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THE FIRST OF MAY.

did in '48, and Umberto may ■ •

I’ ivE years ago a goodly number of the workers of America were looking 
forward to the first of May. That day had been generally fixed upon 
as the date on which a general strike for the establishment of the Eight 
Hour Day was to be inaugurated. The capitalists and the government 
were terrified,and were ready to use any means to put off the victory 
of the workers. ( hicago was the centre of the movement, and when 
the strike took place the capitalists were not slow to avail themselves of 
an opj>ortunity, probably one of their own making, to imprison the 
leaders of the movement and inaugurate a reign of terror which in the 
then unprepared state of the people was sufficient to check the move­
ment. For the time it was crushed and a few months later our brave 
comrades’ were murdered. But what was then essentially a national 
movement has now become an international movement. No doubt the 
speeches and writings of our martyrs, which have been translated and 
circulated among the European workmen, have done much towards 
this. No doubt the idea of a general strike, which appears to have 
emanated from Belgium and has in some way bound itself up with this 
May movement, has also contributed towards the popularisation of the 
idea. Doubtless the resolution of the Congress of Paris of 1889 is also 
a factor in the matter. But whatever the cause or causes the fact is 
before us that the May Day movement, crushed in America, in 1886 is

movement threatening the very existence of 
capitalism.

The program and policy of the workers in regard to this May move­
ment is vague and undefined. For some it means merely a demonstra­
tion in favour of a legal eight hour day. For others it means the in­
auguration of strikes to establish an eight hour day. For others again 
it is merely a labour holiday wrenched from the capitalists. On the 
other hand for the capitalists it is a menace. The governments scent 
revolution in the air and they are making their preparations. In Italy 
demonstrations are to be forbidden : in Spain the army and navy are to 
be kept ready for action. The workers have no general program, no 
fixed policy. The only general idea is that they want to improve their 
lot and the first of May seems to them an opportunity which will enable 
them to take some steps towards effecting this improvement. Here in 
England the mass of the workers will doubtless content themselves 
with demonstrations in favour of an eight hour day, because here the 
mass of the workers do not comprehend that a man has a right to his 
freedom and to the product of his labour. Thev will be verv well con­
tent with a very small amelioration of their condition. With them it 
is the day of small things and the government, fully understanding the 
position, has graciously come forward of its own accord and given them 
a Labour Commission consisting of Mr. George Livesey, of gas strike 
tame, and other capitalists, to whom have been added one or two trade 
unionists of the old and new schools so as to give the thing a little 
colour. The commission will take probably eighteen months to enquire 
whether the lot of the workers is capable of improvement and if it can 
be done without interfering with the interests of the capitalists. Thev 
will then issue a bulky volume of questions and answers and disband 
themselves. In the meantime a general election will no doubt have 
taken place and some other dodge have been devised by the partv in 
power. Our only wonder is that Tom Mann can consent to sit in’the 
company of such a lot as Lord Salisbury has scraped together. Burns 
may consider himself lucky to have escaped the “ honour.”

On the European continent things are not likely to run so smoothly. 
There will be big demonstrations, there will be strikes and there may 
be riots. There the people are in a frame of mind somewhat similar to 
that of the people of France in 1789. They suffer, they are uneasy 
and they are soeking the remedy. They have no generally settled idea 
as to what is to be done, but they are ready to do something, maybe to 
pull down a bastille, maybe to dethrone a king. At present manv of 
them are willing to cry Hurrah for Carnot, or William, or Umberto, as 
the case may be. But to-morrow Carnot may be glad to run away bv 
the back door as Thiers did twenty years ago, William may have to flv 
as his grandfather, the “ cartridge prince,” did in ’48, and Umberto may 
be staying down at Windsor or some other of the numerous royal 
places of which England is the happy possessor. One never knows 
what may happen. We do not however antici|»ate this just yet. We 
expect the net result of the first of May movement to the workers will 
bo a few successful strikes, probably the passing of some labour legisla- 
tion in Spain, the granting of the’suffrage in Belgium, and the spread

of the idea, probably the widening of the aims of many thousands of 
workers.

As for us conscious revolutionary Anarchists, the movement, coming 
ax it does from the midst of the workere, endeared to us by the blood of 
some of our l>est and bravest at Chicago, must have a peculiar interest. 
But for that reason we have to be all the more careful we do not pennit 
ourselves to be led away by the movement into the pat Ils of reaction, 
following in the footsteps of the Social Democrats. We must not let 
the movement use us, we must use the movement. For us it can be 
nothing more than an opportunity. M e have no desire to create an­
other workers’ annual holiday. On the contrary we wish to do away 
with the system of holidays and working days altogether and make 
men free and equal so that they may take their holidays when they 
will, just as the exploiting classes do to-day. The first of May will loxe 
all its significance and degenerate into a sort of universal Bank Holiday 
if it is to l>e established as a regular thing. It is only valuable to the 
workers now because it is a revolutionary menace against the capital 
ists. When the capitalists no longer make elaborate preparations t«» 
put down insurrections on the first of May, it will no longer be worth 
the while of the workers to celebrate the day. Therefore whatever 
view State Socialists may take, we think that Anarchists should only 
regard it as an incident, an opportunity for action, such action to be 
according to the temperament of the locality or country. Here in 
l>>ndon every cool-headed English Anarchist must admit that the tiret 
of May this year can only be an opportunity for propaganda. We can 
hold meetings and show the workers the inefficacy of the eight hours' 
day as a means for the improvement of their condition generally, and 
we can sell our papers and pamphlets, distribute leaflets, etc. But in 
other countries the oportunity may arise for revolutionary action and 
if it does so arise we may be quite sure that our comrades will not I*- 
wanting.

THE STRIKE MOVEMENT.
Strikes and rumours of strikes continue to be recorded every dav in• • 

the capitalist press. The breath of revolt is penetrating everywhere. 
Here in England we have had the strike at Manningham Mills Bradford, 
which, however, is not so remarkable in itself as for the events which 
resulted from the attempt to suppress the right of public meeting in con­
nection with this strike. Comrade Cores of Sheffield and other Anarchist 
Communists have taken an active part in endeavouring to preserve th* 
right of public meeting, and as a result there have been conflicts with 
the powers that be in the persons of their myrmidons, the people being 
armed with brickbats and similar rude weapons. The superiority of 
Anarchist tactics was shown by the way in which the authorities and 
the newspaper reporters were surprised by a meeting being held after a 
certain Socialist countv councillor had consented to be a test case as to 
the right of speaking, so as to act over again the rather stale farce of 
public rights in the police court, the policy which resulted in the 
loss of Trafalgar Square. It was understood that the people would be 
quite quiet until the following Sunday, when a mass meeting was to be 
called. Strange to say, however, this nicely arranged little plan did 
not act. as some workers of initiative, not feeling themselves bound by 
this agreement to which they were no party, held a meeting the same 
evening. So long as there are recognised “ leader* ” with whom the 
authorities can treat the game is in the hands of the men of law and 
order, but when there are no longer recognised leaders and the jteoplv 
are ready to act by themselves when they please, without earing one jot 
what a leader may undertake, it looks very much as though the people 
were beginning to he too much for the authorities. Another bit of 
initiative was displayed by an active worker in pulling down a hoard­
ing behind which was a plentiful supply of brickbats and other useful 
defensive material.

Then there are the strikes of the soldiers against drill, dec.. which are 
noteworthy signs of the times. There has been a good deal of barrack 
propaganda done in England during the last few years, and it is well 
known in Socialist circles that many unemployed Socialists have joined 
the army, who it is pretty certain have not been idle during their stay. 
< >f course all our comrades know of the energetic work done by the 
revolutionary Social-Democrat, George Bateman, by means of his 
|>aniphlet and in other ways, but a good deal of other quiet propaganda 
has been doue, and it is said that an enquiry is to be instituted by the 
military authorities with a view to discover the Socialist emissaries in 
the British army.
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In America a strike of serious imi>ort has taken place in tho Pennsyl­
vania cuke region. In fact Pentecost, in the “ Twentieth Century ”, 
speaks of one of the encounters which took place between the strikers 
and the authorities as a “ battle” which is “ forerunner of the revolution 
that is now in process of development.” We have no trustworthy 
details as to why the men have struck, but what little news has reached 
us shows that the situation is very grave, that a number of men have 
been killed and a good many wounded. A few days ago the strikers, 
who appear to have been living in houses belonging to the company 
which employs them, were evicted, and further contests took place, 
during which the women took a very active part in defending their 
homes and a girl was shot. The capitalist papers say that a Mr. 
Jones addressed a large meeting of the strikers in which he declared 
that the American flag was the flag under which John Brown and our 
Chicago comrades were hanged and the fellow-strikers ot the 
men he was addressing murdered; he therefore preferred the red 
flag. The revolutionary possibilities of that particular district are very 
great, and we shall expect to hear of further developments. Some 
few of our readers may remember the events of 1877 and what is called 
the'great American Railroad Strike, when Pittsburgh and tho surround­
ing district, including several of the States, was practically in the hands 
of the strikers, who however, instead of making a social revolution, 
as they might have done, had they been Socialists, were beguiled by 
their “ leaders” into the paths of arbitration, legislation, &c., so that 
the whole result of what was really a victory for the workers was lost.
This particular great strike is as important in its way as any of the events 
of the past quarter of a century, and we regret that no cheap and reliable 
account of it is published in England. Perhaps at some later date we may 
make an attempt to till up the gap ourselves by publishing in Freedom 
one or two articles descriptive of the principal events. Amongst the 
strikes now taking place in America, we note that there are 20,000 
stonemasons, carpenters and other workers engaged in the building 
trade out on strike at Pittsburgh. In New York 700 stonemasons are
out, and several other trades are preparing to strike. At Detroit the 
tramway men are out, and 3,000 stove moulders have joined the strikers 
and helped to tear up the metals on three different lines so as to 
prevent cars running. Thousands of other workers of different trades 
are also out, and it is rumoured that all workers in the city will come 
out unless the demands of the tramway men are speedily granted. It 
is said that the American capitalists are getting desperate and are 
persecuting and prosecuting the workers all over the country. A few 
weeks ago the secretary’ of a brewers’ union in San Francisco was shot 
by a policeman, whilst engaged in sticking up a boycott placard, and the 
policeman has been honourably acquitted. The Bakers’ Journal says 
“the acts of violence now crowding upon one another seem to be the 
results of secret and concerted action on the part of the employers.”

A good idea of the way in which a certain section of the American 
capitalists represented by the Jay Goulds, the Vanderbilts, &c., plunder 
the people and get possession of the great industries, railroads, tele­
graph lines, &c., may be gathered from Bronson Howard’s play, “ The 
Henrietta,” now being acted at the Avenue Theatre here in London. 
We stroDglv advise all Anarchists 
worth one evening.

and Socialists to have a shilling’s
It is one of the most revolutionary plays ever

acted on the stage, and is quite a show up for the gamblers of the stock 
exchange. After seeing such a play one feels that the power of kings is 
comparatively small to that of a great American capitalist, or for that 
matter a capitalist of any country. “ Then there is the legislature,” 
says one of his clerks to the millionare operator when he is carrying out 
a big “operation.” “Oh, buy that too,” says he carelessly. How 
much longer, w*e wonder, are American working men going to stand 
this sham republicanism? Who can say? These strikes, however, 
show that things are moving on more rapidly’ than ever towards the 
great social liquidation.

MUTUAL AID AMONGST SAVAGES.
In the Nineteenth Century for April, Comrade Kropotkine continues his 
series of articles upon “ Mutual Aid.” * Having clearly shown by argu­
ment and examples that the principle of mutual assistance in the struggle 
for existence prevails to a very large extent amongst the lower animals, 
and has been a main factor in their evolution, Kropotkine now goes on 
to point out its existence in the lower' stages of human development 
“ We saw how few are the animal species which live an isolated life, 
and how numberless are those which live in societies, either for mutual 
defence, or for hunting and storing up food, or for rearing their offspring, 
or simply for enjoying life in common. We also saw that, though a 
great deal of warfare goes on between different classes of animals, or 
different species, or even different tribes of the same species, peace and 
mutual support are the rule within the tribe, or the species ; and that 
those species which best know how to combine, and to avoid competi­
tion, have the best chances of survival and of a further progressive 
development.”

“ It is evident that it would be quite contrary to all that we know 
of nature if men were an exception to so general a rule ; if a creature 
so defenceless as man was at his beginnings should liave found his pro­
tection and his way to progress, not in mutual support, like other 
animals, but in a reckless competition for personal advantages, with no 
regard to the interests of the species.” But there have always been

• For the two previous articles see the Nineteenth Century for September and 
November 1890 ; reeumte in Freedom for November and December Inst. • Nineteenth Century, February 1888, p. 105.
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attribute to it, is hardly found in its germs. But they are by no means 
loose aggregations of men and women, coming together in a disorderly 
manner in conformity with momentary caprices.” All have apparently 
passed through the “communal marriage ” stage where all the women in 
the tribe were the mates of all the men, into the stage where relationship 
on the mother’s side began to be recognised, and mating between 
maternal relatives of various degrees was considered immoral. The 
next step was that muting within the clan was disliked. It still 
regained “communal,” but the new mate was taken from another elan. 
Individualist marriage (and thus the germs of the separate family) seems 
to have begun with the individual appropriation of a captive taken in 
war.

“ Now, 
tion ”
ing) “ _ _ _o____
development, and that it maintained itself in societies knowing no kind 
of authority—besides the authority of public opinion, we at once see 
how deeply inrooted social instincts must have been in human nature 
even at its lowest stages. . . . The fact becomes still more striking

writers who, knowiug nothing of human history, but their own limited 
and perhaps unfortunate personal experiences and the descriptions oi 
wars and oppressions in historical annals, rushed to the conclusion that 
“ mankind is nothing but a loose aggregation of beings, always ready to 
light with each other, and only prevented from so doing by the inter­
vention of some authority.” This was the position taken up by Hobbes, 
a philosopher who wrote whilst Charles I. was lighting with the Parlia 
ment ami who in those days of violent partisanship was an ardent par 
tizan of the divine right of kings. Nothing in those days was known 
of comparative anthropology, of the traces of the dawn of human lite 
upon the earth, and very little indeed of the habits of then existing 
uncivilised men, and thus tho widest scope was left for fanciful theor­
ising. It is strange, however, that even now-a-days the Hobbesian 
philosophy can find admirers. “ We have had oi late quite a school ot 
writers, who, taking possession of Darwin’s terminology rather than his 
leading ideas, made of it an argument in favour of Hobbes’ views upon 
primitive man and even succeeded in giving them a scientific appear­
ance Mr. Huxley, as is known, took the lead of that school, and in 
a recent paper he represented primitive men as a sort of tigers or lions, 
deprived of all ethical conceptions, fighting out the struggle for exist­
ence to its bitter end, and living a life of ‘ continual free lights ’ ; to 
quote his own words—‘ beyond the limited and temporary relations of 
the family, the Hobbesian war of each against all was the normal state 
ot existence.

“It has been remarked more than once that the chief error of Hobbes 
and of the eighteenth century philosophers was to imagine that man­
kind bogun its life in the shape of small straggling families, something 
like the limited and temporary families of the bigger carnivora, while 
in reality it is now positively known that such was not the case.” “ A 
most careful investigation into
races has been carried on
revealed amongst the present institutions of primitive folk some traces 
of still older institutions which have long disappeared, but nevertheless 
left unmistakcable traces of their previous existence. A whole science 
devoted to the embryology’ of human institutions has thus developed, 
in the hands of Lubbock, Edwin Tylor, Morgan, Maclennan, Bachofen, 
Maine, Post, Kovalevsky, and many others. And that science has 
established beyond any doubt that .... far from being a primitive 
form of organisation, the family is a very late product of human evolu­
tion. As far as we can go in the pakeo-ethnology (most ancient race 
peculiarities) of mankind, we find men living in societies, in tribes 
similar to those of the highest mammals; and an extremely slow and 
long evolution was required to bring these societies to the clan organi­
sation, which, in its turn, had to undergo another also long evolution 
before the first germs of family, polygamous or monogamous, could 
appear. Societies, bands, or tribes—not families were thus the primi­
tive form of organisation of mankind and its earliest ancestors. . . . 
The first human societies simply were a further development of those 
societies which constitute the very essence of life of the higher 
animals.”

Turning to the positive evidence of this, we see that the traces left 
by the human beings who lived in Europe such 
that the whole climate was entirely different, 
arctic
changed from the country we see now, the traces of even these ancient 
human creatures show that men were then living in societies. Before 
Europeans knew the use of metals, when their dwellings were caves or 
overhanging rocks,\ when they hunted elephants and rhinoceroses, and 
many huge animals now extinct upon earth, they were living in societies. 
Their cave dwellings are found hollowed out in colonies close together; 
their domestic implements and hunting weapons of stone are found 
together in quantities, with the bones of extinct animals ; the remains 
of their wooden lake dwellings, built on piles in lakes, and marshes that 
once were lakes, are in villages. “And whole workshops of Hint imple­
ments, testifying of the numbers of workers who used to come together, 
have been discovered.” Indeed, it is very rare to come upon isolated 
traces of this ancient human existence.

Turning from the buried traces of the past to the present life of 
savages, whoso actual existence is not very far removed from that of our 
savage fore-runners, we see the most primitive left are now arrived at the 

organisation. “
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remain with

“ It is one of the most interesting of studies to

if we consider the immense antiquities of the chin organisation. It 
has been traced by means of history, prehistoric monuments and folklore, 
in the development of the early Hebrews, Greeks, Romans, Germans, 
Celts, Slavonians. “ Unbridled individualism is a modern growth, but 
it is not characteristic of primitive mankind.”

The remainder of Kroisitkine’s article is devoted to a series of 
instances of social feeling and mutual aid as existing amongst the most 
degraded savages, selected from the multitudinous examples that may 
be found in the most reliable descriptions of travellers and explorers.

But, he concludes, the family and private property, the growth of the 
warrior class and of a class possessed of the knowledge 
disturbs tribal unity, and the traditions of early social life 
the mass of toilers.
follow that life of the masses; to study the means by which they main­
tained their own social organisation, which was based upon their own 
conceptions of equity, mutual aid, and mutual support—of common law, 
in a word, even when they were submitted to the most ferocious theo­
cracy or autocracy in the state. That life we hope to analyse in a 
subsequent article.”

A TALK
ABOUT

ANARCHIST COMMUNISM
BETWEEN TWO WORKERS.

By Enrico Ma latest a.
------o------

(Continued from previous number.)
WUliam. But if, as you yourself say, intellectual work is a great 

pleasure and gives those who do it an advantage over others who are 
ignorant, surely every one would want to study ; I should as much 
as any body. And then who is to do the manual work ?

Jack. Every one ; because whilst studying literature and science 
they should also do physical work ; every one should work with loth 
head and hands. These two sorts of work, so far from interfering 
with one another, are supplementary; for a healthy man needs to 
exercise all his organs, his brains as well as his muscles. He whose 
intelligence is developed and who is accustomed to think does lost at 
manual work, and he who is sound and healthy, as jieople are who 
exercise their limbs under healthy conditions, has his mind in a more •r
wide-awake and penetrating state. Besides, as both kinds of work 
are necessary and ns one is pleasanter than the other and has 
enabled man to attain to the dignity of self-consciousness, it is not 
just that a part of mankind should be condemned to the stupifviug 
effects of exclusively manual toil, that the privilege of science, which 
means power, may be left to a few’. Therefore, I say again, every 
body should work at once physically and intellectually.

William. I can understand that; but there is manual work which 
is luird and manual work which is easy, some is ugly, some is beau 
tiful. Now who would be a miner, for instance, or a scavenger I 

Jack. My dear William, if you onlv knew what inventions and 
researches are being made every day, you would see that even now. 
if the organisation of work did not depend upoy people who are not 
working themselves and consequently don’t trouble about the coinfort 
of the workers, all manual labour could lie carried on under condi­
tions which would prevent it from being repulsive, unhealthy and 
toilsome. Therefore there is no reason wdiy anv work should not Im? • •
done by workers who have chosen it voluntarily. And if this would 
lx? possible to-day, just fancy what might happen when, everybody 
having to work, the studies and efforts of all would be directed 
towards making work less burdensome and more pleasant. And if 
after all there were still some crafts harder than others, it could Ik* 
arranged to make up for these inequalities by some special advan­
tages. Besides, when men are working in common, for the common 
benefit, we see arising amongst them that same spirit of brotherliness 
and compliance which belongs to family life in its best aspect; so 
that each, far from seeking only to save himself trouble, tries rather 
to take the heaviest work for his own share.

William. Right enough, if all this happens: but suppose it 
doesn’t ?

Jack. Well, if in spite of all this, there still remains some needful 
work which no one will do by choice, then we shall everv one of us 
have to take a hand at it, each doing a little, working at it. for 
example, one day a month, one week a year, or something like that. 
But set your mind at rest. If a thing is needful for every one. 
means will certainly be found to do it.

William. Do you know, you are beginning to talk me over ! Yet 
there’s one thing I can’t rightly see my way to. It's a big job that 
taking away property from the gentry. I don’t know, but isn’t 
there anything else you could do ?

Jack. How would you manage 1 Whilst it remains in the hands 
of the rich they will lie cocks o’the walk and will follow up their own 
interests without troubling about ours, as they have done since the 
lieginning of time. But why don’t you want to take away property 
from the gentlefolk I Perhaps you fancy that it would be unfuir. 
and a wrong thing to do 1

William. No, no; after what you have told me it seems to me 
that it would be very right, as in tearing it away from them, we are 
snatching from them also our ow’n bodies on which they ure feedin" 
And liesides we are not taking their fortune for ourselves, but to put 
it in common to do good to every one, arn’t we ?

Jack. Most assuredly. And if you look close at the matter, you 
will see that the gentry themselves will al.io be the gainers. They 
will have to give up ordering others about, putting on airs and graces, 
and idling; they will have to set to work, but when work is done 
with the help of machinery and every- possible consideration for the 
comfort of the workers, it will Income nothing but a useful, pleasant 
exercise. Do not the gentry now -a-days go hunting ? Do they not
ride on horseback, practise gymnastics and take exercise in other 
ways which prove that muscular exertion is a necessity and a 
pleasure to healthy, well-fed men I For them then it is merely a 
question of putting into production the physical energy they now 
put forth purely as an amusement. And then how much advantage 
they will reap from the general well-being! Look, for example, at 

t wdiat we see before our eyes. A few gentlefolks are wealthy and can 
play the lord in their own houses, but for them as for us the streets 
are hideous and filthy, and the InkI air which rises from our hovels 
and slums makes them ill as well as ns; with their private fortunes 
they can’t improve the whole country, a thing which could he done 
easily if every one set abont it. Our poverty is a continual blight 
upon their lives, acting upon them indirectly in a million ways, 
without counting their dread of a v iolent revolution. You see then
that we shall be only doing good to the gentlefolk by taking their 
wealth. Though they certainly don’t understand this, and never 
will, liecause they like to give orders and they fancy that the poor are 
fashioned of a different clav from themselves. But what matter ?
If they will not come to terms with us. so much the worse for them, 
we shall know how to force them to do so.

William. That is all fair enongh : but can’t things be done bit by 
bit, bv mutual agreement! Property might Im? left to thoise who 
possess it, hut on condition that they would increase wages, and 
treat us like human l?eings. Then, gradually, we might lay by 
something, and we too might buy a bit of land, and. at last, when we 
were all property owners, we would put everything in common, a.- 
you say. There was a cliap I heard projiosing >ometliing of the sort. 

Jack. Now look here! There is only one way of coming to friendly 
terms, and that is for the property owners voluntarily to renounce 
their property. But you know, as well as I do, that it is no good 
thinking of that. Whilst private property exists, that is whilst the 
land, instead of belonging to every one. belongs to Peter or Paul, 
there will always la* poverty and things will go from bud to worse. 
Under private property each is trying all the time to bring grist to 
his own mill, 'rhe projierty owners not only try to give the workers 
as little as they can, but. they are alwavs fighting amongst them­
selves. Generally speaking each tries to sell his produce for as much 
as he can, and each buyer, on bls side, tries to pay as little as possible. 
And then what happens t The land owners, manufacturers, and 
large merchants, who can manufacture and sell wholesale, provide 
themselves with machinery, take advantage of all favulivable states of 
the market, wait until the right moment to sell or even sell at a loss 
for a time, end by ruining the >mall proprietors and dealers, who 
sink into poverty and are obliged, they and their children, to go and 
work for a daily wage. Thus (it is a thing we see everv day) men 
who work on their own account alone or with :i few journeymen, are 
driven, after a bitter struggle, to shut up shop, and go to seek work 
in big factories, small land-ow ners who cannot get enough capital for 
their farming and cannot even pay their tithes and taxes have to sell 
their fields and houses to the large proprietors, ami so on. If a Fi~t.i1- 
hearted employer really wished to better the condition of hi* work­
people, he could only put himself in a position to be ruined In 
competition.

On the other hand, the workers are goaded bv hunjjer into compe. 
ting with one another: and ax there are more hands to be had 
than are needed for the work to lie done, they are continually 
snatching the bread out of each otliei > months. Not that there is 
not plenty of work that needs, doing, but that at anv |«irticular tim«- 
there is only a certain amount which it jiays the employer to have 
done. Thanks to this situation, progress itself becomes a misfortune. 
A machine is invented: immediately a number of men are throw 
out of work : they can earn nothing, therefore cannot consume as 
before, ami thus indim-tlv effect the bread winning of other workers. 
In America wide tracts of land are brought under cultivation ami 
much corn produced : the land-owners, of course without enquiring 
if everybody in the United States ha> plenty to wit. ship their grain 
over here that they may get more for it. Here the price of corn is 
lower, but the poor do not reap the advantage, for the European 
land-owners, not able to compete with this cheapness, let the soil go 
out of cultivation, except some of the most productive portions, and 
thus a number of agricultural labourers lose their employment. 
When a man has not even a j»enny in his pocket cheap bread is no 
good to him.

William. All; now 1 understand ! I’ve heard sav that thev 
would not let the corn come from abroad, and I thought it a rascalh 
thing to try to keep food out of the country-; I believed the gentle^ 
folks and the farmers between them wanted to starve the people 
But now I see thev had their reasons, •r

Jack. No. no; if the com did uot come it would be very bad from 
another point of view, lhen the landlords and farmers, having no 
competition to fear from outside, would sell at anv price thev ehoxv 
luld---------

William. 'Phen what is to be done {
Jack. Done? I told you before: everything must be put in 

common. And then the more produce there is the better it 
will be.

(T<» be cvutinued.)
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