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SOGIAL DEMOGRAGY AND ANARGHISM.
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based as 1t 1s upon an In-

'H'('()IIH'.\ Inore
th(' (“l'l'(‘t. i.\ l)\' NHO 1NHEHNS (‘Hll“lll‘fl Lo lll('(‘ll:llli('.\'.

Democratic scheme for reorganising society
sufficient knowledge of the principles which govern the relations of
mankind-—is full of expedients to reconcile the individual, the muniei-
pality and the state, all of which are unnecessary and if tried would
prove to be unworkable, unless coercion was introduced. And the
public will object quite as much to the coercion of the Bocial-Democratic
Municipality and National Government as it does to government in 1ts
existing forms. It is useless for the Social Democrat to say that such
coercion would be for the good of the individual coerced : the same
thing 1s said to-day in defence of the existing laws. A government
without officials, police and soldiery to prevent the people exercising
their liberty ; a government that issues no decrees and passes no laws;
a government that has no prisons for the recalcitrant, no punishment
for those who refuse to obey its decisions—do our Social Democratic
friends dream of such a government as this? Surely not, for in that
case 1t would simply be a committee of talkers to which people would
pay just as much attention as it deserved, and would exercise no more
imfluence upon the society of to-morrow than Queen Victoria does upon
the society of to-day. We Anarchists have no objection to a govern-
ment of this kind, but we would point out to the gentlemen who pro-
pose to constitute such a government—if any there be—that they wall
be wasting their valuable time: whilst they are talking the people will
be acting. If, however, the Social Democrats propose that this govern-
ment of theirs should have powers similar to those exercised by the
existing governments then we can detect no difference in kind but only
a difference of degree between the despotism of the present time and
that which we are asked to establish. And we ask them by what right
they propose to coerce a single individual who objects to their pro-
posals ?

We do not believe, however, that the Social Democratic workers of
Great Britain have as a body given much attention to this matter.
They have not, we think, considered the possibilities of the future up
to this point—and therefore they remain Social Democrats. We Anar-
chists on the other hand foresee this contingency of the to-morrow of
the Revolution, and we plainly declare that we are against coercion of
any kind whatsoever, and entirely in favour of voluntary agreement.
In opposition to the Social Democratic scheme—which is based upon
the old plan of transferring authority from the Government, or the
King, to the Parliament, from the Parliament to the County or Muni-
cipality and so on—we place before the workers a thoroughly democratic
ideal—Freedom to every individual limited only by equal freedom to
others. The complicated and, as it will be found, expensive machinery
of the Social Democratic State is entirely unnecessary if we are to have,
to quote from the programme of the S. D. F. “a free condition of
Society . . . with Equal Social Rights for all and the Complete Eman-
cipation of Labour.” Anarchists have faith in their fellow-workers and
in their ability to organise freely in accordance with their needs. As
our Spanish comrades have put it in their declaration of principles
recently adopted at the Congress of Valence: “The principle of
authority or of the direction of society is based upon the assumption
that those associated are incapable of ruling themselves, and this prin-
ciple always degenerates into tyranny.” Surely our Social Democratic
comrades do not think that they and their fellows are incapable of
managing their own business. We don’t believe it. But as they have
always been governed, they imagine society cannot be held together
except by authority.

Let us return to mechanics. After the locomotive was invented and
when the idea of a railway system was first conceived early in the pre-
sent century, progress was delayed for several years through a very
curious error. ‘The inventors were of opinion that the adhesion of the
smooth wheels of the engine and the carriages upon the equally smooth
iron rail must necessarily be so slight that 1f it should be attempted to
drag any considerable weight the wheels might indeed be driven round,
but the train would fail to advance because of the continued slipping of
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the wheels ; or that at best a considerable part of the impelling power
would be lost through their partial shpping. Asa remedy for this sup-
posed evil, T'revithick provided for the runs or tyres of his wheels pro
jections similar to the heads of nails, or otherwise made their surfaces
unevern l»\' ('IIHillf_' in Y}l"lll transverse ZIrooves, “t fln'thvr ln'u[u).\'ml
that wherever, as in ascending elevations, any greater amount of the
evll was to he :a,;[»l'c'hvlulml. :ul«litiulml claws or nalls -].qucl he [»l'(»-
jected from the rims of the wheels in order more effectually to take
hold of the road. Several other inventors went in for rack and toothed
wheels and one ingenious gentleman set himself to work to devise an
(‘ll;_'iln' with |(';_'.\' similar to those of a horse. He was ;_'o-tfin;_' Ol “ll(‘ly
with his invention when the discovery was made that all these con-
trivances were needless, and that nature in this case required no 1mita-
tion having herself provided by an immutable law that the adhesion of
the wheels with the surface of the rails upon which they are moved 1s
amply sufficient to secure the advance not only of a heavy engine but
of an enormous load dragged after it. This law was discovered by Mr.
Blackett of Wylaw Colliery, in 1813.

In sociology, Social Democrats have made a mistake similar to that
made in mechanics by the early inventors of railways. They have over-
]()ka‘(l L “:ltl“':ll ]il\\' \\'lli('ll l\ f:”' more ('”i(’il('i””.\' tllilll il” thf'il' -'ll'ti'
ficial expedients—the law of the common interest. That law will compel
every member of society, when the workers control their own destinies,
to consider his neighbours and his action towards them, because each
one of us is by nature a social animal ; we need our fellows and cannot
exist alone ; nature obliges us to come to terms with one another. No
force, no authority is necessary. It is to the individual interest of each
one of us to deal with one another as we would be dealt with, and when
the incubus of the State is removed and private property is abolished, we
shall do so. As free citizens we shall combine as best will serve our
purpose in groups, in combinations of groups or communes, in federa-
tions of communes or groups, in societies, etc. Our 1dea 18 not to take
the clumsy, complicated machine of society as 1t stands and attempt to
reorganise i1t from high to low, from theé state to the individual ; but to
discard altogether the ill-contrived mechanism which after so much ex-
penditure of time and energy has failed to promote true association, and
leave human nature free to continue that process of organisation from
simple to complex, from individual to federation, which is only hindered
by governments and codes of law. We shall have conferences such
as are held now in various spheres of activity—scientifie, religious,
industrial —and the opinions of those conferences will have weight
with us in proportion as the individuals there assembled appear to us
to have knowledge of their subjects. We shall act on those opmions
when we think it adwvisable, and if we do not agree with them we
shall disregard them. Having perfect freedom of initiative the most
advanced amongst us will set an example to those who have not
attained that standard, which they will assuredly foliow 1if it meets
with their approval, just as to-day men and women follow each other’s
style in dress, in architecture, in manners. What think you of the
Anarchist 1deal, comrades, the Social Democrats ?

PAST AND FUTURE.

A Speech delivered by P. Kropothkine at South Place Chapel at the
Commemoration of the Paris Commune.

WE are commemorating to-day the eighteenth anniversary of the Paris
Commune, and this number of eighteen years, elapsed since the last up-
rising of the Paris workers, has a great signification. Eighteen years
of life is about the average life of the different governments which have
succeeded each other in France since the beginning of the century.
Napoleon Bonaparte ruled less than that. The Bourbons did not last
more than fifteen years: in 1830 they were swept away. Then the
Orleanists ruled for eighteen years till 1848 sent them away, covered
with general contempt. Then came the dark period of the Empire,
which lasted nineteen years, and again it was swept away as soon as it
reached that critical period of less than twenty years’ hife.

Now eighteen years already have elapsed since the Commune was

proclaimed in Paris, and when we examine the present system of.gov-
ernment-—the Third republie, or rather the bourgeors republic—we can-
not but say that its years already are counted ; it cannot drag on its
existence for more than a very few years in any case. The system has
been undermined, 1t has fallen so low in the public opinion that it can-
not live. It is not merely against the men who now govern France
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that the wave of popular feeling is rising: it is against parliamentary
rule altogether, against parliamentarism itself. There are countries,
like France, where the vices of a system of government come to the
front in the most prominent way, in the most striking forms. Re-
member how the royal power, the parliamentary monarchy of Lous
Philippe and the Ceesarism of Napoleon III. appeared in France in such
a manner as to display in the most abhorrent forms their inherent vices.
So it has happened also with the parliamentary middle-class republic.
In some odd eighteen yearsall the vices of the system have been brought
to the front in such an obvious and revolting way, that France 1s now
sick of that system, as it was sick of Cwsarism in 1870, of Parhamentary
Monarchy in 1848, and of Absolute Monarchy in 1789.

Nobody believes any longer in France in the parliamentary republic ;
nobody trusts it, and that is why a man like Boulanger who has not
one single idea, who represents no principle—nothing but himself-
could acquire the importance he has acquired. That all reactionaries—
monarchists, Bonapartists and financiers—gather around him 1s nothing
to wonder at. Boulangism is the last attempt of the reactionaries of all
descriptions to re-establish monarchy. Having nobody in their own
houses to represent the past, the Orleanists and Bonapartists make use
of Boulanger as of a battering-ram. And all the reactionaries gather
around him. Tt is the richest classes in France which furnish him
with the money he lavishes so freely.

But, you may say that there are also workers who support him.
Yes, unhappily there are. Workers who know only that he preaches
the dissolution of the present system and, withéut caring about what
he means to put in its place, support him on that account.  Destroy
what exists, whatever may come will be better than what is now.”
That is what they think while they vote for Boulanger. Nobody ex-
pects from him anything but to be the batiering-ram.

And yet, even that kind of support given to him is most regretable,
because when the next revolution comes in France, it would be desirable
to have no futile political struggle to meddle with it and to obstruct it.
There should be the workers on the one side, the possessing classes on
the other side, and the social economical problem in its purity between
the two.

However, it is certain that even his agitation only helps to bring
about the downfall of the present middle-class rule. If the reactionaries
who gather around Boulanger succeed in their plans, the French people
will seize the arms, and when the people of Paris is armed it acts. And
its act will be the proclamation of the Commune.

Socialism in France has passed through three different periods.
its beginnings it was philosophical and religious.
and believed in the force of argument. Fourier, who for ten consecu-
tive years went every day to a certain house, waiting for the millionaire
who would come to help him to start his community, was a striking
illustration of that belief in the force of argument and religious creed.
But the millionaire did not come, while the exploitation of the working
class was becoming worse and worse.

Then in 1848 the Socialists tried to introduce Equality and Liberty
through the government : they expected that the republican govern-
ment would organise labour. You know the result. When the middle
classes saw that the workers were in earnest, and really meant to re-
organise labour on Socialist principles—the revolution was drowned in
blood.

For the third time the workers of Paris tried to get rid of the ex-
ploiters by means of the Commune. Of course the Commune did not
even attempt so much as to realise those vague ideals which inspired
the Paris workers. It lived only seventy days. But it is notorious
that by the end of the Commune, it was decided to take possession, in
the name of the Commune, of those factories which had been abandoned
by their owners. And this first step undoubtedly would have led to
the idea of considering all the factories as the common property of the
city. They took possession of the houses abandoned by their owners,
and it was loudly said that the empty apartments ought to be taken for
those who still inhabited the slums; and if the Commune had lived it
would have been led to take possession of all houses and to administer
them as the common property of the Commune. And these two steps
would have necessarily led them to consider the stocks of food as
common property ; nay, the first steps in that direction were already
being made.

Now it is evident—it is almost a Instorical law—that the next Com-
mune will begin where the preceding one ended. The workers of Paris
know what an unsuccessful revolt against middle-class rule would mean.
One of the speakers who spoke before me has told you some of the hor-
rors of the massacre which followed the fall of the Commune. But if
any one were to take ‘“La Semaine Sanglante”—a book in which
(Camille Pelletan has embodied the results of a most careful inquiry—
and read you a few of its pages to show what the bourgeois repression
was, you would listen but a very short time before you would break into
the most violent rage against the exploiters. The French workers know
these horrors, many are alive to tell them, and therefore be sure that
when the next revolt comes, they will do all they can to secure victory
for themselves.

They will act in such a way as not to have great numbers of the
urban proletariat indifferent to the revolt ; they will not forget the
emancipation of their peasant-brothers. They will act so as to secure
the land to the agricultural labourers. The Commune of 1871 did not

meet with the support of the rural population, which was indeed rather

nostile to the Paris workers. But now, the misunderstanding will be
removed. And that is not my personal opinion only. Listen to Zola
who wrote that if the next Commune only proclaims the abolition
of the land-taxes and the end of the military conscription, the French
peasants will cry all over France “ Vive la Commune !”
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The present condition of France shows that we shall not have long to-
wait for the next revolt. 1 should not be astonished at all if next year,
instead of commemorating the past, we were engaged at this very same
date in preparing the future. But I am sure that two or three more
commemorations of the Commune will not have passed before some new
great revolution occurs in France.

Moreover we may be sure that the next Paris Commune will not be
so isolated as it was in 1871. At that time it was surrounded by Ger-
man armies : the flower of the French working men had been taken to
the battle-fields, and massacred for the glory of Napoleon 111. Half of
the French territory was occupied by German armies.

And yet the Commune was proclaimed also at St. Etienne, Liyons,
Marseilles and some smaller towns. It went over to Spain, and the
Commune of Carthagena was even more revolutionary than the Com-
mune of Paris. And people who know Vienna used to say at that time
that if the Paris Commune had lived, Vienna might also have seen
something like a Commune proclaimed.

We all begin to understand that if a great change is to be made in
our present economical conditions, the start must be made with a small
unit. We cannot expect that a whole nation of thirty or forty millions
will come at once to Socialist opinions and be ready to begin a Socialist
life. This would be contrary to all that history has taught us. History
shows that intellectual development always spreads in some centres in
advance of others. And therefore it would be the duty of a big centre
like Paris, or like London, to begin the necessary reorganisation with-
out waiting until the whole country was ready to make the same
changes. It would be its duty to preach by example. Take for instance
Switzerland. The Swiss did not wait till all Europe was converted to
republicanism, they founded their small republics, and amidst the great
monarchies of Europe this small place remained where freedom was to
be found.

So it will probably be during the next movement. Paris will perhaps
take the lead, and its example will be followed by Lyons, Mar eilles,
maybe Bordeaux, and so on. We do not believe that these Communes
will'make a full application of our Anarchist principles. But we do
believe that while the revolution will be the result of all revolutionary
parties, our ideas, our teachings also will have their effect. There
surely will be less reliance upon authority, and very much more upon
our own eftorts.

We may be sure that as soon as separate groups of workers are able
to alter the present bad system, they will try to do so. If they can
take possession of a factory they will. And from these separate efforts
will result the revolution, extending its sphere, co-ordinating and com-
bining the separate acts.

But the first work of every revolution ought to be to see that the
people have food to eat immediately the movement begins. What is
the use of making a revolution if several hundred thousand men,
women, and children remain for months without bread and lodging ?
That would be no revolution at all. We can produce plenty of food for
all, we can provide decent houses for everybody ; and so, to provide the:
necessaries for those who are most in need of them, and then set to

work to reproduce what will be consumed--that will be the duty of
every revolution to come.
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THE SITUATION IN FRANGE.

(L'rom our Paris correspondent.)

THE position of parties, political as well as Socialist, has been consider-
ably modified in France, since three years ago. Then there were only
two well-defined antagonistic camps facing each other; on the one
side the middle-class—Opportunists in power, Monarchists resigned,
Radicals waiting their turn; on the other the Socialists of different
schools— Revolutionists, Possibilists, Marxists, Independents, Anar-
chists.

Now a new-comer, Boulangism, has made its appearance upon the
scene, and has thrown the two camps into confusion. Exploiting the
general discontent against those who govern, who have made the Re-
public a fraud and dishonoured this name once so dear to the multitude;
working on the bad feelings, the hopes, the dissatisfied and growing
ambitions of the Bonapartists, the Clericals, the Republicans and the
pseudo-Socialists ; releasing like a tempest the jingo prejudices, the
ideas of the Revenge ; using as a catapult the Patriotic League, which
has in France about 200,000 adherents—Boulangism has come with its
bullyilug manner and poses as the heir to the parliamentary republic.
Flattering all the parties in opposition without declaring himself in
favour of any; multiplying his vague declarations, proclaiming himself
a partisan of the Republic, but of the Open Republic—General Bou-
langer has become a sort of Sphinx whose slightest act, whose most
insignificant word 1s commented upon by the crowd of simpletons.
“For whom 1s the General working?” they ask one another, ‘for-
Philippe VII., Victor Bonaparte, Prince Jerome, or the people?” The
answer 1is simple ; General Boulanger is working for himself. It is im-
portant, however, to recognise that the Clericals and Bonapartists,
especially the latter, form the most considerable of his followers ;
whilst the Orleanists, who include the great bankers, show themselves
more favourable to the present form of government when it is repre-
sented by such ministers as Ferry, Rouvier, or Tirard.

Frightened by the spectre of Cesarism, and at the same time de-
lighted to have a pretext to turn their back to the Social Revolution
which they formerly extolled in the hope of turning it to their exclu
sive advantage, the Possibilists, who formed the most numerous and th
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