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A PUBLIC MEETING

TO COMMEMORATE THE

COMMUNES OF 1871,

WILL BE HELD BY THE

Anarchist

AT

SOULL PLACE INSTITUIE,

(Close to Broad Street and Moorgate Street Stations)

On WEDNESDAY, MARCH 18,
At 8 pm.

London Groups,

1891,

SPEAKERS.

BURNIE, DAVIS,
MALATESTA,
MORTON,

TURNER,

BLACKWELL,
KROPOTKINE,
LOUISE A MICHEL,
PEARSON, TRUNK,

YANOVSKY.

ADMISSION FREE.

THE EIGHTEENTH OF MARCH.

THis date, ever to be remembered by the workers, is a date not of defeat
but of victory. The Eighteenth of March, twenty vears ago, wasa
trinmph for the people’s cause, a triumph in reality for Anarchy, because
Governmegt and Organisation had nothing whatever to do with the
success of  that day.. It was not as very many, perhaps the large ma-
jority, of those who call themselves Socialists and Anarchists believe.
a blow against the oppressors and exploiters prepared elaborately before-
hand and struck at a given moment decreed by a committee or governing
body on the side of the workers. It was a purely spontaneous unlooked-
for attempt made by the people to free themselves and it succeeded just
because 1t was an unprepared, unorganised effort. Of course thore was
preparation in so far as the people were and had been for a very long
tima discussing the situation, that they were on the verge of revolt and
were full of hopeful dreams of a better stato of soclety. DBut none of
the actors in the events of the 18th of March had the slichtest idea on
the night of the 17th of what the morrow was to bring forth.

English revolutionists have heard much at the commemoration meot-
ings of the past few years about the events which followed after the
18th of March in Paris, but very little about that memorable day itself.
We are therefore guillg to l)l‘i@ﬂ)’ relate the chief incidents.

First of all it must ba remembered that Paris had just passed through
the Siege.  The Prussinns were still at the gates. A middle-class
republic had been proclaimed only a few months before and a thoroughly
reactionary Chambar of Deputies was sitting away in the South West of
France at Bordeaux. This assembly was doing everything it possibly
could to stir up and annoy the Socialists and Radicals of Paris. [t in-
sulted the veteran Garibaldi; it sneered at the Paris ropresentatives ;

it proposed the most ontrageous measures against the people. In Paris
its partisans imprisoned some of the leading champions of Liberty and
were known to be seeking a plausible excuse for taking away their arms
from the National Guard, which consisted of the people of Paris who
had been specially armed to fight against the invading German army.
A Central Committee was organised, which In some sense represented
the views of the Parisian workers, and revolutionary papers were widely
circulated. Some of these were repressed by the reactionaries, but the
ferment was daily increasing. The enemies of the people, led by M.
Thiers, perceiving this, were more than ever anxious to disarm them.
and at last were ill-advised enough to attempt it. And it was precisely
this attempt on the part of the exploiting class which psoved the last
straw and brought about the Commune.

Early in the morning M. Thiers attempted to strike his blow at the
freedom of the Parnsians. On the previous day he had held a Couneil
meeting and given out the order to take away from the people of Paris
the two hundred and fifty pieces of artillery which they had under their
control. At 3 a.m. his soldiers began to act, at six they were in posses-
sion of the guns. But it was not until eight o’clock that they had
obtained horses to take their prizes away. In the meantime Paris was
awaking. The people were standing about reading the proclamation of
M. Thiers and looking at the mitrailleuses placed in position by his sol-
diers. Presently a few National Guards gathered together and going
along the Boulevard Ornano fraternised with a company of soldiers.
Then they all proceeded to the heights of Montmartre. Just as they
arrived another contingent of National Guards accompanied by a crowd
of women and children came up on the opposite side and General
Lecomte who was In charge at this place was surrounded. Three times
he ordered his men to fire, but on the crowd coming up soldiers and
people joined hands and he and his officers were arrested. Similar
scenes were taking place elsewhere, and at 11 o’clock in the morning
the Parisians were victorious, the soldiers and the people had fraternised
everywhere. M. Thiers got out of the back door of the Hotel de Ville
and fled to Versailles.

Crowds perambulated the streets discussing what had been done.
what ought to be done next. Few realised what a victory had been
won. Many began pulling up the paving stones and erecting barricades.
A huge and threatening crowd surrounded the place where Lecomte was
confined, clamouring for him to be given up to them. In the afternoon
he was taken to the Rue des Rossiers where the Central Committee was
supposed to be sitting. However the members of the Committee were
as much surprised as anyone by the events of the last few hours. They
were not sitting and had not even gathered together. The crowd got
still more angry and was every moment growing larger. Half-an-hour
after the arrival of Lecomte, another enemy of the people, Clément
Thomas, was brought up. He had been arrested and brought to the
Rue des Rossiers by some National Guards. But on arriving here the
National Guards were overpowered. Almost at the same moment the
window of the room in which Lecomte was confined was broken and he
was dragged out into the garden attached to the house. There they
both were shot by the soldiers whom they had so recently commanded
and tyramsed over. Elsewhere the people were taking possession of
the several barracks and the National Printing Office. In the evening
an attack was made on the Hotel de Ville, and Jules Ferry, now so no-
torious as the *“ Man of Tonquin,” followed the example set by Thiers
and ran away. Other members of this gang of governmentalists and
exploiters accompanied by a few soldiers and some middle-class men.
also left, for the gates were wide open and there was nothing to hinder
their going. By its spontaneous action, tollowing the impulse of the
moment, Paris had got rid of its exploiters. The first city of Europe
was free, and its people were ready to begin a new life in which there
would be room for all opinion to expand, for all the brightest hopes of
lhumanity to be realised.

That such a fair beginning should have had such a disastrons ending
12 due very largely to the fact that after the day of the revolt the
Pamsians once again confided their destinies to a Government. Perhaps
one of the best of Governments let us grant even that most of its mem-
bers were actuated by the purest motives. Yet its history is one long
record of blunders. It was a millstone around the neck of the people

andd in the ‘end it cost them dearly. We believe the people of Paris have

learned the lesson and that never again in a time of ecrisis will thev
waste time and energy whilst waiting directions from Committees.
Couneils and Governments, Act, act, act, is the revolutionist’s motto.
and Pars will know how to adopt it when oeccasion agaln arises.
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- FREEDOM AND PROPERTY.
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month whether g. ere lexist any elaims to
yssession of things whie \vo:ﬁd be re‘wgﬁ\se(l by
free society ; thatis to say, claims without the recognition
it men's nature would be unsatisfied. For as free
association and co-operation exist for the purpose of enabling each
associate to develop all his faculties and satisty all his desires as fully
as possible, it follows that every strong human craving mnust’ be
recognised by the whole association as implying a claim to the -fullest
satisfaction which is rationally attainable. TIf the association intention-

ally or nunintentionally shut their eyes to some deep rooted craving of’

human nature and try to ignore it, complete freedom instantly becomes
impossible— for the nnrecognised faculties ery for exercise; the boycotted
desires strive for expression and satisfaction, and must be kept down by
some violent suppression, moral or physical, the man who cannot be
persuaded to restrain them amust be coerced by the others who wish
them restrained, and so good-bye to freedom.' Therefore, for us
Anarchists, to whom freedom seemsthe most essential human good, the
first aim and necessity of association, it is exceedingly important to find
ont clearly, and to fully respect and recognise the real deep seated
cravings of human nature with regard to the possession of things, and
to separate them from those depraved and morbid instincts and ideas
which have grown, like some hideous tumour, from the effects of
ignorance and . violence, and social wrong. A eominunism which ' did
not recognise.and give scope for the satisfaction of such cravings, could
not be Anarchist communism.

Need, as we said last month, seems to us'a most real claim to ' the
possession of the thing needed. If a man needs a thing very much, he
feels himself that this is one reason why he ought to have it, and even
in the present unhealthy state of society, the claim of need is recognised
as a sufficient ground for supplying & human being (after a fashion)
-with the first necessities of life and for placing certain things (like
lights, reads, etc.), in common for the benefit of any and every body.
 But the question for us now to consider is whether this term  need ”’
can be conveniently taken to cover every real human claim to the
mdividoal possession of things, without putting a strained meaning
“upon it. Forinstance, suppose Tom is digging, weé might say he has a
claun to the spade beeause he needs it for his work. Now suppose Will
comes along and wishes to dig too; he also needs a spade, needs it as
much as Tom ; but if, on the strength of that need, Will snatches the
spade from Tom, Tom will immediately ask him indignantly;, ¢ What do
you mean by taking my spade like that?” And if there lare any fair-
minded by-standers, they will at once take Tom’s part and say “ For
shame! Leave Tom's spade alone and go and get another if you want
one,” Why? Are their minds fogged with mere legal prejudices
abont * rights of property*”’ or are they expressing what any free men
might feel and think in their own minds to be right, in a  society
where no arbitrary legal rights are recognised 7 The latter ; for if the
spade were not Tom’s property in any legal sense, if it were merely one
spade of several kept in a common tool:shed on the garden patches for
the benefit of the cultivators, the opinion of Tom and of the bystanders
would be the same. If Tom is using the spade, he has more claim to
it than Will, though hoth of them equally need spades.

Use, then, the active utilisation of a thing, would seem to give the user
a claum to its possession which is not guite the same as the claim given
by his need of it. He may need it a great deal or not need it at all in
any serious sense ; but if he is actually making use of it, that is a
reason why he is entitled to its possession, other things being equal.
All men need shelter. If is a burning scandal to onr society that some
umongst us should have no roof over our heads except the inclement
sky.. We feel that the shelterless have a claim to shelter merely on
account of their need for it ; but do not evictions outrage our moral
sense even more than the sight of homeless people who have not' been
driven from their houses? And is not this because we rdcognise, not
only the need of the evicted people for shelter, but the wrong that has
been done in snatching from them the shelter they were using

This sense of the claim of use is déep-rooted amongst us, there are
traces of its recognition even in English law, dating mostly from the

§

days when law was merely “ folk-right,” the general sense of what was

fair and expedient between men of the same community, written down
by some military leader who wanted to prolong and enlarge his authority
in time of peace by making himself popular. . For example, the legal
right of the squatter, the man who has managed to find a bit of unoc-
cupied ground and settles himself there. If he occupies, 7.e., uses the
ground for living upon for a given number of years, without recognising

any one else’s claim to it by paying rent, it continues legally his as
long as he uses it..  Relic of the ancient days when all land, whicli was
not violently stolen from others, was acquired in this way. And again
HQ.& the same idea at work when a radical politician on the make,
raises the question of waste lands, 7.e., land not being used, and dis-
: tpatheleggl owner’s right of absolute possession on the ground of
1 tﬁl‘l qug keptim}m JL [adinl | ] |

. But enough of the diluted moral  sense crystalised in law and its sub-
mi Practically, as we are to-day, it would go against every one’s
sense of right conduct to his neighbour to tear the coat off his back,
snatch the bread out of his hand, to turn him out of the rooms he is
occupying, to drive him off a piece of ground he is tilling, or take away
a machine or tool he is working with. = To venture upon such conduct
48 this with impunity a person must be a momnopolist, protected by
some police system, and sanctioned by some formal and artificial code
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of morals relating to property. In a society of free and equal méh it
would be smﬁﬁéﬁlly resented by éverybody as to be scarcely possible.
Resented by every body, because every body feels a sense of security to
be needful to his happiness and his work: = The long experience of
: 3 ug'fhat the life of each i8 miserable unless he
foels/safe. It is bad énough to feel uncertain'if you will be.able fo get
what you require for your most pressing needs ; it 1s.stlll worsa to be
continually afraid that what you are using will be violently snatched
or deceitfully smuggled away from you. A sense that this is likely
keeps a human being in a continual state of watchful suspicion, which
i5' a slavery of the mind fatal to earnest, th@nugh-gmng w.ork, to co-
operation, to enjoyment. Who could put his whole soul into doing
anything, if he felt that at any minute the tools he was using might
be taken off by some one else and he left to'go and find some more !
He would always be fidgetting to keep safe the things he wanted.
Who could feel a sense of rest in his home or take a pride 1in 1it,
if he could rnever feel sure of having his own room to himself,
never feel sure that he would not: find 'some strangers established
there when he came home from work? A man living in such a
state of insecurity would assuredly not be free. His mind would be
enslaved by continual apprehension and uncertainty. His distrust of
his fellows would prevent him from co-operating frankly and,fully with
them and in this way again his possibilities would he curtailed., He
would' not be a free man as we Communist Anarchists understand
freedom, the real complete freedom which is the dream, conscious or
semi-conscious, of every human soul. A plentiful supply of possible
houses, clothes, furniture, tools and whatnot, enough to supply all
actual needs, would not be. sufficient to give a real, thorough-going
sensg of seéurity in a community unless the claims of ‘the individual to
regard as his particular possession those particular things he was using
were recognised. If my special living room, where I have got round
me all the things specially useful for my work and pursuits, the things
which specially please and satisfy me, is taken from e by someone
alse, I'shall mot feel it is all the same to'me, because there ara plenty
of other rooms, with all teally needful furniture, at'my disposal. 1
was using that particular room, and I therefoe feel that my claim
to it ought to be respected. Tf my claim is not respected nor acknow-
ledged as a real claim, no amount of available dwellings will make
me feel secure and free. I am secure of (shelter “and 'the actually

. needful articles for human life, but not in the undisputed use of any

special shelter and articles; and I am _‘an individual, a particular
person, with my own special désires and faculties to satisfy and exer-
cise in my own special way; not a mere abstract of average humanity,
to be clothed in a uniform and housed in a barrack. So thinks and
feels each individual “I’ about the possession of many things besides
rooms, and thence, we think, arises the general sense that indiyidpal,
personal use gives a claim! to.individual, personal possession: L ¢

There is, of course, also the general consideration that it is for the
public benefitt that every available article should be wuséd, made the
most of ; and, if a person is using something, it 1s better, that another
person should find something else to use, and thus theé two things
brought into-the general sum of utilities in active employment, ang
the two persons satisfied, if this is" physically possible. =~ But the
economic advantage of recogmising the /claim of use is less potent
probably in most minds than the sense of its necessity to social
security.

In our next article we propose to consider a third claim to the
personal possession of things, whieh we believe must' be recognised by
free men 1n a free society, the claim of the producer to what he pro-
duces.

"ANARCHISM ABROAD.
FRANCE.

In the district around Lyons splendid progress is being made in the
spread of Anarchist views. " At Tarare, a town within a few miles of
Lyons, a fine meeting was held by a group calling itself “The Disin-
herited.” More than 500 persons were present. Comrade Orcelin
demonstrated the stupidity of the passive form of strike. “"When you
demand your right to existence, and the right of your wife and chil-
dren, you should not do so hat in hand and bending low, but in revolt
you should claim your rights, because nature owes them to you and yon
should take them in the name of Justice and Freedom.”  Instancing
Vienne he showed that the employers had made a few concessions as a
resilt of the last May Day demonstrations. He was followed by
Mollet, who delivered a most eloquent speech which was, however, in-
terrupted by a disturbance made by a policeman at the door, who
arrested two young men on some flimsy pretence. The people became
very excited and a good many went to the police-station to demand the
release of the prisoners. The meeting enthusiastically declared in
favour of Abstention from the Polls as its political program and Expro-
priation as its economic program. Orcelin was arrested at the railway
station when about to depart for Vienne, and was locked up for 48
hours in a room with broken windows and without food. He was after-
wards released on bail,

At Lyons a great meeting was addressed by Mollet and Nabon, and
a number of fresh comrades were made,

ITALY.

On the 4th of January Louis Giraud was buried at Turin. This
comrade gave to the Anarchist cause all his devotion, his energy,
his great intelligence and his health. During the past two vears he had
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