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THE ROBBERY-ENSURANCE SOCIETY.

Once again, a correspondence is being carried on in the daily papers
regarding the price of food-stufis, from which it can be clearly seen what
miserable conditions we offer in this country to the tiller of the soi
and to the grower of the food we consume. The farmer, we read in the
papers, is happy if he gets 7d. for a gallon of milk ; but we pay, water
and chalk inclusive, 16d. the gallon. The gardener gets 2d., seldom 3d.,
for a dozen lettuces; we pay 2d. each head. Apples and plums ar>
rotting in the orchards of Devonshire and Surrey—and pigs feed upon
them; but if sent to the towns we pay 11d. to 3d. the pound. And so on.

Such complaints are renewed periodically. A few years ago the
same griefs were bitterly cxpressed, and we remember having read in
the Daily News a long study on the same subject. The conclusions
drawn from this study were—that the customer, on all that he con-
sumes, pays from four to twelve, and mostly from twelve to twenty-
four times as much as the grower and producer get for it.

Everyone can himself verify the truth of this. Read the “Market”
column of any daily paper, and you will see the difference, even between
Covent Garden, Billingsgate, Mincing Lane and the Meat Market, and
the greengrocer’s, the fishmonger’s, the grocer’s, and the butcher’s.
Choice fruit which is bought at 2s. the box of forty pieces at Covent
@Garden, is retailed the same day at 5d. and 6d. apiece in the shops, and
9d. in the West End shops; for plain vegetables the disparity is even
much greater. Meat grows in price in the same proportion. Nay,
even goods which are not soon speiled and always find buyers, such as
tea, have the same fate. The tea bought at 4d. and 5d. the pound in
Mincing Lane is sold at 1/6 and 2s. by the grocer. And so on.

These naive souls, the correspondents, are at a loss to discover “Who
gets all that money 2” And, seeing that the co-operative stores charge
very little less in this wholesale plundering of the consumer, they ask
in despair, ¢ What is to be done ¢”

Well, our answer is plain. Who gets the money ?—The landlord,
first, for the lion’s part; his friend, the clergyman, next; the function-
ary of your dear State; the middleman ; every middle-class man,
woman and child; and you, Mr. Correspondent, are not the last to share
the spoil, especially if you are the holder of shares in railways, or banks,
building societies, co-operative workshops, cotton-mills, and the like.
The fact is that one(half or more of the inhabitants are organised as a
powerful plandering insurance society in order to spoil of the fruit of
their labor the other half, or less, who work and produce.

As to what has to be done : nothing, nothing whatever will change
this exploiting of the producer except a complete, pitiless crushing
down of that robbery-insurance society between lord, priest, State-
functionary, capitalist, banker, mine and mill owner, whose name is
—the SraATE. :

One day, an old, very old farmer of the Romney marshes was asked
by a Londoner: “Good crop this year?”—¢“Very poor.” ‘Some thirty
bushels (of wheat) to the acre?”—“Thirty !—we should starve on such a
crop!” The inquirer was somewhat taken aback: thirty bushels would
be above the average for England. ¢“Thirty-five, then?” he continued.
—“Thirty-five to forty,” replied the old man. “But that would be a good
crop in many parts of the country.”—¢ Not here! Seven shillings for
each acre to keep up the wall (the marsh is protected by a wall from
the sea)—well, that is all right; £2 of tithes; and the rent.” * If
you have that to pay,” exclaimed the inquirer, “then, I am afraid,
fitty bushels would be of no avail 2”—¢ One could manage with that,”
the old man said, and paused for a minute.—* No ! they would take it
all, all the same,” he said scornfully, rising from his seat and walking
away.

Tﬁere is the gist of all political economy. Do whatever you like,
they will take it all the same. 7%ey, not he; because all of them belong
to that robbery-insurance association.

Suppose the farmer gets 10d. instead of 7d. for his gallon of milk,
leaving only 6d. to the middleman; suppose the gardener gets the
full 2d. which you pay for your lettuce, leaving nothing to the middle-
man,—do you think he will be better-off? Very soon the landlord, the
clergyman and the State will have discovered that he grows too fat, and
they will rent and tax him so as to have all the fat for themselves and
leave him none. They use the very word in their consultations. He
must be lean, otherwise he might get too proud, and contest the very
Il'light of the State, the lord and the Church to slowly but surely devour

im.

But how can he get anything approaching in any way the full
market-value of his produce, when, for the last three hundred years of
State existence, a whole cunningly schemed organisation has been im-
posed upon the enduring masses by the fighting minorities, precisely

for preventing the producers from getting anything like the market-
value of their produce ? :

If men lived in large or small communities—everyone working with
his bands on the land or in the mine, or in the workshop, ali working
for a certain part of the day, and all going to rest and to enjoy life at
about the same time—there could exist a pretty fair exchange of mutual
services among them, without any attempt at closely measuring the
produce of everyone’s work. So it goes on still on o small scale in the
villages, where men aid each other, and exchange services when they
are wanted by one of their numle:.

This was what men always endeavoured to realise—but what the
fighting and cunning minorities always tried to prevent—attaining full
success during the last three hundred yeais when the masses in Europe
gradually were brought (as they were brought formerly in Rome)
under the dominion of the robbery-insurance societies—the States.

By fire and swoid and the rack they have achieved their successes.
They have diiven the peasants from the land; they have destroyed the
village communities and the guilds; they hanged or transported to
Sydney those laborers who continued to constitute labor organisations;
they brought the masses to obedience and submissiveness by law, religion
and “education,” all rendered subservient to the said robbery-insurance
society. .

And here we are now—a nation chopped into separate individuals,
having no bonds whatever to keep us united; compelled to keep one
half of the nation upon our shoulders, and to keep them in luxury,
simply in order to be allowed to work and obtain from others what we
cannot produce ourselves. ‘

If you wish to grow a few potatoes on that plot of land—pay toll to
the three, the State, the lord, the clergy! If you will exchange your
potatoes for a spade—pay toll to the buyer and to the seller, to the
landlord on whose land the sale takes place, to the State who permits
you to sell, to the middleman who stands between you and the buyer,
to the lawyer who pretends to protect the sale. All that army of
leeches must have its part in the pennies you will get for your potatoes,
and in the pennies you will pay for the spade.

And if you make spades and would get six pennyworth of potatoes
—pay also the toll to the lord who has permitted you to forge iron on
his land and to breathe the foul air of his siums, pay the Church which
will call down the blessings from above and conjure the devil, pay the
State, pay the middleman, pay the judge, pay the hangman! Pay and
work hard, that your purse may be never erapty when the hangman and
the judge, the State’s minister and the lord’s bailiff, call upou you.

If you would seek redress for an offence, dare not seek it yourself :
they would send you to climb the wheel! Call again upon the middle-
man surrounded by policemen, jailois and hangmen, and pay the toll.
Pay the lord who permits the judge to fine you on his land, pay the
State which appoints the judge and protects the lord, pay the judge
and the hangman who teach you ciuelty, pay their informers who bribe
one man into crime to catch another man, who creep in the dark like
thieves and associate with thieves in order to break into our houses,
espy the wife for the husband’s sake, and the husband for the wife’s
sake; pay all the corruption which the lawyer, the Court, the execu-
tioner spread in society.

And if you wish to be protected from these tortioners and desire a
change in the law—apply again to the middleman, the city alderman,
the M.P., the government, and all the rest, down to their valets and
scribes. Pay the armies they maintain to keep up the flag you are
proud of. Pay for all the things your children will learn about Kings,
and States, and Law, at school ; pay for all that you and they learn
from a science which has been worked out to keep up the robbery-
insurance association.

And don’t forget that all of those whom you pay with your labor are
too busy to walk on foot like you, too crushed by their “labors” to eat
the plain food of the laborer, too refined to enjoy the plain pleasures of
life, which may be good enough for you—not for them. - Pay, and be
ready to pay more !

Pay so long as your patience lasts, and you do not arise to fling the
robbery insurance overboard. But don’t forget then that it is of no
use to attack any one of them. They are all of them banded against
you, and all of them, hand in hand, will erush you down again if you
run against one of them, instead of pulling to pieces the insurance
itself.

Do you know now where your extra tenpence on milk goes ?

I have received for the Berkman Commutation Fund the following sums :—
Leveson, Glasgow 12/6; Price, Chester 2/6; list 18 R. G. 15/-; list 19, Starcke 2/-
As funds are much needed, I urge upon friends to do their best, and those who
have subscription lists to send them to me as soon as possible.—R. GUNDERSEN,
98 Wardour Street, London, W.
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NOTES.

A FieLp-pay ror FADDISTS.

The Congress of Women Workers recently held at Nottingham
szems to have been a melancholy affair—at least to us who regard
woman as a few degrees more enslaved than man, and who can see
clearly how the struggle for her economic emancipation is being muddled
and misdirected by some high and mighty feminine frauds of the med-
dlesome middle class. ,

That this is the case, unfortunately, manifests itself only too clearly
in the reports, wherein we read that a Miss Lonsdale, hailing from
Kensington, stated that she had heard a good deal of starvation, but
had never come across a case. She went on to imply that, like the sea-
serpent, it was often heard of, but never seen. Nearly all the speakers
in this discussion could see no cure but private charity for the poverty
which needed outdoor relief.

If the only hope for woman’s emancipation rested on the efforts of
people like those forming the Nottingham Conference, it would be a
poor look-out indeed. But such is not the case. It is not the economic
and political freedom of a sex for- which the advanced guard of the
world is struggling to-day, but for the freedom of all. The blind lead-
ers of fads cannot see this; but they are as drops in the ocean. Those
springs of human action which will help tbe revolution lie deep down,
and are to be seen in such splendid acts of solidarity as manifested
themselves in the match girls’ strike at Bryant and May’s.

Loox oN Tuis PICTURE.

We congratulate the S. D. F. on having in their ranks such a cour-
ageous and high-minded comrade as Miss Lanchester. We also must
express our deepest indignation and abhorrence of the shameless and
inhuman outrage which “blear-eyed and inveterate tyranny,” egged on
by the unspeakable hypocrisy of middle class ¢ morality,” has inflicted
upon her. The publicity given to this outrage, however, helps the
cause of Freedom ; and this thought no doubt will sustain Miss Lan-
chester in her present trying position. By refusing to compromise
with the shams of bourgeois “ morality,” by nobly asserting her indi-
vidual liberty under circumstances which most women would suffer
life-long misery rather than face, Miss Lanchester has in a single day
brought to the front, before the eyes of the world, the question of
woman’s sexual freedom. And how finely her example stands out,
even to those who pretend to sneer at her! A hundred years of “politi-
cal action ” will never help the cause of human freedom as this one act
has done. Indeed, we must remind the comrades of the S.D.F. and, in
fact, all whom it may concern, how poor, how mean, how shabby are
your tactics, your.compromises with capitalists and governments, beside
the example which Miss Lanchester has set. And, finally, although
she would wish, no doubt, to be known as a Social Democrat, it is no
more than the truth to add that her action is simply and purely
Anarchistic.

Axp ox THis! ‘

Side by side with the case of Miss Lanchester should be placed the
case of Miss Clarke.

By a momentous coincidence, at the very time that Miss Lanchester’s
courageous conduct brings upcn her the inhuman persecutions of those
who no coubt consider themselves ¢ pillars of society,” poor Miss Clarke
is petitioning for a release from an intolerable position in which she
finds herself captive by virtue of the very legal and religious ceremony
which Miss Lanchester was wise enough to despise. When only a child
of seventeen this unhappy young woman was haled off to church by
her cranky mother under false pretences and there and then married
to a man whom, to use her own words, “she hardly knew.” Strange,
was it not ¢ But of course the official and orthodox blockheads who
performed the ceremony knew nothing of all this, and cared less. They
would just as sanctimoniously have tied together the healthy and the
diseased, crabbed age and youth, genius and insanity, or any other
abnormal and outrageous combination, provided the necessary fees had
been forthcoming. And it would have been perfectly legal; the State
has said so, snd the State can do no wrong. 3

Here, then, are the two positions, the legal and the illegal. Round
the former are gathered all the forces which would keep the world in

darkness and superstition ; whilst the illegal action of Miss Lanchester
—the rebel, the Anarchist, as we may truly call her in this matter—is
clearly seen to stand high above the sordid motives of the conventional
world, and to be inspired by the pure ideal of liberty. Such is the
object-lesson before the world, and tens of thousands will surely grasp
the moral.

A SHAMEFUL SUGGESTION.

We had written, and written sincerely, that we eongratulated the
S.D.F. on having among them a woman of such character and deter-
mination as Miss Lanchester. Hardly had we done so when the follow-
ing appeared in Justice :—‘‘ Though we are as muech opposed to the
present marriage laws as a final solution of the relation between the
sexes as the most vehement ‘new woman’ can be, we have the right to
ask that the question shall not be publicly raised in an acute form by
an official member of the Social Democratic Federation without any
conference whatever with other comrades.”

It is necessary at once to contradict two gross misstatements in the
above. It was not Miss Lanchester, but the t yranny of her parents
which ¢ publicly raised in an acute form” the question of her sex-
relationship. Nor did she attempt to assert the right to act for herself
“without any conference whatever with other comrades.” But although
both these statements are false as applied to Miss Lanchester, the dis-
gusting spirit of tyranny which they manifest should rouse to indig-
nation the manhood, and womai hod too, of the S.D.F. This implied
desire to control the liberty of men and women in their love affairs
furnishes us with an idea as to what might be expected if they had full
control in a Democratic State.

‘What, however, is perthaps more disgusting than the desire to coerce
is, that all the while the writer is throwing sops to Mrs. Grundy by
denouncing Miss Lanchester (for the sake of votes perhaps) he is at
the same time pretending to be in accord with advanced ideas; for he
says: “Miss Lanchester may be’ perfectly right in her contention in
the abstract. So far as that goes we do not differ firom her.”

A Dbeautiful phrase that “in the abstract’—for cowards. Bub
occasionally the abstract has a knack of getting translated into the con-
crete, and then the cowards shriek.and denounce thoze who have some
regard for consistency and self-vespect. Such people belong to that
class described by Walt Whitman as “the immutable granitic pudding-
heads of the world.”

THE AMERICAN MOVEMENT.

‘We sincerely trust there is going to be a revival of Anarchist pro-
paganda in the United States. We believe there is every sign of it.
Our courageous comrades of the Firebrand are working heart and soul
in the West, and we are sure their excellent little paper with its clear
and uncompromising articles on the Anarchist Communist position
must be having a good effect on the mcvement. We always welcome
it here.

Then there is 7%e Rebel which has started under such promising con-
ditions, and which we are all hoping will revive and eunlarge the propa-
ganda in the East. With the Zirelrand in the West and 7%he Llebel in
Bast we sincerely trust the Anarchist movement in the States has a
brighter future. At any rate it has an unlimited field and events will
not be lacking to help.it on. !

TeE CARMAUX STRIKE.

Very many instructive lessons might be deduced from the Carmaux
Strike ; but for the moment we can only refer to a few. Firstly, it
must be noted that there has, perhaps, never been a strike in which
Socialist politicians have played so important a part and made so much
political capital; and, at the same time, there has, perhaps, never been
a strike in France so passively endured by the strikers for such a weary
length of time, and still they have before them goodness knows how
much more of the suffering that a strike entails. So much for the
help that “ political action” can give the workers in their hour of need.

Yet Halliday Sparling is foolish enough to write that Carmaux is -
‘“avenged ” by the fall of the Ribot Ministry, and at the same time
finishes his article by remarking that “ Rességuier remains firm in his
resolve to crush out the Union from Carmaux,” and that even when
the new government is in working order “it cannot compel Rességuier
to recognise the Union or hinder him from sacking the workmen under
any pretext he pleases. Z%e battle must be won by the men of Carmavs
and, can be won by themselves.” This is the conclusion Mr. Sparling
arrives at (and we endorse that conclusion) after telling us * Carmaux
is avenged.” Carmaux and all similar outrages on the starving workers

will only be avenged when the reign of Capitalism is at an end. But
we must notice one more fact in connection with this strike. Everyone

must have noticed the barefaced manner in which the French govern-
ment has supported Rességuier against the strikers. Now imagine if
the Free Bread panacea had been in vogne, what chance would the
poor strikers of Carmaux have had of receiving their dole from the
government ¢—None, we are sure. This fact proves the truth of
Kropotkine’s contention in Les Zemps Nouveaur—that the Free Bread
idea would prove a terrible engine of oppression in the hands of a
government.

Meanwhile the strikers of Carmax are starving and help is urgently
needed. Any comrade who can afford to send us a donation‘ large or
small, in aid of the strikers will be expressing real solidarity with the
French workers.

The speeches of our comrades George Etiévant, Jean Grave and
: Caserio, delivered on their trials in 1893-94, in the press 36 pp-
8vo, price 1d.
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‘THE GERMAN SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC PARTY
and the Land Question.

I_FROM A CONTINENTAL CORRESPONDENT.]

The Annual Conference of the German Social Democratic Party, held at
“Breslau in October last, chiefly dealt with the question of the best means of
.agitation among the agricultural population of Germany. As this party

is the largest State Socialist party in existence—disposing of 1,800,000 votes,
- 45 members of parliament, 77 papers, an annual income of about £13,000, etc.,
besides enjoying the privilege of professing, as we are so often told, the only
#scientific Socialism,”—it may seem worth while to keep ourselves informed
.of the result of their dealing with this most difficult problem of how to win
over the agricultural population, the backbone of reaction, to Socialism.
Before doing so, we shall indulge in a rapid survey of last year’s history of
that party, which is necessary for an understanding of the different currents
of ideas tlat found expression in the Breslau debates ; and even some facts
not immeda‘ely connected with this subject may be in tructive and inter-
esting as showing the method of action pursued by such a prominent party.

The exterior history consists in the usual propaganda by means of hun-
dreds of local societies, mostly electoral associations, 77 political papers,
members in elective bodies, May-day demonstrations, etc. Besides political
organisation, 48 trade unions were organised in 1894 in 4,217 local groups of
.938,613 members, with an income of £134,278, publishing 50 trade papers, all
Socialist ; though there is not much love lost between the leaders of the
.political and the trade union sections, witness the debates of the Cologne
~Conference of 1893, and Anarchists have a foothold in a number of unions
in the development of which in general the question of centralisation wersus
local autonomy and federation constantly comes to the front.

The parliamentary report given at Breslau shows the action of the 45
-deputies arising from their own initiative to be almost limited to politic:]
-and formal questions, right of meeting and the like, to which must be added
their participation in general debates and committee work where they do a
good deal of the usual parliamentary pettifogging and tinkering, without

visible results ; still more of this they do in the provincial Diets, where, as
~in Bavaria, they even voted the estimates of the government in 1894.
In spite of the predominance of these parliamentary tomfooleries and the
scorn and insults that are unanimously heaped on the acts as well as the
ideas of Anarchists and revolutonists, this party is harassed in the meanest
~way by the German police and authoiities ; of course, they canuot discover
the slightest revolutionary, act and have to distort their vicious brains to in-
vent constantly new pretexts for criminal proceedings—pretexts so ridiculous
~and ignominous that they can only be compared with the equally fertile
phantasies of the Austrian police ; in every other country they are impossible,
even in our period of general reaction. So, on August 17, at Essen, six
vminers were sentenced to 18} years of penal servitude for alleged perjury in
giving evidence about an assault committed on one of them by a policeman,
simply because their evidence differed in minute details (the question of
whether a man was touched or pushed by another) with that of the interested
,person, the policeman himself. The remaining condemuations awount to 64
years 10 months 1 day and £1760 fires (in 11 months), mostly cousisting of
-~an immense number of small seutences of weeks or nionths. C mpared with
other countries these figures are small ; thivk of the thousands of years im-
prisonment awarded the rebels of Sicily and Massa Carrara, or even of the
prosecution of the Bohemian Radicals by the Austrian (Government, where
the criminal court at Prague from September 1893 to October 1895 sentenced
154 prisoners to 258 years of penal servitude.

Notwithstanding those many hundieds of condemnations—of which (n an
-average a dozzn may, if put together, a tain the usual height of sentences on
Anarchists, and none of which, save for damages in libel actions by capital-
ists, could have been pronounced in Evglind,—the government, after Caserio
‘had killed Carnot and the eapitalist press of all countries drmanded howl'ng
that all Anarchists should be huunted down, brought in the so-called Anti-
Revolutionary B:ll (on Decewber 17, 1894), which was finally rejected oun
May 11, 1895. Its purpose was not only the suppression of Anarchist liter-
ature, but the strangling of every expression of free thought in science, art
-and every sphere of life. It was equally distasteful to the Radical and

Democratic parties, and we might be inclincd to look at the debates on this
bill; published in extenso, for an expression of a solidary reclamation of fiee-
-dom of speech and press by the Social Democratic party for all, including
_Anarchists, and a cessation of vulgar insults in a moment of common perse-
cution. We find, however, only the usual calumuies of the Areihert and
theoretical “scientific” remarks like those by Mr. Frohme (one of the oldest
-deputies), that Anarchism is “the legitimate child of authoritarian power,”
that the whole history of the Church is nothing but “a history of hierarchic
Anarchism ; that the ancestors of the aristocracy may “in full justice be
called Anarchist murderers and incendiaries,” that cvery enthusiast for war
and mass murder is an Anarchist; all these are “true and genuine Anarchists,”
ete. If they speak in this way in parliament, in one of the most responsible
debates, we can gauge the extent of their perfidy and absurdity in the
~agitation of every day. s

One good thing they did this year: they scorned at and combated the
_jingoism resuscitated by the 25th anuniversary of the French war. This seems
a matter of coms: ; but when we 1emember to what extent a part of the
French Socialists indnlge in Russian patviotism, it is a fact worth while
recording—even after the well-known speeches of Bebel in 1891. This atti-
tude excited the utmost anger of the emperor, who since uses all efforts to
. provoke them by insulting remarks of a low type, and whoever dares to
publish any reply to these cowardly insults by an irresponsible person is
«prosecuted for “lése majesté” as Liebknecht is for the simple remark that
+the throwing of mud from high or low quarters did not disturb his party in
its progress.

Quite recently a new feature appeared in the doings of the party, namely,
vthe fructification of “petits papiers,” indiscreet private letters of political
~opponents, which the official organ (VorwaxrTs) is fond of publishing. This
and the publication of all sorts of backstairs hearsayings or deliberate insin-
uations by political intriguers is probably considered as the fine flower of
“scientific Socialist” diplomacy and statesmanship ; to us it is a disgusting
-spectacle, and one of the many signs of growing degradation ; denunciation
is at the root of it, for the free expression of opinions about the emperor in
ternus which, in modern Germany, are considered: as lése majesté is really

that which makes these  revelations ” sensational for the gossipmongering
-public and press. Thus, apart from the ignominous exploitation of private
etters, Social Democracy assumes the 10le of the public prosecutor, a 10le
~odious and infameus in our eyes in whatever cause it may plead. The applause

of a great part of the press certainly is with the Social Democrats in this
campaign ; but if they look closer they will find that the more they app-ar
to be feared the less they are respected ; the capitalist press feels that they
sink to its level. 3

We pass on to the interior history of the party—not the history of persons
and their aims and interests, but that of the development of ideas, which,
however, owing to the hierarchic organisation and the influence of leaders, is
closely connected with the former. The chief problem here is indeed, since
1894, the agrarian question, and the question how far a parliamentary
policy of reforms is compatible with the alleged aim of bringing about
the Socialist State.

In 1882 about 19 out of tke 45 millions of inhabitants of Germany l.)elonged
to the rural population ; these 19 millions consist of 6 million agricultural
laborers (with their families nearly 11 millions) and 2} miilion Peasauts (with
their families 83 millions) The 2} millions of peasauts comprised a quarter
of a million of well-to-do peasants, chiefly in the north-west of the country ;
of about 900,000 small peasaits working for themselves ; and of 1,000,000 of
poor peasants who can only make their living by home industries or tempo-
rary wage labor. The latter two classes predomiuate in the centre_and the
south, whilst agricultural laborers under the sway of the landed aristocracy
prevail in the eastern provinces.

The position of the rural population is very bad ; the laborers are under the
despotic rule of the landlords, hardly better off than their forefathers were as
serfs ; their education is miserable, consisting of religion, patriotism and ser-
vility inculeated by thrashings ; brutal and ignoraut as they are, they form as
soldiers the pride of the army and an eternal defence (as it is fancied) of the
throne and the money-bag. The peasant proprietors are mostly in the hands of
usurers, and crushed by the competition of large landowners with capital. Still
they have a common interest with the landlords to raise the price of agricul-
tural preduce, and are the enemies of free trade, cheap bread, ete. In this
way and by their education the allies of reaction, considerable numbers of them
have fallen a prey to the Anti-Semitic agitation, incited thereto by the exploit-
ation practised by mortgagors and moneylenders.

What wonder that some of them also lend an ear to the Social Democratic
agitation as ¢t addresses itself to them? 1t is not the entire program that is put
before them : where this ¢s done, the peasants—who hate the workingman from
town, whom they see earning ready money whilst they have to work perhaps
quite as much and, in addition, to bear the burden of carrying on a decaying ~
trade through all the vicissitudes of life, for themselves, with none but enemies and
comj etitors around them,—the peasants, we say, when told the true progran
of collective property, State regulation of production, eccc., let alone some
sensible remarks on religion, will not have anything whatever to do with the
Social Democrats. This experience was gained long ago, and the peasant agitation
consists, from long since, in promising them a number of measures which the
State shall carry out for them—if they return Social Democrats to parliament.
This agitation, which Bebel himself called (in 1894) Bauernfang (fraud by means
of the confidence trick), was all successful in Bavaria, where Von Vollmar, the
leader of the Bavarian Socialists, four or five years ago proclaimed the practical
abdication of Revolutionary Socialism and the resolute adoption of reform
tactics. He made great friends with the peasants in some districts of Bavaria,
and went so far as to vote the estimates of the government in the Bavarian
Diet,—a policy which a Social Deniocratic conference held at Munich, in 1894,
fully endorsed.

The Frankfort Conference of the Social Democratic Party (October 1894), after
violent debates between the rival leaders, Bebel and Vollmar, refused to censure
the Bavarian members for their action and Mr. Bebel, upon this, took occasion
to speak truth for once at a Berlin meeting and in a number of subsequent
articles (November 1894) in describing the real state of affairs within his party.
His remarks coincide with independent aud Anarchist criticism to a great
extent ; he describes the growing lack of revolutionary spirit and enthusiasm,
the detrimental tendency to mere reforms, and opined that in this way the party
was rapidly going to the dogs. His remarks met with violent protests in nearly
the whole press, and an organ in Hanover even hinted that, if he did not keep
quiet, he would be expelled from the party like any ordinary mortal.

Somehow Bebel took the hint, or other unknewn reasons may have convinced
him ; at any rate he did nothing further to combat a state of things which Le
declared to be so intolerable and detrimental. And this year, on the question
of rural agitation, we find him side by side with the reformers, the apostles of
Bauernfang whom another influential member of the party (Schippel) now
publicly describes as ¢ charlatans.’’

The Frankfort Conference elected a committee to elaborate a rural platform ;
this committee, meeting in Berlin in February 1895, did a very sensible thing,
namely, it divided itself into northern, midland and southern committees, all ol
whom, in May, elaborated separate programs with special regatd to the require-
ments of the rural population of their districts. But in June, at Berlin, at
gencral meeting of the committee the three projects by Bebel, Vellmar and a
third member from central Germany were amalgamated into one project, and
this was even incorporated in the general program of the party (published in
this form on July 16). :

This program (adopted at the Erfurt Conference of 1891) was distorted in this
way to a shapeless misfit, embodying all sorts of palliative cures for peasant
proprietors with demands for their own wage-slaves, the laborers. It created a
storm of discontent and was torn to pieces by nearly the whole Social Democratic
press and many meetings all over tbe country. It was soon discovered to what
an extent some of the new demands were identical with old planks of the
Conservative and Anti-Semitic platforms ; Schippel even ciscovered the origin
of a part of the southern project (of Vollmar’s) in an old bill of the former
Austrian minister of agriculture, a Clerical of the purest water. The organ of
the Christian Social Reformers, Die Hilfe of Frankfort, grew enthusiastic over
the confidence which the Social Democrats put in the State ; ‘“until now,’’ they
say (No. 32, August 11), ““ the State, in Socialistic phraseology, was called the
servant of the ruling classes. But now he is required to oppose the ruling
classes. We have always asked for this, anl the Social Democrats laughed at
our childish confidence. Now they do the same thing.”’

Notwithstanding a series of articles by Bebel in favor of the new program a
fiasco was seldom more complete, and the committee, on October 5, when it
modified its proposals—embodying only a part of the ncw demands in the party
program and formulating the vest in a resolution,—aclieved nothing whatever
towards its rehabilitation. :

Under these circumstances the Breslau Conference met to discuss the general
affairs of the party, and notably the agricultural problem.

(To be Concluded. )

NOTICES.

No supplement is tssued with this number ; it will be supplemented
again as soon as circwmstances permit. Reports held over il Lecembes
issue. A general meeting place has been secured n Huntley Street,
Zottenham Court Road, and news of any cheap seating accon modation
will be gratefully received by T'. Reece.
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CORRESPONDENCE.

THE DRAGON OF INTEREST. i ;

Judging from J. Turner’s comments upon my article in last, nﬁonch S FI'QCT(LOH)
it seems to be of little use for me to show that the prqblcm of the unemployec
is bound up with the problem of exchunge. And yet it would seem to logwa‘lly
follow that the only remedy for unemployment \\"(;uld be empluyvnmf\; ;mnt
employment necessitates employers (at 1(:a§b, as things st:anxl _to-du_\_f); Lfl'&u n-1§
increase of employers means an increase of the opportunities for cm‘pl‘oynent ;
that an increase of opportunities for employment means a decrease of the anem-
ployed ; that a decrease of the uucmployed means a degreuse of cut-throat com-
petition and consequently an increase of wages ;”und, finally, that an 11101'e1a§ed
facility for employment lies in the abolition of the money 11}01101)01y i\'nich
would enable more and mors people to go into busiuess and thus absorb the
unemployed. = Moreover, it is absolutely important for Anarchists' to ‘Qbserve
that an increase of employers means a decrease of masters, until sell-employment
(indiviiual and co-operative) shall abolish masters and realize Anarchy.

In the above paragraph I once more epitomize my economic position : and
now for a few mere quotations from my friend Tarner. He says: ¢“The lowest
price is the cost of subsistence.”” Is it? Ask tiie publisher -who pays f(>11'
Herbert Spencers’s writings. No doubt he pays the ‘‘lowest price >’ which
Spencer will accept.  Or, better still, ask the music-hall proprictors who pay
Miss Marie Lloyd to ¢ Wink the other eye’’; for she probably gets more than
Herbert Spencer, The ¢ cost of subsistence” is the ‘‘lowest price’’ among
laborers only so 1 g as the ¢ mpetitisru is abnormal.  Take the yoke of com-
petition from off th: veck of the laborer and hang it around the .ncc,k of the
capitalist by aholishing the money monopoly, and the ‘‘ lowest price’’ ‘will no
longer be the *“ cost of subsistence.”’

When J. Turner speaks of persons off

ring interest for loans, to persons with
money to lend, on account of their inability to give suflicient seeurity to Mutual
Banks, he doesn’t militate Mutaalism in the least.  On the contrary, he ac-
knowledges the financial security of Mutual Banks in not lending their cl‘ed%t
upon phantom security. As-a matter of fact, the negotiation of personal credit
will be unnecessary ; for any laborer can obtain real credit wlien his wages
iacrease beyond thé ““cost of subsistence.”

¢ An ounce of fact is worth a pound of theory,” says J. Turner. Yes! an
ounce of fact that when P. J. Proudhon’s Bangue du Peuple was started in
Trance it at onece became such a suceess that Napoleon had to throw its director
into gaol on a bogus charge, to save the monopoly banks from ruin; an ounce of
fact that in the State of Massachusetts, in the ycar 1739, the Provincial Land

" Bank, which partook of the nature of a Mutual Bank, also assumed such emin-
ence that the foundations of the government would have been undermined but
for the interposing of King George I.; and an ounce of fact of the successiul
existence of Josialh Warren’s mounetary system at Modern Times, in the State of
New York, are sufficient to encourage the Anarchists to propagate the idea of
Free Money until such time as a sufficient number of people to make it
impossible for the government to resist, shall organize their credit and throw
off the shackles of Shylock once and for all.

J. Turner’s last remark, that ¢“ interest has been steadily falling off for the
last half century >’ is so monstrous that I begin to suspect him of random state-
ments. Look into your Mulhall, friend Turver, bring your mathematical talents
to bear and you will discover that the interest of the United Kingdom amounts
to £700,000,000—more than half of the national income! 1s the money
monopoly of no importance ?

J. Turner concludes with a quotation from Professor Huxley as a warning to
¢“ professed disciples of Proudhon.” Well, so willI. ‘“The following extract
feom an article by the late professor Huxley, in the Fortnightly of May 1820,
¢ uld be pondered over by some of the prefessed > Anarchist Communists. It
sesms to me the very essence of Anarchy’’:—

¢ Anarchy, as term of political philosophy, must be taken only in its proper
s>nse, which has nothing to do with disorder or with crime ; but denotes a state
of shciety, in whish the rule of each individual by himself is the ouly govern-
m ut the legitimacy ot which is recognized. Anarchy, as thns defincd, is the
lo sical outcome of tha’ form of political theory which for the last halt-century
and more has been known under the name of Individualisim... ..... The fact that
I dividualism, pushed to its logical extreme, mus$ end in philosophical Anarchy,
has not escaped that acute thinker and vigorous writer, Mr. Wordsworth Donis-
1 10rpe, whose work on Individualism is at once piquant, learned, aud thorough-
gring—qualities in which the writings of speculative philosophers do not
a ways abound.’’

And—oh ! I forgot. J. Turner has not answered my special question as to
Iow it could Le possible *“for beth rent and interest to disappear, and yet the

“exploitation of the workpeople to be as great as ever 2’

i ‘Wirriam J. RoBins.

E)

THE DAGON OF INTEREST. !

T was not aware that friend Robins had yet shown that ¢“the problem of the
unemployed is bound up with the problem of exchange.’’ So little has he shown
it to me that I was unaware that he was even trying to. His present letter
does not convince me that it is so. [ am still of the opinion that, once the
position of the worker in the production of wealth has been altered and the
control of the product secured to him, the exchange and distribution will he a
very simpic matter to scttle.

There is a serious slip in the deductions of Robins’, too: He says, ““an in-
crease of employers means increased opportunities for employment.’”’ The
result might be quite the contrary.—There were more more employers in pro-
portion to workers fifty ysars ago than to-day ; yet the actual position of the
worker was not so good. ‘“Morecover, it is abslutely important for Anarchists
to observe that an increase of employers®’ (at least as things. stand to-day)
means an ¢ncrease of masters. If ‘an increased facility for employment lies in the
abolition of the money monopoly,”’ it seems reasonable to suppose that a full
facility for employment lies in the abolition of all forms of monopoly.

Robins destroys his own argument in trying to demolish mine. In his pre-
visus letter he said, ‘1t laborers in co-operatim required skilled organisers or
““eaptains of industry’ they would be always on hand and competition would
secure the best maa at the lowest price.”” ¢ Captains of industry’’ are those
with special ability for organising labor under Competition and will be able to
exact remuneration proportionate to the relative scarcity of the faculty they
-posseéss.  Herbert Spencer and Miss Marie Lloyd have special ability in their
own line and are able to fix their price independent of competition as it affects
the general workers either in the field of philosophy or the Music Hall. My
¢omtention was that if Competition would secure ““captains of industry?’’ ‘“at
the lowest price,”” it was only fair to suppose that the same law would operate
more severely with the general laborer who had no special ability—till the
weakest and worst off were down to the ‘““cost of subsistence.’” The position
tiken up by Robins proves my contention.

The same with his argument about the Mutual Bank. My point was that it
did not necessarily abolish interest. It may, as he seems to think, add to the
s curity of the bauk, but 1t knocks all the stuffine out of the pri;wiple of the
thing—which is to abolish interest—and leaves ;?t little reason for existence
except what I had previously pointed out, namely, a saving throuch co-operatior’l
il} banking to the trading and small capitalist cliss at the (:\cpense%f the bankers
bat leaves the position of the proletariat untouched. That the People’s Banl;
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went smash when Proudhon was sent to prison; that the Land Bank went under
through the interposition of Gerge I.; and that Warren’s monetary system was
stillborn at Modern Times, is not sufficient to induce some Anarchists to propa-
gate the idea of Free Money only.

I am suspected of ‘‘random statements’’ through a printer’s error which
should have been clear from the context ; but Robins stands convicted of what
he suspects in me by the stupidly exaggerated figures he gives as the amount of
interest taken annually from production. ‘“Therate of interest has been steadily
falling”’ is how it should have read; and the fact that, in spite of this, interest
in the bulk has increased only shows the enormous masses of capital now em-
ployed in production and the tough job Free Money and Competit'ou have got
to complete before they have washed these cliffs of Capitalism away.

Now to figures.—Annual inconie of the United Kingdom £1,450,000,000 ; Rent
£230,000,000, Interest £280,000,000. So that bhoth Rent and Interest are
£190,000,000 less than Robins has the monstrous (I had almost said impudence)
hardihood to give as the amount of interest. The rest of the annual income is-
made up by the incomes of the working and trading middle-class, who are mostly
overpaid by profits, getting in the bulk about £410,000,000 ; while the manual
labor class, the real producers, get £520,000,000.

‘“Look into your Mulhall,”” friend Robins, and statistics up to date.
money monopoly is not of @'l importance !

The quotation from Huxley is good, and I agree with him that Anarchy is the-
logical ourconmE of that form of PoniTican theory knmown as Individualism.
—Not the outcome of the KCONOMIC theory known as Individualism, though,.
friend Robins, don’t forget that, which has been all I have stood for.

Robins says I did not answer his question. I thought I did when I showed
how the farmer would pocket as profit what he had previously paid in rent and
interest ; but here is another instance.: A railway company, which has no rent
to pay and has paid off its debentures, would simply declare bigger dividends to
the shareholders and would not dream of increasing the wages of its staff. It
would exploit them just as much as before, though it now paid as profit what it
had previcusly paid as interest. No, friend Robins, it is not only Free Money,
but it’s Free Access to the Means of Life in every direction—it’s the dissipation
of the idea of Authority in all its forms that is wanted. It is because I have
found again and again that the idea of Property vitiates the 1dea of Anarchy
that I have abandoned it.

See where the idea of property in children has landed friend Tucker—vaulted
the horse of Liberty and dropped into Stavery, which all the logic in the world
cannot charm into Anarchy. I will also quote from S. P. Andrews’ Science of
Society, as showing where a belief in Property, Competition and the Wages
System, led him despite a remarkable clearness in other directions :—

¢ Hence, in the execution of the design, the one must guide, the other follow;
and the more absolute the submission of the one mind to the other, the more har-
monious the movement. Hence it is proper and right that one man should Aere
another ; and, if he hires him, it is proper and right that he should remunerate
him for his labor, and such remuneration is wages.. Hence it follows that the
Wages System is essentially proper and right. 1t is right that one man employ
another, it is right that he direct him absolutely, arbitrarily, if you will, in the
performance of his labor ; while, on the other hand, it is the bLusiness of him
who is employed ¢mplicitly to obey, that is, to swrrender any will of lis own, in
relation to a design not his own, and to concerve and execute the will of the other.”’

Not much Anarchy here !

Throughout this discussion I have tried to clear the ground between us. IfI
have succeeded in throwing any new light upon the position I as a Communist
occupy, or in showing where it is possible for us to co-operate for Anarchy, I am
well pleased. I have held nc brief for any school, I have merely tried to show
the truth as I saw it. 1t has probably been the means of showing the readers .
of Freedom the relative positions of both Mutualist and Communist who have
Anarchism as their aim. JoHN TURNER.

[This discussion is now closed. —Ds. ]
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