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AND TRADE UNION CONGRESS.

Anarchis‘t and Anti-Parlmmentary Commztte"e,

A Mass Welcome Meetmg-«

- Will be held in the Holborn Town Hall

" Gray’s Inn Road, W.C., on TUESDAY,

J ULY 28th, to which all delegates are 1nv1ted
to attend.

&

The following have consented to speak: P. Kfopotkin, Elisee

Reclus, Amilcare Cipriani, Domela Nicuwenhuis, Pietro Geri,

Louise Michel, A. Hamon, Bernard T.azare, Keir Hardie, Tom

Mann, Touzeau Parris, J. Tochatti, Frank Kitz, H. H. Duncan,
Alfred Barton, T. Caplan, J. C. Kenworthy, G. Landauer, A.
Pavlowiteh, and C. Cornehssen.

Doors open at 7 pm begin at 7.30.
A
We appeal to all comrades and sympathisers to
agsist us financially in defraying the expenses incurred
for the above meeting. Subscriptions should be sent
“to J. Perry, 7, Lamb’s Conduit Street, Theobald’s
Road, W.C.

NOTICE.—From July 24th, the Commuonisr Crus, 57,
Charlotte Street, Fitzroy Square, W.C., will be open to all
comrades, and more especially to delegates attending the
forthcoming International Congress, which place they can
make their rendezvous. -

“LIBERTY" is a journal of Anarchist-Communism; but articles on all phases
of the Revolutionary movement will be freely admitted, provided they are worded
in suitable languaze. No contributions should exceed one column in length. The
writer over whose signature the article appears is alone responsible for the
opinions expressed, and the Editer in all matters reserves to himseli the fullest
right to reject any article.

All Communications—ineluding orders for Papers or Pamphlets—shonld be
addressed to The Editor, Carmagnole House, Beadon Road, Hammersmith, W.

Subscription, 1s. 6d. per year, post free. Per quire ot 27 copies, 1s. 7d. post free.

The trade supplied by W, Reeves, 185, Fleet Street, E.C.
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ANARCHISTS AT PAST INTERNA
CONGRESSES.
BRUSSELS, 1891; ZURICH, 1893.

The resolutions of the Parix International Congress of 1889
on international labour legislation ete.
lll(lCh waste pdl)"r

TIONAL

only the appeal for an annual Mayday

demonstrtztmn made its way rouid the world, and, on May lst
If we exwpt*

1890, created sowe stir in almost every countrv;
Austria where large h(h]\

preceded . Mayday of

. tollowed l»v massacres of strikers,

Fl) A L;IBELRTY?- :

“ INTERNATIONAL SOCIALIST VVORKERS’

were destined to be sU

8‘)0 and where on that day, in 1890

are hostl
common

voter

the workers struck work neirly in- the whole Q()lllli«-l‘_\, i oall
other eountries where social democracy 18 atr()xigjcit; the demon-
stration was restricted to meetings in theevening or on
following Sunday, to d‘vpu ations gent to represcntative bodies,
ete. onthe nthu' hun/li the roenlutionary socialists of the old
“Socialist Loagire” hellthe first Mayday meeting in Hyde Pork,

the Catalonian woikors inund xvunJ Dazu.lou.x, .Ll tlw inistance

the |

. 1:1\0 a rnal ls

ph"l(-"'f ﬂifl?t in
mouths alter
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S cialists—who at that time were not” Anarchists—were ex-
pelied from the party at the Congress of Erfurt.

On the Zurich Congress of 1893 space allows me to say but
tittle, and some comment has been given upon it in G. B. Shaw’s
article in last month’s Liserry. The “Commonweal” (Nos. 9,
10, 12) and “Freedom” of 1893 should also be consulted ; everv
word of these reports would have to be repriuted here if we
were to give but a feeble idea of the amount of trickery, brutal-
1ty and reactionary tendencies disgracing the official Congress,
ananaged by the permanent Marxist clique, of whom G. B. Shaw#
then said that “Far from being able to conduct the affairs of
a social democratic republic, they had shown themselves
mcapable of managing a country post-office.”

A previous conference held at Brussels had proposed the ad-

nitssion of “all trade socicties and of those Boecialist parties

and groups which recognise the necessity of the organisation of

the workers and of political action.” The Cougress began to

discuss this proposition. Most of the French pleaded for omit-

ting the recognition of “political action’, supported by the
vditor of the Berlin “3ocialist” and Ch. W. Mowbray; on the
other side, Mr. Hunter Watts claimed the repudiation of
anarchist delegates who were not trade unionists, and a French
Marxist said : *Those who call themselves anarchists to-day
are either muddleheads or ‘agents provocateurs’ (police agents.)
Then “Bebel’s rule” was proposed, defining political action as
“making use of or trying to conquer the political rights and
the machinery of legislation for the purnose of advancing the
proletariat, and of conquering political power.”  Bebel made
a long speech full of insults against Anavchistsand Independent
Socialists.  After long wranglings, and when nobody secnied
to know whether a vote had already been taken or not, this
amendment ot Debel’s was ndopted by the votes of the delegates
ol Germany (except the Independents), Avstralia (that is one
Ttalian emigrant, Sceusa, once an Anarchist, a renegade now),
Bulgarvia (two students, more rabid Marxists than Marx him-
self ever was), Italv (swarming over with Milanese delepates,
where a knot of Marxists exists), Denmwark (two delegates, one
of the tails of the (German party), America (that is Abraham
(ahan, Daniel de Leon, and L. Sanial, of New York), Rou-
nunia (five Bucharest Socialists®, Russin (Mr. Plachanoff alene,
the author of the famous retutation of Anarchism), Servia ‘one
delegate  from Belgrad), Norway (cve frem  Christiana),
Hungary  (ten delegates. dependent intellectually on their
Austrian  leaders)—all these  voted unsnimondy in favour,
which unaninnty, in the case of the immense countries of
Australin and Russia, is a very important fact, (is it not?)
were 1t not seen that they were “represented” Ly one man each,
an Italinn and a Rossian, Loth forrer revolutionists and now
turncoats.  Of the sixty-five British delgates, only six voted
avainst “Bebel's rule”—Mowbrav, Stealman, Cleeves, Birue,
Roland, and Gilles; it wus further adopted by all Austrians
(34 except 3, all Swiss (113) except 2.

It was rejected by the Belgiuns (17) unanimously, and by
the Duteh (4 to 2).  The Frenelh (41) and the Poles (10) did
not vote,  The two Spaniards —one of thew the inevirable Mr.
Jiuiesias—werve absent, so “Spain” did not talke part in the vote,

Hence it foliows thot “Bebel's vule”—which is 1o be onforeed
Jdvthe orgenising eonanittee of the fortheominge London Cone-
er 8 -wax i reality onle voted by the Germany with their
tail of non-representative delegutes from any nwmlev of small
cr bie countiies otherwize not represented, aud hy the Jarge

sajority of the fuglish delegates who, as Mr. Shaw puts at,
acted so, “not really en the aronnd that the Independent
political doctrive was madmissable, hut s a rough and ready
expedicut for getting vid of a koot of men whon the German
Poecind Demooratic lenders asserted to be so hopelessly disorderty,
un; ractieal, and ob-tructive, that wo Lusiness:could be done
until thov were removed 17

"Mhiis <Lows that nobody but the Germons, their tadl of other
Coleautes who follow their tead blindly, and the Taglish led
curicusly enoueh, believing

away v omissapresentations and,
these ofnud mstead of providing for faivplay Pefore all; cor-
eaquentlv—to put the matter in a nutshe!l. only the Germans
and their foels and dupes introdu.ed this new law by which
thes complotely control the composition of international con.
cresve. and make them subserviont to the premotion of their
own very.narow and sectarian am.

Is this farce, so successfully acted at Zurich, to be acted
again in London this year?

Karl Marx and his friends once played very same game
aud tried to boss the old International: the result was the
decay and dissolution of ther part>of that organisation,
whilst the Italian, Swiss, Spanish, and—so far as it could
manage to keep up against persecution—the French Interui.
tional carried on for veirs singlehanded the revoluticnary
propaganda’and were the mothers of the modern Anarchist and
revolutionary movement in those countries, and, spreading
hence, all over the world. The last part of the life of Marx,
after his ambitious schemes were frustrated, was spent ma

forced retirement and "comparative obscurity ; now those old
schemes are boomed again. *Will all the lessons of the past-

be lost, and is fairplay a mere word only good for oratorical
display and sweeringly repudiated by action aud life?

We may add that after the resolution of Debel's was adopted,
the word was passed by Singer (German chairman) to Greulich
(Swiss, since eapelled from the Zurich party for an electoral
compromise with a bourgeois party, but, after long scandals,
whitewashed again), and Burkly (who ought to have knowu
better) to chuck the German Independents out, which was
accordingly done with great brutality, chiefly by the Swiss.

We will not record the further explanations given by some
delegates on their votes, nor the protestations against the dis-
graceful way in which the resolution was put into practice, and
will only mention that the Anarchist forthwith began to hold a
number of meetings in the Plattengarten, at which all questious
dealt with by the official Congress were amply discussed and
the results formulated; but space forbids to give any detasls.
As at Paris and Brussels, these meetings passed in a perfectly
harmonious way, contrasting once more with many scenes of
spiteful jealousy acted at the official Congress Letween the
different cliques eawer for domineering each other and the
major and minor chiefs in each clique itself.

From the above sketches it will be seen that two facte char-
acterise these three congresses: the increasing intolerauce hand
in hand with the increasing German preponderance, brought
about by interpational machinations of a uarrow and small
clique of mutual logrollers, which curb, by misrepresentation,
even those under their yoke whom they would never couvinee
by theoretical arguments, or the ephenieral suecess of thorr
example,

It 1s for the fortheoming Congress to decide this question,
The success of the Anarchist movement is not affceted by a
decision either way : but the honour and personal diguity of
evervone tuking part in the Congressare, and to this we wanted
to call attention by the above remarks. o

Notg. —Tn the “Talonr Leader™, of July 4th, the “iuterest.
ine and puthetic inerdent” s toid of the Servian libour pariy's
deleate “working his way across Burop —work:ng at his trade
in the towns liec passes through, so as to pay s travelling
expenses.” T'his is all very well, and this man possesses per-
haps a very high staudard of moral courage and self suerifice ;
no word against him.  But is everybody aware that the
“standing orvders” to be accented by the Congress preserihe
that “upon such resolutions dealing with fundamental questions
of principle the voting shall be by nationalities”, hence the
vote of this man will, if the ease happens, balance the vote of
the 230 British delegates ?
indifferent.  We do not helieve in the results of a vote, beeuuse
the accidental et that so and-so may vote this way or another
wity cannot effeet the veal sitnation—truth-—in any way. Nor,
it the vote proved auvthing, would it be possible to establish a
form of voting which would he fair to all,
fact becanse it plainly shows that the Zurich tacties are about
to be imitated here in London. :

See last month’s Lisgrry for article on the Parig Congress.

There was a printer’s crror it that article - the name of T
Netlow_was inadverte.tly omitted from the list of those who
signed the proteat thoroin referred to,

A considorable number of journals and pampllets are to
Liand, for wnich the senders are thanked, A more detatled

| acknowledgment will appear next month,

To us, as Anarchists, this may b

But we mention the



"-the harmfulness of officialism alike to the indivi-
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from Folkestone, but we are sorry to say, not u
improved in health and, at his doctor’s advic
about to start on a voyage to Norway, with a yot
‘doctor as companion.  Such is the havoc wro
“by-excess of intellectual work on our comra
constitution, nothing -but a long voysge,

from all work and books, will do him" any good. |

‘8o with a hearty grip of the hand, we wish hi

Our cdmrade, Wllham Moms, has retumed'

tha.t school car

pleasant journey, entertaining the hope that on | ;ptel

“his return we may see him completely restored to
health. ,

We are glad that our Freethought friends h'a,v'eyf

at last discovered that officialism has a baneful
effect on organization, and have in consequence
just inaugurated a new society, abolishing the
offices of President and Vice-President. One ot
the speakers contended that an official simply
meant a “priest writ large”’, and all recognised

ual and to the movement, bringing out as it does
the worst part of human nature, and fostering the
coercive spirit—with the inevitable result that
the best men leave the movement as a protest
against official tyranny and incapacity.

The recognition by the Freethinkers that I'ree
Organization at the present time is all important,
should bring themw within sight of the fact that
Freethought to be free must in no way be limited,

but must be directed to the root causes of super-

stition and poverty. The parson today is but the

- jackal of the capitalist. Ignorance and misery

are the inevitable consequence of capitalisiu and
governient.

Helen Rossetti has returned from Italy, we are
glad to say, quite restored to health, and we tru
the recognition of her services to the cause of
Anarchism will outweigh any disappointments she

may have suffered with regard to them. We can ‘ot

ill afford at the present ime to lose 80 good 4 com-
rade. ,

In the June number of the “Free Review” J. |

M. Robertson concludes his series of articles on

the Revival of Phrenology. We advise our read-

ers to study these articles in o1der to see how he

“crushes through the so-called refutations oif'i,"

Plueuology, utterly demolishing them, and that |
in such a way as to carry conviction as to the |

truth of Phrenology. Nor does he allow Phrenol-

ogists themsclves to escape severe criticisi
his hands. W hen be calls attention to their uc-

tion of “thrustn g’ an old world theism on the
~ learner, and of pmmnv “the matchless skill of the |
divine m(,hlbcct” his criticism is foreible and of |,

\gryea.\;.vulue. Lhe weuching of the plirenologists Qf,f e
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LAW-WORSHIP AND ITS DOWNFALL.

Laws are all that is most arbitrary in the

world. They sum up the spirit of a moment, the
aspirationg of a party, or the average opinion of a
vation; but, being made by. some men, they are
coloured with thelr passions, their defects thelr
- qualities—if those who .mude them were sincere.
They may indeed satisfy those who partake of the
way of looking at things of those who fabricated
them, but they chafe upon many more. To obtain
unanimous approbation a law would have to be of
a perfection not of this world ; but then it would
buve no need of being placed ou the statute book—
its sanction would be in its very justice. One
erects into laws only what meets with resistance
on the part of a sufficiently 1111p01tant fraction of
the population.,

Those who make laws or are charged with
applying them have reason not to suffer them to
be discussed. DBased upon the arbitrary, law is
like creed—discussion is its ruin. To wish to
discuss 1t is to comnit an act of revolt ; it 1s the
beginning of insubordination. An order discussed
1s only half executed. Not a single law would
remain capable of being carried into application
from the day when each individual should want
to reason upon it according to his own conception.

There is no law which does not, by the fact that
it 1slaw, wound someone in his individuality, his
sentient or his autonomy. It is to ask for more

than womhip from those whom it wounds, to ask
them to bow before it even though they recognise
1t for unjust. It is calling for “the *Credo quia
absurdum” of Saint Angustme—-“ I Dbelieve,
because it is absurd!” The weak and the timor-
ous may bend, but the strong and the worthy will
always refuse 0 bow docﬂely to what their reason
reprobates.

Thereupon, all the forces of society have to be
made to intervene to assure t.e san(tldy of the
laws ; which proves we arc right in s:ying that Luv
is only the argument of the stronger.

Certainly, force would not always be sufficient

to ensure respect -for the law. History gives us

numerous examples where it has sufficed for au-

thority to seek to apply some laws, more detested,
if not more absurd, than the others to rouse up
public opinion to the point of‘exmtence, and con-

tribute to lay low the power which had enacted

them. The succour which force brings to the law

can only be temporary, like all that rests upon |
The latter has only a relative value, and if | ¢

force.

| to the genelal Well bem
was in presentmgat as suc
all the theatrical effect
enveloped, all the stag
ridiculous to day to the refl
are caretful to conse 'e b

the lepresentatlve
then Wﬂl wa

w01st tul plt
menace its pr

sometimes, nearly always up to the present it is
found on the side of the oppressors, it happens | be

also, intermittently, that the oppressed find it on

their side, when they resume the consciousness of;,,( ne

~their dlgmty and their rights.

Therefore, in order to bring about the acoop-f”

tance of the law, besides brute force it has been |

necessary to clothe it with a certain moral forc
which should make the greater number ‘IPCPtht

as a social necessity, sometimes pamiul but L.seiul |
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“written in the protocol.

“mnst plead our admission.
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la.ckj ehef m 1t

the swathlng clot‘.h 1t has Wllled

who attempt to analyze them. At the present
time there is no longer anything but brute foree

- that maintains it; and its definite fall is no more
. than a question of seconds in the chronology of

uman revolution. JEAN GRAVE.

THE FORTHCOMING CONCRESS.

The International Comgress is approaching.

Shall it be a
failure or a success ? [hat is the question. ' :

Shall this congress for the Internatioual mevement have a |

similar result to that which the Congress of the Hague, in
1872, had for the old International ? ~ If the sectarian spirit
of the so-called Marxists (German model) triumphs, the Con-
gress will be a failare.

To understand the question we must have the circumstances
described clearly and distinctly. Let us try to do this.

At the Zurich Congress of 1893 the majority adopted the
following resolution :

*“ All Trade Unions shall be admitted to the Congress; also
those Socialist parties and organisations which recognise the
necessity of the organisation of the workers and of political
action, By ‘political action’ is meant that the working-class
orgunisations seek, as far as possible, to use or conquer political
rwhts and the ma.chmery of legislation for the furthering of
the mterests of the proletariat, and the conquest of political
power.’

By this resolution all the anti-parliamentarians were exclu-
ded. If this resolntion only were to be acted on, we should
not think of coming to the congress at London. Everyone
has the right to make the conditions on which he invites others,
and this condition was strong enough to limit the frontiers.

But what happened after one foregoing was adopted ? The
following day, the proposers themselves of the resolution made
a declaration which, with the consent of the congress, was
This declaration was :

“The addition proposed does not say by any means that
everyone who comes to the congress should ‘be oblxged to take
part in political action underall circumstances and *n all details
of our definitions; It claims only the acknowledgment of ,
labourer’s right to use the polmcal rights altogether of their
conutry, which, in their opinion, are for the premotion: of the
interests of the labouring classes, and to constitute theingelves
as un independent political Ihnour party.”

The resoiution closed the door: the declaration opened it.

What is now the position of the congress ?

Nobody denies the right of those labourers who will use the
~polivieal rights, if we are not obliged to use them.

This
declaration gives freedom to both ; to those who will use the
political rights, and to those who refuse to use them. There
fore we antiparliamentary socialists have the right to be at the
congress.
of the conditions; we come with an appeal to the congress,
which has decided for free action. If we are excluded, the

cotgress must put itself on the ‘standpoint of the resolutifju .
and annihilate the declarations, butit is dishonest to refuse us,
and Bebel himself, as one of the ploposers of the a.dd1t10n,‘f

ogmas become worthless in the ha,nds of those,

: 1nterna,t10n

. tend Congr
the 8. D. F

“ever vile
&luoi,' but’in

We do not ask for a privilege, we ask for no change

can see how the heresy E b
morrow. In that time the
smgle letter. Some sa.ld th

mankmd f
W111 you make

peace f al
followmg day, a,n 1

shall be refused
Socialists ! ;
will ask, “Is ;tha.'f t
of the world, ﬁnite’

who dxscuss al q
cougress of s
many men wh

and, ’a‘t lea.z.
The ve'rj m

What will the congress do?  Shallit be so narrow mmded

It:i< curlous ‘how- history repeats itself.

how hlbtory repeats itself—once as a farce and once asa |
“*\Ve slrall sce Wixat 1s4p1med thls txme.

The old

“us to cxclude the libertarian socialists ? - :
Marx remembers
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speedy if more violent methods.” ~{Justice leader, October

31, 1893.)

Coming to Mr. Hyndman as another shining light of consti-

tutionalism, I find a leader in Justice of Feb. 28, 1885, written
by him, entitled “Obey the Law’! Written by a man of edu-
cation, a facile penman, a’master of irony and sarcasm, every
one who reads it must, I think, understand it as the Irishmen
did their leader’s “Don’t put him in the horsepond,” whereupon
they immediately seized the refradtory one and at once pro-
ceeded to give him a sound ducking. The article will not bear
quoting piecemeal; it requires reading as a whole to well
understand its import, but the following few words give a very
faint idea—*“And if I tell you that every reformer in2this coun-
try, from the right of combination, to the right of free speech
" and free voting, has been got by breaking the law, by contemn-
ing the law, by kicking down and overthrowing the law, don’t
believe me.” One can now better understand why such
apostles of consistency and constitutionalism refuse to join
hands with the “ruffianly meb”, as they stvle the Anarchists;
and as for organisation which they are so great on, why, it was
only the other day that Keir Hurdie apostrophlsed the 8. D. F.
as a “disorganised rabble”. There is one more thing I should
just like to , touch upon. The leaders of the S. D. F. are never
tired of boasting of the age of the organisation, how it has sur-
vived when others have fallen and cowe to grief, boasting that
they have the same programme and pursue the same policy now
as when they first .started. I wish to point out that this is
utterly untrue. The objects have constantly been altered, and
the programme is ever under revision. The reports of its
various conferences prove this. One thing they can boast of—
if they dare. They have never placed on their programme the
right to freedom of speech.
it first became the S. D. F., and for its programme it agreed to
adopt that of the Labour Emancipation League, which often,
by its forward policy, was the means of pushing the S. D. F.
on much further than some of its leaders wished to go. I was
in the chair myself when the programme was drawn up, and
though the S. D. F. adopted it unanimously, No. 5—which
says “ Perfect hiberty of speech, freedom of the press, right of
public meeting, and free association ”—has never yet appeared
on the programme of the S. D. F,

I have just come across the following resolution passed by
the 8. D. F,, in August 1884, and which has never been re-
scinded : Thdt no political action should be taken in the way
of putting forward candidates at elpctlom or in any way
countenancing the present political system.” This resolution
was carried without dissent. REVOLUTIONARY SOCIALIST.

ANARCHIST COMMUNISM IN ITS RE-
LATION TO STATE SOCIALISM.

(Continued from the July number.)

This leads us to the recognition that the word, “government”
mciudes two distinet ideas, the one the exoreise of violence,
the other, the adininistration of pullic. affairs. Were the
development of the latter to proceed as above described, ‘thore
woubl be Little ground left for Anarchists to olject to “gove n-
ment”. Take away the former function, which has been hither-
to the predominating one, and the word no longer means that
which all Anarchists recognise’init.  Consequently, what the
Anarchist means when he savs: “Anarchy means mo govern:
ment”, is, moie exactly defined, Anarchy means no despotie
government; despotic, being “tyrunnical”, h‘wing “absolute
contrdl” over others. (See “Walker's chtxonan )

“But how” ? I hear many of my comrades exclaim : even a
purely administrative government 1s not to be heard of under

Anarchy ! Before answering, I would . ask them to a]Iow me

first to proceed with Communism.

In the August Conference of 1884 |

- Of conrse it WIH

groups of WOILPTS carried on their various bmmhe\ ‘
tion, it would be necessary, for instauce, for e,very
to know the number of its inhabitants to be supplie
bread. Agricultural labourers, millers; and baker
having their separatg unions, would require ta fed
‘order to know, in every commune, and agal 0
whole land, what was required to meet the communal ax
national demand for their products. To obtain t

of foreign, products, one country would r quire te kno
total amount of the demand for their exports, and to f¢
the demand for their imports, otc.
national, and 1nter11at10nal administration
Communism wulso. It would all th
munism for every one to start wi
needs, and his social as w l] as lu

istrative, government
Now let us turn to Sta.te Socmllsm

tive. government, securmg to
access to the means of product1
needs, “ accordmg to lns work.”

munistand the‘St@
administration as
libeltv, for libert

while smcerelv stri
of government, d
pulsory function.
develapment of tl
decay of the latte
tion as the evil
government, i
Socialist appear

Take for instan
supply and tra
towus, not throuy
of the community
effort, but by an
gorily governin
economic adv:
would ledoxmgl
power. But al
bave gained son
plovecs in theso? 0

1]11(’8, with duspohc
()'thl\—nr 1ho c(mh‘()l

c.Lpltahsh(' vqtom,

Communism supposes, to start with, the socialisation of the

means of production, in common’ Wltjl every other: form of
socialism.  Further than this we may say it means such an
organisation of production and distribution as would secure to
everyone working according to his capacities the full satisfac-

tion of his needs. » Sucl an organisation would evidently

administration. * However autonom')usl_) the

uccessitate  some

“and government, we need onl;

la,hmu'mg' ('L\,ss. -
Tosee what little eﬁ’e
on the freeing of the prole

it is so muoh morp (]pveloped
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- but We‘ do not ﬁnd that the workmgman is for a.ll that a whit
_ nearer economic emanmpa.tlon, while he is decidedly behind us
in political ema,nupa,mon, owing largely to the fact that the
French constitution is much more despotic and military than

ours. The maglstra.ture, t00,i8 a political tool in a way thatin | i

Great Britain we do not know. = If the State Socialist should |
take this last admission—that is the more despotic character of |
the French government—as counteracting my argument against
" municipal and political Socialism, I ask him what has this
Socialism done to counteract this despotism?  Absolutely
nothing. On the contrary, there is nothing more evident than
the absence among the State Socialists of any idea of the irra
‘tionality and uselessness of violent compulsion as a means of
government to cure social ills. Their organ, “La Petite Repub-
lique,” is continually full of the cry to bring this or that
culprit to Justice, while at the same time, in certain: cases
—and they are many— they are quick enough to expose the
fact that the so-called Courts of Justice are rather courts of
injustice. ~ These are, however, the case where the culprits are
Socialists. Never, I find, do they seem to have an inkling that
resort to violence is ounly necessary in a government to protect
what is evil, and that no government can be sound or good
which rests on other support than the interest of the people.

The most that the French Socialist deputy asks is fora slight
reforination of the judicature, making it more conformable to
the English system !

We might add that modern history clearly shows that the

" more democratic a country is, under the present violently main-

tained social system, the more tyrannical and corrupt the
government, as in the United States of America, the Republic
of France, and, now every day increasingly, the Republic of
Swn7ella.nd And in proportion as- Democratic Socialism
asserts itsclf, this tendency seems rather to increase than to
decline, judging from the loudly expressed wishes and intentions
of its eminent leaders. )

But to recognise the danger in our own country of such a
one-sided Lulva.m-e we have only to consider what must be (and
what [ have heard certain enthusiastic Social Democrats affirm
will be) the result, so soon as there should be a really effective
wilitant minority of Socialists in Parliament. So soon—which
would not be long—as the crucial point arrived which meant
evident surrendor of the capitalistic or the socialistic irterest,
both parties helieving in recourse to violence, war—civil war—
would inevitably be the result. Or, in case the Socialists wisely
considering that peace wl any price were better, for what is

. gained by violence can only be maintained by vinlence, and such

violence would fatally interferve with effective administration
for the good of all.  Then the best they could do would be to
hold the ground they had gained, prictically remaining station-
ary, until such time as the public had learnt thar Might is not
synonymous with Right, and when the cooperative movenwnt
hand in hand with the increased organisation of trade unions,
shall have considerably changed the face of economic affairs,
then, finally—but not till then—can the State Socialists gather
toguthm in a non- compul%orv administrative Parliament all the
various representatives of the already existing productive and
distributive associations, thus facilitating and comp]etlnff the
realisation of a s« (ld,ll%tlc organisation. - . ..o T

To conclude : the State Soecialist, although recognising the
necessity of the development of the administrative functions of
local and nutional government, fails to recognise the evil of
compulsion by violenee in government, which latter evil. unre-
rinted, threatens to turn what would be a useful administration
into a tyrannical code. The Anarchist Communist, on the

~other hand, although recognising that organisation is necessary
recognises in government oaly its r-ompulsorv despotic function,

and holds therefore that the organisation of a truly Socialist

(or Communistic) society must begin outside government, by
the spoutaneous efforts of the penple themselves. ,
While the State Socialist only condemns judicial senten(‘es»

in certain instances, and seems at best to regard ]udlcm,l powm‘s |

as a necessary evil, the: Anarchist condemns them utterly in

“the name of reason and: jnstice, and-would refuse to make use |

of them iu every instance. Notwithstanding, therefore, that
many Anarchists l”()gl(‘ﬂ”V approve of violent acts of rebelhon,
their propuganda;, makes for peace;;which is the first necessary
Dbasis on which equality canavise ont of the present inequalitics,

and fruternity follow the prasent divisions and animosities.

Let it not, however fora momentb 'suppos d tl
is synonymous with passive submission. ;
It is that pea.ce alone Whlch a.nses out of the reasor
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plorable because it has a tendency to endaﬁger'
that sacred right of asylum of political offenders,
which we have—to the honour of England—always
accorded. Yet the instincts of mercy, and confi-
dence in its wisdomn as a policy, lead me to plead ;
for these men. They have suffered for more '
four years in the dreadful silence of an English
- prison. In the prime of manhood their lives are
leing wasted. They have atoned for their offence
and I do not doubt, may be safely set at liberty.
The exercise of mercy is potent tor good effect : 1t
softens all concerned ; those who have done wrong
ard receive pardon ; those who regard with pity
and affection the condemned and those who m"
anger cherish revenge : it teaches that the Execu-
~ tive should not be remorseless, ought to disclaim
vengeance, and should not be gullty of the ferocity
it condemns. The persistence in long and terrible
sentences exasperates and provokes retaliation.
Cuas. H. Hopwoob.

Temple June 5, 1896.
PuBLic MEETINGS.

The Swansea Trades Council have carrled'

unanimously a resolution calling for the release.
of the prisoners. At a densely crowded I. L. P.
meeting, at Norwich, J7 Burgess in the chair,

Keir Hardie woved a resolution similar to that

adopted at the meeting held in the Holbern Town
Hall, which was carried by acclamation. At meet-
ings held at Long Eaton and Nottingham, after a

lecture on the Walsall case by D. J. Nicoll, the |

resolution submitted was carried unammonsly
 The Long Edton Branch of the I. L. P. voted 5s.

or mcapamby b
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uually ha,ve,

An International Demonstra’mon vnll be held-in-2889.

Trafalgar Square, on Sunday, August 2nd., at 3.50
p.m., at which many of the delegates—Continen-
tal and British—to the Internatwnal Congress
will attend and speak

THE PARTING OF THE WAYS.

Anarchist Communists sometimes feei that they |

cao justly charge the great maputy of English | ¢

Socialists with either a want of sincerity or a lack

of common sense. Communists are opposed by |

them at every turn; are perpetually being un-
fairly attacked in their organs; are abused and
derided in lieu of receiving a fair hearing at their
meetings ; are excluded from “workers” con-

gresses of which they have the business arrange- |

ents, and are invariably treated as though their

ideals were directly opposed to those of Socialism. | ¢

We should not, however, be justified in attacking
~ them if the maJorlty of Soclallsts did honestly be-

lieve thie Anarchist- Communist 1deal to be ininiieal | 4.

to then ow, but it is evident that such is not

le | ;

case.  Go where you will in the Social Democmt'c:
mnks you will find that the great mass of men |

‘ and vmmeu are Auau(,lustf Commumsts (thut Js, 2
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. AGRICULTURE
B! PhTER KR()POTKIN

A
Political ‘economy has often been reproached with drawing

all its deductions from the decidedly false principle, that the-

_only incentive capable of forcing a man to augment his power
~of j)roductlon is persona.l interest in its parrowest sense.
The reproach is perfectly true:so true that epochs of
great industrial discoveriss and true progress- in industry are
- precisely those in which ke happiness of all was the aim pur-
sued, and in which personal enrichment was least thought of.
Great investigators and zreat inventors aimed without doubt
at the emancipation of mankind. And if Watt, Stephenson,
Jacquard ete: could have only forseen what a state of misery
their sleepless nights would bring to the workers, they would
probably have burned their designs and broken their models.
Another principle that pervades political economy is just as
false. It is the tacit admission, common to all economists,
that if there is ofien overproduction in certain branches, a
suciety will  nevertheless never have. sufficient products to
satisfy the wauts of all ; and that consequently, the day will
never come when nobody will be forced to sell his labour in
exchange for wages. This tacit admission is found at the basis
of all theories of the so-called “laws” taught by economists.

And yet it is certain that the day when any civifized

association of individuals would ask ltself what are the needs
of ail and the means of satisfving them, it would see that, in
industry as in agriculture italready possesses sufficient to pro-
vide ahuuddnt]y for all needs, on condition that it knows how
to apply these means to satisfy real needs.

That thixis true as regards mdustry no one can coutest.
ded, it sufi-es to study the processes alrealy iu use to extract
¢oals and ore, to obtain stes] and work it, to manufacture what
is need for clothing, ete., in Jarge industrial establishments to
pereéive that we could already inerease our production fourfold
and yet economize work. '

We vu further. We assert that agrienlture is in the same

‘ prmuun the labourer like the wmnhchner, already possesses
the weans to increase his ]rudmtum not only fourfold but
t-nfold, and he will be able to put into practice as soon as he
firols the need of it. and he will extablish the Sociabist orgauiza-
tion of work tustead of the present capivalistic oue.

Each tone agricalture is spoken of, men imagine a peasant
Liending over the ]-lou;:h throwing Ladly sorted corn hap-
hazard into the ground, and wiiting anxiously tor what the
good or bad season will blmu;i wwth; or a family workimy from
morn to vight and reaping as wv‘,ud a rwde bed, drv bread,
and conrse bavorage.  In a word we picture “tie wild beast”
of Lo Bruvere,

And for this man, ﬂnu subjectrd to misery, the utmost re Yief

,{\0(~|u‘v Proposes i< to reduce s tises or his rent. But they
do uot even dare to imagine a cultivator stauding ereet, 1almw

loixure, and producing by a few hours’ work per day >ulhr ent .

food to nourish, not unlv his own family but a haudred men
more at the Yeast.  Tn their most glowing dreams of the futnre
Socialists do not go bevond American exteusive culture, which,
after all, is bur the infaney of agrienltural art.

Ths agriculturist has broader ideas teday—his conceptions
are on a largrander scale.  He only aske for a fraclion of two-
and-a-half acres’in order to produce sufficient vegetables for a

faiily ; and to feed twenty-five horned beasts he peeds no more

space than he formerly required to feed one; his aim is to

make his own snil, to deiv seasons and climate; to warm bhoth
arr aud earth around the young plant; to produce,ini word,
oun two-nnd-a-half acres what ‘he used to crop on 125 acres, and

that without any excessive fntlgno—-l)v greatly reducing the.

tota! of tormer fabour. He asswres us that we will be abie to
f ol ovorybody, by giving to thegeulture of the fields no more
;time tham whit erch ean give with pleasare and joy.
'hat is the “pregent” tendency of agrienlture.
While geientific men; led by wam, the creator nf the
chemical theory-of ugnoumm'a, uLten got on the wrong tack
their love ol wiere theories, winettdred agricuaurists opeucd up

In--

‘new roads to prosperxty ~ Market gdrderrers?
Ronen, Enghsh gardeners Flemish :
‘the :

articles of luxury if th
culture.

Ten years ago, it eould alread
ofa hundred ‘million individua,
'1mp0rtmg a.nytbmg on wha
when we sée the progr
in England, and wh
open up before us,
1t is a.lreadv cultl

In any case, (as
~ gider it as “a.bsolut
the two department

with their hands, a
them a single bushel

departxnents,_thev ,
vege’mbles’ neceas'a.r

people w1th corn" ha
vegetables produce
and with fruit gr

It is howeve'”

a.rt,iﬁr:ia,l Culture
that the theory

harmtul: We -
right (*onc'epmou
growers, nor of t
Consilsring the.
this exssssive labo
adopted intensi
extensive agi
they could produc
labour even if
climate and on a le

It wn nld B'e

l(-nt wm‘l\s nnbh
we will aive a |
inhahitants of la.xge
what (tprlcu‘ture can

~w1ll b .u’mml wlwn
‘ we naed l'rmn the soil
A few facts will s
WAy exagaerate
gonoml reiarks .
Vu I\uu\v m \rlm aw

owner; hey
maoderately,
TISBOTY Notey
i y

. soil l)(,luug ug

'md oon
in I‘Bd.llt)




UL

Y, 18Y0.]

the State, and the banker, thus plundfrr the cultivator by means
of reut, tazes, aud interest. The sum varies in each country ;
Lut it never falls helow the quarter. very often the half of the
vaw produce. In France agriculturists pay the State 44 per
cent: of the gross prodace. -
Moreover, the share of” the owner and the State always goes
on increasing.  As soon as the cultivator has obtained more
plentiful crops by prodigies of labour, inventi n, or initiative,
the tribute he will owe to the Tandowner, the State, and the
_ banker will augment in yproportion. If he doubles the number
~0t bushels reaped per acre. rent will be doubled and taxes too,
and the State will take care to raise them still more if the prices
goup. Andsoon. In short, everywhere the cultivator of
tho soil works 12 to 16 hours a day ; these three vultures take
trom him everything he might lay by ; thep rob him everywhere
of what would enable him to improve his culture. That is
why agriculture remains stationary. (-
The cultivator will only progress by exerting his intelligenee
and increasing his work under guite exceptional circumstances,
following upon a quarrel between these three vampires. And
¥et we bave said uothing about the tribute every cultivatox
pays to the manufacturer. Every machine, every spade, every
Larrel of chemical manure is sold to him at - three or four times
its real cost.  Nor let'ns forget the middlemau who levies the
lon’s share of~the earth’s produce.
This is why, during all this ecnturs of invention and progress
acriculture has only improved {rom time to time on very lim-

LIBERTY.
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Happily there have always been small enclosures neglected for
some time by these vultures; and here we learn what intensive"
agriculture can produce for mankind. Tet us mention a few
ecxamples,

Iu the Ameriean prairies (which however only vield meagre
crops, srom 7 to 1 bushels per acre, and even these arc often
marred by periodical droughts,) five hundred -men, working
culy drring 8 months, produce the annual food of 50,000
people.  Heve the result 1s obtained by a great economy in
manusl labour.  On those vast plains the eve cannot encompass,
ploughing. harvesting, thrasling are organized in almost
wntlitary fashion.  There is no useless ruuning to and fro, no
luss of time.  All is done with parade-like precision.

This is agriculture on a large scale, extensive agriculture;
which takes the soil from pature withoat seeking to improve
it.  When the earth has yielded all it can, they leave it; they
seek elsewhere for a virgin soilj to he exhaustediin its turn.

grain, ;re’pl"«i‘ntéd '

landowners
find thei

money, n

Ent theve is ulso intensive agriculture which is already worked,
aud will be more and more o, by machinery : its objeel is to
cultivate a limited space well, to wanure, {0 improve, to con-
centrate work and to cbtain the largest crop possible. This
kind of cultare grows every year, and whereas agriculturists
are content with an average crop of 11 to 18 buskels per acre
by extensive culture in the south of France aud on the fertile
Jlains of Western Ameriea, they reap regularly 39, even 35,
and sometimes 61 bushels peracre in the northi of France, The
annualjconsumption of a man is thus obtained froni less thah

a quarter of an acre. . . ‘

. And:the more~intense the culture is the less work is ex-

‘perded to Gbhtain a bushel of wheat. Machinery replaces nian
at the preliminary. work, and the improvements needed by

the land-—such as draining, clearing of stonés— which: wiil

double the crops in future, is done once for all. Sonetinies
nothing but ploughing decply, without ever manuring, allows

an average soil to yield excellent crops from year to year. It

bas been done for 20 years at Rothamstead, near Londoun.

|
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Let us not write an agricultural romance, but be satisfied |

with a crop of 44 bushele per acre~that needs no exceptional
soil, but merely a rational culture, and let us see what it
means. - e S -
The 3,600,000 individuals who inhahit the two departmonts
of Seine and Seine-et-Nise consnme vearly for their f{md a
little less than 22 million bushels of cercals, chiefly whiat, |
In our hypothesis they would have to enltivafe in order t
obtain ihis erop 494,200 acres of the 1,507,310 acres wiitch
thiy possess: Tt s evident thev wauld rot ultivate them
with spades.  That would need ton much time- 95 workdavs
of five hours per weve: It would he preferable 10 improve the
o1l once for all—to diaim what neéded to be drained, ti level
what ueeded levelling, to Clear the s0ii of stenes; were it even
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