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A SOCIALIST—NO DEMOGRAT.

It being the silly season, when members of both Houses are let loose
and the Fabians write to the newspapers, their contributions being
accepted which at other times might be rejected (vide recent circular
of their Society), this article may not be so much amiss in the columns
of Freedom. A paper was read on the 18th of July last, at St. James’s
Restaurant, by Bernard Shaw, on some of the writings of Henrik
Ibsen. A large and varied audience gathered to hear it, having been
led to expect big things. Mr. Shaw was to jump on everyone with
damaging effect, and on the Anarchists in particular ; but this part of
the performance did not come off. They were alluded to twice, when
they were lumped with the Democrats, doctrinaire Socialists, and other
non-Fabians, the worst charge brought against them being that of
Idealism, for which Mr. Shaw, being a very much this-end-of-the-nine-
teenth-century young man, expressed an excessive contempt. However,
the best portion of the lecture, a summing up of the gospel according to
Ibsen, proved to be Anarchism pure and simple. 3

To be one’s own self and no one else, however admirable micht be
the model that another set before us, not because we felt the “sglf “to
be better than that other, but because it was futile, and in the lone run
mischievous all round, to attempt to be anything but one’s own_ self.
This is what Mr. Shaw no doubt meant by his laudation of egoists and
furious onslaught on the slaves of duty. Had he stopped there, few
might have dissented from him ; but he went on to find things in
Ibsen’s writings which even a more practised logician than Mr. Shaw
would have found difficult to prove. Like Zenophon, minus the sar-
casm, he suggested that the pursuit of virtue was a corrupting occupa-
tion, and that lbsen obviously thought so, as he always made the
villlains of his plays the most moral characters. The paradox is at
first alarming, but so easy to explain, when thought over, that the
phrensy of the critic who styled this lecture ‘“.Soc.alism of the Sky,”
and refused to believe Mr. Shaw serious' because he was not dull
can only be considered highly absurd. Mr. Shaw only erred in deny.
ing the moral man's right to exist, which Ibsen never does: and
here peeped out the cloven hoof of Democracy, that must needs deny
someone’s rights. The moral man is a useful being so long as he
does not make himself a law unto others. The Pharisee of on days
thanked his God that he was not as other men. The Pharisee of to-day
says, ‘¢ Other men shall be as 1,” and at once becomes one of the most
grievous stumbling-blocks on the path of progress. Even if he does
not set himself up as an obstruction, he is used but too often as a
weapon against those who, like Dina Dorf, prefer to be natural to being
proper and moral. =

A homely illustration of this was set forth the other day by a member
of a body of workers who are striving to form themselves into a union
for the purpose of exacting from their masters, not an extra shilline or
two in the week, but an hour, or a day off now and then, so that t;bhey
might have a little time to go pleasuring. “But,” said he, “there’s a
man in our place named George, who's bin there nigh on forty year
and when one of us asks for a day off or a beanfeast, as the saying is’
the master replies, ‘ Look at George ; he don’t want no day off, he don't
want no beanfeast |’ and of course there’s no finding fault with George
as gets up at four and goes to bed at nine every day of the week Sun-
day included. But it ain’t fair to hold him up to us as cares for some-
thing else besides saving money.” When the moral man gets into such
a position as that, we ought all do our best to put him out of it.

Mr. Shaw’s attack on “ self-sacrifice” was more at variance with the
spirit of Ibsen. We cannot do without the men and women who ach
upon generous impulse without a nice calculation of likely consequences
to themselves. If our Ideals are to go, let this one linger to the last.
Ibsen does not point out the folly of self-sacrifice so much as he shows
the misery of a human soul when it finds that it has sacrified itself to
a base idol, and the abominable meanness of those who consciously
accept such a sacrifice.

But the most serious misstatement in the whole lecture was thas
Ibsen was not a Socialist and had not intended to convey any social
message by his writings. To refute this we have only to quote Ibsen
himself, who, speaking in a workmen’s club at Drontheim, in 1835,
said : “ Mere Democracy cannot solve the social question. The revolu-
tion in the social condition now preparing in Europe is chiefly con-
cerned with the future of the workers and the women. In this I
place all my hopes and expectations ; for this I will work all my life,
and with all my strength.” Is it because Ibsen believes that Democracy
cannot solve the social question that Mr. Shaw, as a Fabian, denies his
writings the place they ought to occupy in revolutionary literature ?
When will he and his fellows admit that salvation may come from some
point quite opposite to that upon which they have fixed their gaze!
The task set the Fabian lecturers by their Society during the past half-
year was to find ‘“Socialism in Contemporary Literature,” and the
majority of them failed to find any—at least, not as they understood 1t,
as one had the frankness to avow ; with this rider everyone can accept
their verdict.

Ibsen, recently interviewed by a correspondent of the Daily Chronicle,
repudiated any connection with the Social Democrats. He with justice
might have thought that he had done that once and for all in 1890,
when he said : “ One’s ideas demand a new substance and a new inter-
pretation. Liberty, eyuality, and fraternity are no longer the same
things that they were in the days of the blessed guillotine ; but it 1s
just this that the politicians will not understand, and that is why I hate
them. These people only desire partial revolutions, revolutions in ex-
ternals, in politics. But these are mere trifles. There 1s only one
thing that avails—to revolutionise people’s minds.”
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SOCIETY ON THE MORROW OF THE REVOLUTION.

Translated from the French of JEHAN LE VAGRE.
' VI.—THE FREE CHOICE OF WORK.

O~E of the objections which are brought forward to show the necessity
of an administration of some sort is this: ‘ In the producing groups
it will certainly be necessary to have a foreman, someone to give out
the work. Without that there would be disputes as to who should
do a certain thing, and in the end nothing would be done.”

In our opinion this is looking at things from the point of view of
the present society, and not at all from that of the future. What
good would a foreman be, since the individuals who would compose
the group, formed in order to produce a certain article required for
consumption, wonld certainly arrange beforehand on what basis they
wish to be constituted ? Their ideas must necessarily be iIn accord,
since they are associated of their own free will. Therefore there is not
the slightest necessity for any authority to arrange the distribution of
work. They will settle it without any wrangling whatsoever accord-
ing to their aptitudes, and so much the better, because those who are
not satisfied with the arraugement will be free to leave and seek
another group, or form a new one which responds better to their wishes.

If to-day a worker chooses a particular sort of work, it is mainly
because it is the most remurerative for him. The same motive would
actuate him in a Collectivist Society, since under that system, as under
the present one, work would be paid for by wages. But from the
moment that the wage system 1s abolished, from the moment that the
worker 1s only required to give a certain amount of labour-force to
society in return for the satisfaction of all his wants, little will it matter
to him whether this labour-force is expended in making boots or shoes,
kettles or saucepans; he will choose the work which he can best do,
guided as he will be by that self-respect which makes one wish to do his
best.

Reference has also been made to painful and disgusting Kinds of
work. It has been said that if there were no special rewards given
for doing such work, nobody would be willing to do it. We believe,
for our part, that the individuals who are accustomed to a certain trade
will continue in that trade after the Revolution, just the same as
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before. They will be able to do it so much the better that the work
can then be carried on under more healthy conditions, that the working
day will be much shortened, and that by the extension of machinery
and improvements that may be applied immediately we shall, so to say,
bave suppressed as manual work certain callings considered to-day as
especially exhausting or repugnant.

The same reply may be made to the objection which is continually
being brought forward —how, in a svate of society such as the Anarchist-
Communists desire, would such work as cleaning out the sewers be
done? Nobody would be willing to work at such a trade. Very good.
Let us follow our opponents even on to this ground, and let us suppose
that, everyone being free to do as he pleases, no one would be willing
to undertake such work. But do you imagine this unwillingness would
last long? Do you not think the necessity of clearing the sewers would
soon make itself felt? Then the people of a district or of a city would
very soon arrange among themselves as to who should do the work, or,
seeing that they all had an immediate interest in it, seeing that the
danger of fever and death threatened all alike, they would all be glad
to help, and they would also put their inventive ability to work to
devise a machine to do the work for them. In saying this we put
things at their worst, seeing that the progress which is being made in
sanitary affairs easily permits us to suppose that things will never reach
such a pass.

In fact, a good reason why we believe that the worker will be en-
lightened enough to know how to organise himself on the morrow of
the Social Revolution is that already he will have broken the bonds
which enchain his intellect. Certainly man will not be greatly improved
by the simple fact that the Revolution has been made, but his sur-
roundings will be changed. Instead of the selfish Individualist society
of to-day, where every morning the starving worker has the terrible,
and often unanswerable, question put to him, Where shall I get food
to-morrow ?—instead of this society, where the struggle for existence
goes on without any cessation between all the individuals who constitute
it, man will find himself in a society of wide hopes and broad sympathies,
without any oppression, based on the solidarity of all interests, and in
which the satisfaction of his wants will be assured, having in return
only to supply his share of the work.

Why should men not be able to understand one another? Yes, it is
true that man is an egotist and ambitious; but when he can no longer
flatter his egotism and serve his ambition by the possession of property,
when 1t 1s impossible for him to rise above the crowd and to separate
himself from the mass of human beings, who have all the faults of a
bad training inherited from a society eutirely corrvpt, he will develop
large and generous ideas, and display an abnegation of self and an
enthusiasm such as we have seen in the revolutions of the past, where
armed men clothed in rags have stood guard over millions of money
and scrupulously preserved it for those who juggled them out of their
victory. We do not wish to compliment them upon this. On the
contrary, we should have preferred to see them take possession of these
millions; but 1t was an instance of self-abnegation and enthusiasm
which to us appears convincing.

We are always being talked to about evolution. We know very
well that the evolution of ideas must take place before these ideas can
be translated into facts; and it is precisely because we know that an
idea, however just it may be, cannot be realised if the masses are not

yel-prepared to receive it, that we are trying to effect this evolution of
ideas before the Revolution which events are preparing is upon us. As
to the Revolution, when it comes we shall put our ideas into practice,
and shall, by our example, call upon our companions in misery to do as
we do. If they do so, it will be because the evolution of ideas will
have taken place. If, instead of following our example, they oppose
us, 1t will be because this evolution is not yet accomplished, and then
certainly we shall succumb. But however little we may do in the
coming Revolution, we shall have thrown our ideas forward into the
domain of facts; and when the workers fallen under the yoke of new
exploiters begin to see that again they have only drawn the chestnuts
from the fire for a gang of schemers, they will reflect and will admit
that we were right in telling them not to give themselves masters.
And as our deeds during the revolutionary period will be in themselves
an educational force, we may be quite sure that the following Revolu-
tion will have for its purpose the putting into practice of our ideas.

We Anarchists contend that work, being made attractive in the
future society, instead of being a burden, us it is to-day, will be a
recreation ; we maintain that the hours of work required to supply the
articles of consumption will be reduced by substituting for manual
labour all the forces that nature and science have put and will put at
the services of humanity, by the restitution to productive work of all the
energies now employed upon useless toil, by the suppression of all the
parasitical callings which serve only to augment the exclusive enjoyment
of a class of individuals. We say and we know that work will no
longer be what it is to-day ; those who have been capable of carrying
out a Social Revolution will be intelligent enough to know that if they
wish to continue to draw from society all the happiness which they
desire, they will have to contribute to the general production.

These ffwts.appear to us so much more evident that each individual
possesses in himself a certain measure of activity that he is bound to
expend 1 some form or other. Nothing is more natural than that he
should expend it in the work which enables him to live and to obtain
the satisfaction of his wants. As association alone can enable him to
accomplish this work with the greatest economy of effort, and to utilise
the mechanical appliances which already exist, and which will be greatly
improved and added to, it is then for the good of the group of which he
18 2 member that he will exert his efforts, since his welfare will result
from it. The exertion of all will therefore be devoted to useful work,
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and only the enterprises which are evidently necessary or agreeable
will be sufficiently attractive to induce people to start to work upon
them. It follows, therefore, that we shall see all activity employed
in adding to the general well-being, and we shall no longer see
the heartrending spectacle which society presents to-day, in which the
efforts of thousands of producers are expended for the satisfaction of
the caprices of a few individuals.

To return to the question of organisation. ILet us suppose a house
is to be built. We take this work for example ; we might just as well
take any other. It is necessary, first of all, to make some sort of plan.
Although Anarchists are accused of being crack-brained folk who do
not know what they want, we will give them credit for not wishing to
amuse themselves, when it is desired. to build a house, by placing
bricks one upon the other without knowing why or how. At the
present time, if a proprietor wishes to erect a building, he seeks out an
architect, who makes a plan, with estimates of the work to be done,
and he has the work done in accordance with this plan. People will
not build for the pleasure of building, in the future society, any more
than to-day. When it has been decided to erect a building, it will be
constructed in accordance with the peculiarities of the chosen site.
Those who desire to build a house will know before the work commences
how they wish it to be built; that follows as a matter of course. Two
cases may be taken: the one in which a group of bricklayers, etc.,
builds on its own initiative, the other in which it builds at the request
of another group. In the first case, they will have drawn up, or had
drawn up, the plans of the building to be erected. In the second case,
the group desiring the building would hand in to the builders the plans
which they had made themselves or had had made for them. Butin either
the site would first of all be decided upon, and the plans made accord-
ingly. To come to a satisfactory understanding, the groups would have
no more need of authority than they would have to decide upon the
plans to be adopted, for, the cause of all dissension and trickery amongst
individuals—selfish personal interest—having disappeared in the rela-
tions of society, differences of opinion would only arise from the different
ways of looking at and understanding things. Trifling objections would
disappear in the discussions which would take place, and only differences:
of opinion too strong to be bridged over would remain. Then each
party would set to work to carry into effect the plan it favoured. It
might result from this that two, or even three, buildings might be
erected in the place of the one originally intended. But who could
complain ? Beside, there would be this advantage, that each individual,
being desirous of proving that the plan which he favours is the best,
that the group of which he is a member is right, would bring to the
work all his skill and energy. Here we find again the stimulant to the
individual which the defenders of the present condition of things say
would be destroyed by the suppression of private property.

Then, when the plans were adopted, everyone supporting the idea
which he believes best, there would be no place for authority. This
desire of individuals to do their best would urge them on to take up
the kind of work at which they consider themselves best, no contrary
interest urging them to choose another sort of work, since there would
be no differing payment for work, and in the new society every indi-
vidual would be entitled to the satisfaction of his wants.

When this division of labour is satisfactorily settled, everyone would
set to work. If, during the work someone wished to change his occu-
pation, he would seek out someone willing to change with him. Thus
the work would be carried on to the satisfaction of all without any sort
of disturbance or bitter feeling. It would be, in a word, that harmony
which is the ideal of humanity.

If, for some cause or other, one or several individuals find that they
can no longer agree with the group they have chosen, nothing compels
them to remain, nothing forces them to stay; they can go to a group
which is more in accordance with their taste. If such a group does not
exist, they can seek out other individuals who sympathise with them,
and make a group according to their ideas ; and as every kind of man—
unless he is quite an eccentricity—can find other men of his own ideas,
as eccentricities are extremely few, and as society or association is or
ought to be only concerned with sociable characters, it follows that we
have no need to take into account these exceptional beings, who are
brought forward as objections to our ideas.

Moreover, necessity compels. No master commands, but existence
is not possible without association. If anyone wishes to perish, he is
free to do so; but if he wishes to live he can only do so by finding
comrades. Solidarity is one of the natural conditions of existence, and
we believe in obeying the laws of nature.

What we have said about the construction of a building may be
applied to all the wants of society—as well to the making of railways,
canals, and telegraph lines, and to the putting into operation of new
inventions, as to the manufacture of the most insignificant articles of
production—in fact, to all the branches of human activity. Later on
we shall try to show that all groups will be able easily to arrange

matters between themselves without having need for any authority to
compel this agreement.

—

WE have been requested to state that next October there will be published
in Paris an “ Almanack of the Social Question,” which will contain many inte-
resting items; among others, notices of all the Socialist parties in the different
countries, and a detailed catalogue of all the newspapers and reviews which con-
cern themselves with social economy. The price of the volume is 1lfr. 25c., or

1s. 04d., and those wishing to have a copy are requested to write to Monsieur
P. Argyriades, 5, Boulevard St. Michael, Paris.

THE arm-chair Socialists have had a windfall of £100, which they are going

to expend in a campaign in Lancashire, The Society is busy revising ol
lectures.
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