunpulsion has been given, whilst they have no o mittive apart,
from the tmpulsion recerved s and the final aimoas the estabin Tanent of
a state of oveanisation which st not be en
quired mto ;and which will e lmlnmel on all on the mornmow of the
Revolution.

We admit that
with the ofticial
obedience to s will,

de <1l to or

thimes and o svstenm of

stieh o svstem we should
having an army at ats back to cnsure
rulers would have e thene honds the very
]lill#illlil[l‘ll to the exceution of order s t'HlHiII;_’:
HIH[ i]lhll‘:iil Hf ]Hi\i]l;_{' ol 11it‘1:if¢ll‘r-hilr ['t'HTI'l‘l! iIl
Conncel Chaml er, we should have a dictatorslop e onr
very ranks unscizable and reborn. We Aachi=ts would
ficht with all our streneth against such a dictatorship, which would
have consequences far more ttll'llrlu than all the others, for the people
behieving that thev were defending their own mterests would do nothing
but execute the orders of their new masters.,

Besides, as those mmdividuals who would He
(tor we suppose that workers would  he

llll!ll‘l' ‘H‘ nlrh* t o) lli‘“ﬂl-l'llﬁl!
COVETITE T
1'111' Oy
[Revolution,

from aboyve

torces of thoe
to thoem
SOMe <sort ot o

GV el Iu-ing

til]'{t‘]l fl'ﬂlll llit‘ \‘Hrlkhll{l[?

celected to dictate; wonld no

lun;__{vrr bhe able to ln_m]m'v, l-f~i11;_:' compelled to cive all t]n-ir- ae to the
exercise of t)as 111(1:1“::*:-«111[1, thev would become by this very it
mddle class men. "The fivst thing they would have to do order to
Carry out thenr [!l'im-ilr]va would be to SUPPress thensely es, Laiat. Vou

cav, they would be there by the wall of thenr comrades and position
qmtt- different from that of the middle cliss men of to . v ab they did
not ]nudnw materiallv, they would nevertheless do ther Jine of useful
work, wt-lllg that they would he contributing to the progress of socrety.
But tlllh IS mere quih i) o How willit he ll' LIS tu(hnm overl and one
aristoeracy 1Y we rarse another moats place? Shall we have made any
PrOgress t hiere v Tt s not the numhber of the emplovers and [ rOpIe-
tors which ‘s\t]*li'“« ~o hervaly vpononr shoulders to dave Mooy presses
U porn the “l?ll\ilh at the present time not o imuch Iu'mm~ roperty
ih U\\“i’(l “Ill}' }}} | fl”ﬂl el X ‘l"lll“."*l" tlli' i.l'\'\-- IH‘i‘ll | F}‘Hti‘lll (}t. “]';_j:”ll'-‘"‘“ti“ll
which mvolves the creation of a vast numlbier of useless enmployments,
and that the workers are comypelled to produce for all that. 1 would
be just the same m oa ~octety i whieh (under different names 1t 1S true)
we should agmin meet with all the faults of the eNISUINg organisation.

A Jast nh_]utmn to this working cluss vule 2 af the people mke o Soetal
Revolution wath the object of taking possesston o fand, capoitad e all
ofher forms of wealth, will not classes be al ohshed by this very cnrenn-
stance ! There will, we e told, be sure to reman scme mnddle class 3 er-
sons who, discontented with the position i which they find thoniselves,
will possibiy b 1t 1s on them that war will e made. Very well,

tm-n vou will. CeC s, ke war ug:lin:--t t Liose dise vitorted

p . f v g e}t
ol 'lillllr____ll .

who are
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with the sitwation created by vou?  You will establish a Government
to ke war on those who de-re to pat society back ; but when once
this covermment s establishedowho will prevent ot makime war on those

who wi~h to o forward 7 Nog nog thas dictatorship as too ela-tie, we do

not want 16 We Nnehi=t~. who heht for cenumne liberty, do not con-
Mqlt'l‘ 111.11 Illi‘ IH W of a0 Leaw i."ﬁ”].’lli‘il illt“‘.'irltl:iia ill h‘tu'lﬁt‘f.\' (‘i1 ll(,‘&
¥ ll;lll;;’*'l' ) gt R L 4% . 3= (Iil"\ \\ill Fyes tli‘lll'i\'t‘il Hl‘ il ] t'l‘ll \\'}Iit'll ('Hllhfi
fites Choae stronetie today caprtad, wealth, govermment. O the other
bandd, an authioriy at the head of the new ~ociety would be a danger
to all.

Moreover, does anvone sertously believe that this Collectivism could
be e<tabhi=hed without 1its having to pass throuzh the same tentative
Surelv not; and whilst the
| vt ter cooon, teeling its way 1t s true, but at any rate o operfect
eeedom, allowie mdividuals of every variety ot chavacter and tempera
et complete hiberty of assoctation, Codectivisim, with its elaim to
c~tabh-h o singde svstem of organisation, would o on, ilijlil'ini_f the feel-
| it FERLA 1lt‘_~wl[‘1l‘\'ill'_:' the llulnw Of Htlit'l'."ﬂ, and iIllllIf‘{li:th'Il\' {'l'{*:lt,ill;_:

1S 1t would leave
another revolution.  But by
croup which no longer
fondd itselt o agreement wich the developments of society could reor

Glaoes w hiieh are toreseen for Communisin /

WL

ill_'_f_*w ()

Niterests ol centres,

It

At G G O ) | i‘llll‘il t'l.‘ir-.:-'. :lllvl LEEAN
to the discontented

|:-1kill;_{' the rroups () {:I';_j'.‘ll!i“wt‘ I'Ii*t‘l_\', A1 Y

110) f‘w';lln' ili

canise el on new bhaoses o the mdivedoals who composed it 1f this
‘:'.””', 110 I:,“; 'l ]'l‘mllt}lllll‘tl { O) i]i*‘it' :I%[}il'.‘l[iillt.ﬂ, {'tllllil lt‘;l\'{‘ Il t o f{il'lll
AN LERONd ] s AT cnter ot hep SRS with which “ll"\' could he more 111
soreement. ol this could he done without 1 ALY WOV CalllsIngs i gren -
eral di-tarbanee i society, tor these chhmges would take place partially
and Dy odecrees, Then the progress of hamanty would present toous
o contimal evolution which would lead s up to the coal for which we
are strivinge  the conmmon hiappiness.,

[t will e seen by what has been sand that far from wishime to dis
TR SRR g ni~tant those who are not ol OuLr t}llillii}ll, W ilh'k Hll]\«" lllt‘
Lrerhit, o rather the n,:lml'tllnil}' to exercise the natural and inl])l'i‘r-;ii'l'ilit—
hles lanon rieght, of hoane able to orcanise ourselves 1 whatever manner
weo ey destres leaving those who do not think as we think free to

In o word, what we want is again

:Hlll W lfHJ]{ fm'uqu‘ll 1O t]n* |
¢ocliss uses the power which it

l}i';_:'Illl.l.*«t' I\Ii'lllﬁt'l\'t‘?ﬂ el > [llt‘_‘s.' llt‘r«il'i‘.

10) Iill*;'l‘ H]l (il ]ll:ll'l' i“ lllt" ."ﬁ”“li;_f; ”1 {U\]).

l[iliil[l Ilt'i'l'i.‘-«i“l'\' lH‘t'.‘HIhi‘ tlll‘ lllilhl l“lf--,

|

::mluil'wl and the cconoune situation whieh 1t has created for the pur
O~ Of i
cither to cowardly subumnt to this exploitation or to destroy it utterly.
Bt inowishine to dispossess the muddle class of this llz'npm'r_\,:wllic'h thev
hold we do not want toappropriate it and exploit 1t in our turn for our
divichodd ends as the mnddle elass did 1 '89 when tlm}' took POSSESS101)
of the wenlth of the t'lt‘l';_'j‘\' R ll{llii“l'\‘. NH, we wish to l]ih}HIHS{‘HH
them of 1t order to put 1t at the disposal of all, so that all without
cxcep tion may talke thercfrom then shave of enjovment, and if in order
to accomplish thes transtormation we have recourse to foree, so far from
Chis bheing an act of anthority, as has stupidly heen said, it is an act of
reak the cliians thiat confine us.

chsloving us, aed they have lett us no other alternative but

]ilwrl}' Wt

Another avgument e support of the autonomy of croups and ndr
viduads e ac society veadly based upon the solidarity of the individual
cflforts qnd interests 1~ that the social 1dea ]1l't}g1'ph,-ﬂ:,~.; without cessation
whilst o the other hand the mdividual arrives at o pertod when the de-
\,.-lulmu-nt ul' hia |ri‘;1111 1.-. ;ll'l'l‘wft‘ll, ]li.ﬁ il|1‘.lH lli‘l'i)“l{' iixml‘ .‘Lli!] ]lH ()1l -=
Sstiders the new pdeas protessed by those vounger than himself as follies.
For exaanple, do not the rdeas of I8 appear to us to day more or less
teeble, cod o what cionp do we to dav tind the few survivors of this

those who tormerly passed for enthusiasts¢ Without O S0
‘ iy

| _ What have we
seen on the return of the connestied, who by the fact of their Lransport
ation found themselves separated tfrom the mtellectual current ¢ For
the most paoct they have returned to us not even so far advanced in
opinton s the tadhieadso Noomedesirg to establish a single method
of organisation we buld a barrier agaanst the future, a barrier that can
only disappean throngh a revolution of the next seneration.,

Irt'l'i{nl
far back, doces anvone to day tight for the deas of "71 ¢

=

CRIME.

Crame has artsen through the unjust procedure of those whose lives
are given up to the pursuit of habits which bring injustice into the
world's arena. Tnpstiee fostees crime, becaise those who are per
sistently unjust prevent countless human beings from being in o position
to hve without bemg diven mto a state of desperation, resulting in
the commuttal of oflences altogether repugnant to the better nature of
the offenders: When o mmority of the human brotherhood are in a
position to make laws gving rise to gross injustice, which must be borne
Ly tho~e dependent upon the mmorty, then the dependents are forced
to pursue crimnad methods e order to secure necessaries, and yet they
are afterwards severcly punished by those very laws which whenever
they are enforced, cose eriminals to become numerous.  Crime e
only be blotted out of the world's lustory when the evils which prompt
PersSOLES Lo connlt crimes are :lelihllt'tl, l]n'tltl;_:]l the illHt.l‘llllli*llt-:l]it\' of
those who e at this moment under the control of o few lll{)!lf)[lillihtﬁ.
And smee gnovionee keeps the nany m subjection to the few, the former
must get red ob that which gives a nimority the power to reign predom
mant over then.

Caste distinetion prevents the wealth producers from living the Lives
of honest citizens, and the evils arising out of 1t are suthcient to create
acdesre comong those made miserable by 1it) to overthrow orgamsations
which have made caste distinetion a necessary thing, and which force
those not belongimg to the prvileced cliass to almost bend the knee of

adoration before the persons belonging to the same.  T'has class 15 the
only one for which our social structure exists, and 1t 1s responsible for
the many criminals who now parade Kuaropean soil ; for the evils which
create crime  emanate from  the mmhuman doings of the privileced
minority, for keeping the many under their control) that they may boast
about ther superiority over the ignorant majorityv, who look upon the
minority as having power to reign over them. It every mdividaal could
have the opportunity to labour honestly for his personal requirements,
the resalt would be the abolhition of the c¢rime which 13 brought 1nto
being through the eriminals being prevented from securing what human
nature must have or otherwise the body ceases to Iive. When we ex-
amine the conditions of rich and poor, we discover that the latter arve
forced to do things which they would not do 1if the reh did not prevent
them from l‘t‘t't*hillg @ share of the commodities l't*tliliHitG for kt‘(‘[}illg
their bodies inoa healthy condition.  Imstead of being free to perform
the labour essential for producing the articles necessary for consumption,
they are dreiven too and tro by a minority who have the power to refuse
them the right to labour whenever the minority choose to exereise such
power s which 15 an every day occurrence.  Therefore our social mstr
tutions which recognise private property are the authors of ernme.
Unjust laws make private property legal, and sanction the unnuatural
conduct of the property owners.

Crime s unnatural and can be destroved ; every disease 1s removable
by the destruction of its causes, but since unnatwral conditions create
unnatural diseases, these conditions must be destroyed betore unnatural
evils can be blotted out ; for unless the origin of the disease 1s removed
the evil will grow areater every moment its origin 1s allowed to remain.
In o free society wheremn every human being could exercise his imdi-
vidual hiberty without restraint from  any man so long as natural Luws
were obeved, ertme would die out 5 for the ncentive to comut crune
would be removed when freedom and natural hitfe took the place of
restricted and unnatural existence.  The actions of men 1 a tree society
would be rational and natural, for there would be no artificial laws to
obev o to-day they are arrational and unnatural  because there are
artiticial laws to obey.  The workers to-day swear vengeance aguinst
their emplovers who grimd  thenr wages down to the lowest possible
point ; under Anarchisin there would be no employers for the producers
to threaten with destruction, owing to every worker being his own
master, awd domg voluntarvily that which he will not do to-day unless he
15 ordered to do ~o. The so called religious people tell us that vice and
crime must exist, but we Communist Anarchists decline to accept that
necessity.,  We argue that vice and cermime ought to be abolished, and
with them the distinetion the religionists have made between the mem-
bers ot the human society, namely, a virtuous people, and an mmmoral
people.  When vice and crime cease to be manufactured there will be
o necessity for priests to preach to us about morahity. At present the
clergy subsist apon cermme ; for were there no ermme we should not
require Chenr assistance. Whilst they talk about what people ought to do
~o as to hive o virtuous hfe, they torget that if they wish erime to cease,
thev should help us to destroy the unnatural mstitutions which create
1t.  Injustice must be abohished before ermme can be got rid of ; 1ujustice
will never cease until the evils responsible for it are untamihar to us ;
the evils are private property and governments, which will remam so
long as 1ignorance previaals; ignorance will become a thimg of the past
when antelhgence shows atselt among the now degraded and down
trodden ; ntelhigence will not support mstitutions that were founded on
irnorance ;. unjust mstitutions will be abolished when the majority per-
cerve the rgnonnny they are now subjected to; and when that perod
and come 1t will - erime and its conscquences will pass away,

Joux Manrsnarr,
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It Lins been sngprested that the Anarchist movement 1n London would be strenget])-

cred by the formation of a sort ot Anarchist Club open to bhoth Communiists

Inchividualists, which should hold meetings to discuss the best means of proj-

cating Anarchist principles and to thrash out the ditferences amongst Anarchists

as well as to deal with the Social question from the Anarchist stand-point. I
the first place 1t is proposed to secure the names of those wilhing to and i the
estabhshnnent of such an institution and afterwards to call a prelimina vy meeting
o dliscuss the matter, Friends and comrades are l't?tilli'hti't] to communicate with
Albert Tarn, The Labour Press, Lamited, 57 Chancery Lane, W.C.

—

LisToN Roan. At the Athenoeum Hall, George Street, on Jan. Hth, Marsh
opcted o discussion on *Anarchist Communism.” A long and mteresting discus-
s1on followed, 1in which Neilson, Miss Hicks, Tom Walker, and other Social Deimno-
crats and Anarchists took part.  Most of the views put forward by the opencr
were recenved with marks of approval.,
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