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{.EQUAL FREEDOM.
‘“ AxarcHIsM 18 equal freedom ’’ most truly writes the Newcastle cor-
respondent, whose essay on “ Anarchism and Trades Unionism ™ we
print in another column. But can we ever reach equal freedom, as
he seems to imply, by a system of limitations, by preaching *“Hands
off 17 |
We are sodial animals living in society ; can we ever attain thefullest
possible scope for our thoughts, feelings, and actions by drawing, as it
were, a little circle of exactly the same size round each and saying:
¢ Inside this line you have absolute license ; it is only by putting your
foot over the line and trespassing inside your neighbour’s boundary
that you will do wrong 1"’ If everybody could be persuaded to aﬂopb
this attitude, should we secure the greatest amount of freedom
possible? Nay, should we secure even equality ? Pi=AY

[f this conception of the position of individuals in 5ociety&n'§es-
ponded to fact, its necessary consequence would be that the more the
population grew, the less liberty could there be for individuals. Theimore
folks on the ground, the narrower the circle of limitation round eaech.
We have frequently heard Social Democrats arguing in favour of
government on this ground, and, apparently, our Newcastle correspond-
ent accepts it, as he argues that two have necessarily less liberty than
one. A wretched prospect ! For as human nature evolves, it demands
more and more space for development, and mnever have men been go
impatient of restraint as to-day. |

But before we lament this narrowing of life as inevitable, let us look
at the facts of experience. A little reflection will show us that as indi-
viduality develops and demands a wider scope for individual imtiative
in all directions, the evolution of social life continually opens up fresh
possibilities of individual self-realisation, continually makes more and
more room for the individual to be himself.

We have not too much liberty to-day, but what would the man of
to-day feel if he were not allowed to speak as he likes about his ideas,
nay to think as he likes, if his fellow-mgn should find out about his
thoughts ¢ Yet it is not so many centuries since the individual was
forced, on pain of death, to speak and think along a given line; sinee
men and women were burnt in London streets for their opinions. Still
more, what would the man of to-day feel if he found himself fna
savage horde, where almost every action of his life was regulated by a
tyrannous code of custom, and the smallest breach of tribal etiquette
might cost him his life or expulsion from the little community 1
which alone he could find safety? Insupportable slavery we shounld
say. But in the earliest stages of social life each little group of human
beings found itself in face of the ill-understood and unsubdued forees
of external nature like an outnumbered army in face of the foe. The
only safety lay in cohesion, and dread made men cruel in their suppres-
sion of individual initiative. It was only as the development of co-operas
tion, brought a sense of power and security, that the terms of cla-
tion became more and more voluntary, allowing larger and larger scope
for intli\'idll:\lity. - .

Larger scope, not only in the absence of arbitrary restraint, butiin
the increase of opportunity. The primitive man, as compared with the
man of to-day, is like a spider with only one thread to run on, as 0%-
pared to a spider, who across the same space has a great web of num ‘
less threads, and can ‘go in any direction he pleases. For every fresl
line opened up by human activity makes fresh opportunities for néw

occupation, of interest; the larger the possibilities of human life for e

[t is only by co-operation that social animals attain to freedom, &
the more intelligent and thorough-going the co-operation, the fulls
the freedom. Freedom to the gregarious animal does not mean being
placed in an empty void, it does not mean absence of contact; »,g."
would wholly cut off its possibilities of living out its life. And freedom
means living out, one’s life to the fullest extent of the possibilities of
one's nature. It means opportunity for self-development. The great
the opportunity, the completer the freedom,

It is plain, then, that to create and develop freedom, we h',:
beings must actively co-operate, not passively leave each other alone

And this becomes only the more apparent when we consider the utter

failure of the ‘ Hands off " policy in securing equality in such freedom

as has been gained. —
The early Radicals (see, for instance, Mill’s fine essay on “ Libe

believed in (lm\vingthe little circles we were talking about. There
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feeling of each man tells upon the lives of all around him. And it is
I

u

actions. theyv said, that directly concern only the mdividual—** zelf-re-
garding actions—wherein justice to his fellows only demands that he
shall allow every man the same license as himself. If he does so, the
equal liberty of all iz secured. The Radieals thought, however, that
governments would be always needfal to keep each man within his
circle, and also {o regulate those actions which direetly eoneern public
interests. Our Neweastle comrade does not see this necessity, but herein
seems to us to lie the only difference between his moral and politieal
theory and theirs. . |

Now, in our opinion, he could hardly have chosen more instructive
examples of the inadequacy of this position than two of those he has
taken to illustrate 1t.

The Luddites, he thinks, were morally wrong in foreibly protesting
against the action of the initiators of industrial machinery, because
eévery man is free to invent, and they might have gone and invented too
—if they could. .

In like manner the trades unionists are wrong to protest against
blacklegs, because every man is free to work, and the unionists might
go and work on starvation wages too—if they chose.

Now. we have had about a century in which to observe the outcome
of the action of those men who introduced industrial machinery, and I
guppose there 1s not a thoughtful man in the eountry who will not admit
that it has been most disastrous. There is no one who will not admit
that the immense increase of man’s power over nature has been accom-
panied by a terrific and a needless crop of human misery. In other
words, the exercise of what our correspondent calls the “equal freedom™ o1
the introducers of the new methods of working has brought about the slav-
ery of the workers. It has been one main cause of the conversion of self-
employed workmen into wage-slaves and of all the resulting social evils.

And this happened because these men (the inventors and the capital-
ists who ran their inventions) ignoring the enormous debt they owed
to their fellow workers past and present, without whose labours they
could neither have made their inventions nor utilised them, said to
themselves : ¢ These timprovements are ours ; we have made them, we
have a right to monopolise them, to make all we can for ourselves out
of them. and no one else has a right to say a word. What if the new
methods which we thus keep in our own hands cut the ground from
under our fellow workers’ feet; are we our brothers” keepers? Let
them find new methods better than ours, or become our slaves : that is
their look-out.”

But the resalts are likely to be the lookout of all society, to press
like a burden of lead upon the shoulders of the descendants of these
men, who enslaved their fellows by their actions as surely as if they
had put fetters on their limbs by armed force.

Who, think you, were really standing for the equal freedom of all

individuals—the men who introduced the monopoly of machinery, or

the Luddites who rose and protested: “ You are unsocial. You are
setting at naught the co-operative relation between human beings, and
taking advantage of our necessities to elimb on our shoulderst™

Or, take the blackleg. He is a man who not only asserts his equal
freedom with all other men to work, but, stifiing his social sense of
solidarity with his fellows, chooses to go and work at such a time and
place as will prevent them from being able to arrange decent conditions
of work for themselves. Nay, more, he i1s a man who, under pretence
of asserting his undoubted claim as a human being to work, deliberately
ranges himself on the side of the very men who, more than any others,
prevent their fellows from being able to work as they choose—i. e, the
monopolists of capital—and against the men who, however, short-sight-
edly, are struggling for the equal freedom of labour.

Who, think vou, is standing for the equal freedom of all men — the
trade unionist on strike, or the blackleg?

~ Assuredly, every one is free to invent ; assuredly, every one is free to
work ; assuredly, every one is free to join a trades union, or not to
join it. But if any man invents, or works, or associates, or does not asso-
ciate himself with others in such a manner as callously or deliberately
to take his fellow men’s opportunities from them and leave social feel®
ing out of his conduct, most assuredly he does not know what personal
freedom means. And those he injures, be they one or many, are in the
right to tell him so. For there is no such thing as “self-regarding
action.” Not only every act, but every word, every thought, every

only by mutually agreeing to aid one another in every possible way to

~ expand our lives that equality in freedom—or any freedom worth the
" mame—can be secured to each and to all
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THE CHICAGO ANNIVER§£R¥'.

Tue fourfi anniversary of the maxtyrdom of the Chicagé Amarchists
has been eelebrated in Great Britain by a series of meetings in London
and the provinces.

LoxpoN MEETINGS.

were this year, as last, entirely organised by the Amarchist
Groups; the platforms oceupied by Anarchist speakers, and chairmen
il resolutions dispensed with. The vile weather greatly inter-
fered with the open-air meetings on Sunday, Nov. 8; but all five
indoor gatherings were well attended and successful, The meeting at

South Place Institute

on Nov: 11th was erowded and most enthusiastic. The platform was
draped with red, the *Freedom” and Leytonstone group flags hanging
on either side and our new banner, whereon Comrade Schitz has so
artistically painted ¢ Anarchist Communism ”, occupying the centre.
The meeting was opened by the reading of the letters and telegrams

given below. Then the speeches began.
W. Wess: It is remarkable how these meetings become more and

more thoroughly Anarchist every year. At first those assembled were

mostly moved by a feeling of generous sympathy with the murdered
men ; now thronghout the world large audiences meet with a sense of
conviction to uphold and spread the ideas for which those men died.
And right through the history of the Labor movement no events are
more suited to propagate Anarchist-Communism than those of the 11th
November, 1887. During their whole lives our Chicago comrades acted
like men worthy of the ideal of Anarchism. They began, as most of
us have done, as Social Democrats, thinking the people might hope
some amelioration of their lot from elected representatives. But before
long, thought, insight, and bitter experience showed them the utter il-
lusion of such notions and that the people must trust only their own
united might to achieve their own salvation. So our comrades crystal-
ised their Socialism and became thorough Anarchists ; for Anarchism is
but a crystalisation of Socialism from which every vestige of dishonesty,
of politics, of domination and of wire-pulling is squeezed out. And as
true Anarchists they have shown us that to realise our ideal we must
work on and on, persistently, regardless of obstacles. Our comrades
had the confidence of the Chicago workers ; not obtained by high-flown
promises of useless palliatives to be gained by putting Socialists in
office. None of the Chicago Anarchists were presidents, officers or
committee-men even of labor societies. They fought like loyal soldiers
in the ranks in the great labor battle, and it was their unflinching, un-
compromising attitude, their earnestness, activity, devotion, that so
recommended their ideas to their fellow-workers. They have shown us
that the most effective means of advancing Anarchism is to prove by

deeds our sincerity to its cause, and when the opportunity comes to seal

our deeds by giving our lives as heartily as they did.
S. Mernixo : On the 11th November, 1887, when the news of the

‘execution came from Chicago, it was felt that an important event had

taken place. Many people who didn’t care about Anarchy, at once
realised that a cause for which these men had given and others were
prepared to give their lives must win. The life of Engel (of which the

er gave a short outline) is representative of the life of thousands
and thousands of workmen. He became firstlyra Socialist, then an
Anarchist, always reraining the same straightforward, sincere man,
who wished the emancipation of the working classes, and nothing for
himself. There is a tendency to accuse the police and capitalistic class
of throwing the Haymarket bomb. But they are so overburdened with
every-day murders, that five or eight more or less don’t condemn or
gave them. There is no need of legal quibbles: if our comrades had
thrown not one but 200 bombs, and had been killed in the battle, we
should honour them as we honour the people who fought in the Paris
Commune. The feeling of indignation and.revenge, which the sight of
wrong awakens in sensitive men, is a social progressive force, and must
be made nse of. When a man is prepared to give his life for the cause,
he should be left to choose his own opportunity, especially as we do not
know what may come out even of a small beginning.

‘Tovzeav Pargis: We haye met to-night to commemorate not the
dead but the living. Our comrades live in the principles for which
they died and for these principles it is ours to live, by speaking them
and by acting them. They lit the torch of enthusiasm, we pass it on.
Their work was ghort, ours may be longer. Those who put them down
lived for property, we live for men. Is it not a task greater than that
of ruler, poet, or artist, to lift the downtrodden, the deformed, the
poor into a higher plane, and to bring happiness to them also. There
is a parable which tells how the sick waited beside the pool till the
angel should come and trouble the waters. Our dead martyrs have
troubled the commercial pool. Their life and death have proclaimed to
us anew that the real secret of religion is to tie men not to God, but to
men. There is part io this work for all ; all can help to bring love and
fellowship and happiness into the lives of men. They talk of an eight
hours day. Let us see to it that less than eight hours shall buy food
and leisure and time for thought. We have had enough of govern-
ment. - The task of the thoughtful is not to govern but to teach. We
will have not the spixit of lordship but of humanity. Is it a small
thing to live for such a cause ! It is not too much to die for it. Read,
think, live out the best thoughts and the victory shall be yours.

- P. Kroroteise : The longer we live, the nearer we approach that
supreme moment—the Social Revolution—when civilised mankind will
have to make a new departure in civilisation, and the more we see how

right were our brothers when they mfmge, their lives for the grand ideas

of Anarchy, Socialists who have adopted a different policy are continu-

ally driven by the force of circumstances to become the tools of the

for poli
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ruling classes in keeping things as they are. The International Work-
ing. Men's Association was formed for the economic struggle against
mpﬂ;ﬂism, but at the Hague Congress, in 1872, the very Socialists who
had helped to form it proclaimed that it must consist of national parties,

&fml struggles, instead of one international party for the direct
economie struggle. That was the death of the old International. Aguin
a great international economic movement has begun amongst the workers
with the general strike for its aim. Again this yeax, at the Marxist
Congress at Brussels, political socialist leaders have put their foot on the
direct struggle against capitalism, and have done their utmost to turn
the International labor party into a number of mercenary political
factions, ready to sell themselves to Conservatives or Liberals, or to the
German Emperor, for the promise of some petty reform. A war, not
for bread, but for seats. Instead of the great principle of international
solidarity, the German Social Democrats are preaching war against the
starving millions of Russia. Where is the Socialism in all this?
Thrown to the winds. Were not our Chicago Comrades right in despis-
ing politics, and saying the struggle against robbery must be carried on
in the workshop and the street, by deeds not words? Were they not
right in their conviction that Anarchy is the only possible revolutionary
program ¢ That a revolutionary idea may grow, the revolutionists must
be free in thought and word, not hampered by the necessity of pleas-
ing leaders, or politicians, or they will form their ideal on the past with
some slight reforms, retaining past institutions, like representative
government, wage-system, etc. ¢ That revolutionary action may grow,
there must be no discipline to hinder znitiative ; but no party can be the
party of the future whose members—while each acting upon his own
responsibility—do not bear always in mind the interests of all. Mistakes
may and will be made, but such mistakes are a thousand times prefer-
able to the timidity of time serving, disciplined parties seeking power.
Exaggerations will be toned down by time and experience, but the habit
of thinking and acting, each for himself but always combining consider-
ation of the interests of all with his thought and action, will remain. It
is this which has been the soul of past revolutions. Tt is this which will
make that great Social Revolution to which we look forward for the
satisfaction of the deepest cravings of human hearts,

A. Hexry: We are here to-night to commemorate the murder of
the Chicago martyrs and to propagate the cause for which they suffered
death. They were murdered for what the world calls a “erime.”
From the Anarchist point of view a erime is either some wrong done
by one who is naturally too weak to withstand the evil influences by
which he is surrounded, and then he is more sinned against than sin-
ning ; or it is rebellion against the state of things which now exists,
against injustice, tyranny and oppression. This rebellion is right and
the Chicago martyrs were such rebels. So long as there have been
wealth and luxury on the one hand and poverty and misery on the
other, there have been rebels. When a man rebels for a common cause,
for and with his fellows, and with a sure hope and faith in the possi-
bility of a better state of life, the rebellion in the end is sure to conquer.
It is manly to rebel, and slavish to submit, but we shall never get the
masses to rebel until we have shown them what it is they have to fizht
against. There can be no equality or brotherhood until private property,
the root of all material inequality, and government have been abolished.
What does government do for us? Does it help to till the land? or
procure us food or clothing ? or social enjoyment? or any good thing?
No. It simply taxes us to provide the propertied classes with police-
men and soldiers to protect that property of which they have robbed
the workers. Policemen are men like ourselves, merely the slaves of
the system based on private property. Why not make Anarchists of
them ? and of the soldiers too? I honour the man who becomes a
soldier simply that he may spread Anarchism.

D. J. Nicorr: The Chicago men were murdered for tleir honesty
and Anarchism, for disregarding political shams, and telling the people to
bolc}ly help themselves by taking possession of the means of production.
Politics and political leaders only diddle and betray the workers. [Here
some Social Democrats objected to the instances of the like given by
the speaker.] Our Chicago comrades did their best to spread the spirit
of revolt. If they had thrown the bomb, they would not have
been to blame, nor would anyone who had thrown one at the police in
Trafalgar Square. |

Lovise MicHEL (translation from the French): The dead who cery to
us tq—day aré the unknown masses dead from misery, from starvation
of mind and body. It is they whose cry stings us to revolt. The little
band of martyrs who died in .Chi.cngo died gloriously for a grand ecause
The grim monster of capitalism must pevish, his gold must be’
flung to the wretched. It is from a feeling of humanity that
I tell you that the time is come to crush the monster — or
the monster will kill mankind. We have talked too much, we
have l}llle(l ourselves with our own words ; we must act. Like om" mai-
tyrs, like the Russians who have fallen in the struggle against the Tzar
like Reinsdorf who fell beneath the axe, like those of Chicaco wlmst’e
blood has spread throughout the world and will raise up hostg iu figcht
the battle of humanity. Anarchy is humanity. Let each one ut'ous
act. In the Great Day women will have as mueli'to 'do ‘as' men. Lot
every one take on himself the r&8ponsibility of his actions. For all
there is work.

S. YANovsky (translation from Yiddish) ; The Chicago Anarchists
were Imternationalists, hence we may well speak of them in the Inter-
national Yiddish tongue, which may be considered indeed cosmopolitan
gince the Tzar has driven forth the Jews who spéak‘ it to wander
through the world. - We celebrate to night not only the death of ous
comrades but the birth of Anarchy ; since they diegd Anarchy is bein,
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