A JOURNAL OF ANARCHIST COMMUNISM

- S - -— - e — e

Vor. VI.—No. T70.

;l'he P;oof “of the Pud-
ding lies in the eating.

Tuk elections are over. The dust kicked up by the hoofs of parlia-
mentary asses is beginning to settle, There may be (we hope there are
not) some people in a blessed state of expectation regarding the many
benefits likely to be showered upon them by the ‘ Great Liberal
Party” with its mongrel majority, led by the Grand Old Millstone.
If there are, we can only say to these deluded ones: “ Work as much
pleasure out of the anticipation as you can, for it is perfectly certain
you will get nothing else ! ”

Y ears pass, parliament perpetually gives a stone instead of bread to
those who are foolish enough to ask of it what they ought to devote
their energy to doing for themselves, “ and yet a large number of people
give thought and time and means to Parliament as if it were Providence

itself. As a rule,” we quote from the leading article in the “ Echo”
for August 15, “the time and attention given to politics produce but

little corresponding benefit, If a man cultivates a field, or builds a
ship, or makes buttons, or teaches children, or prints books, or paints a
picture, or writes a song, he, or society, is generally rewarded in pro-
portion to the quantity and the quality of the work done. How
different is the result in the pursuit of politics, Take, for instance, the
last General Election. In money alone that election must have cost
those actively engaged in it at least a million sterling.”

Probably, for the expenses of the General Election of 1885 were over
a million, each vote costing, says “ a Returning Officer” writing to the
‘“ St. James's Gazette,” about 4s. 5d. And this is not wonderful when,
according to the same authority, the successful eandidate for South Ayr
spent £240 on * ballot boxes,” Mr. Hamar Bass of West Staffordshire
£600 for * personal expenses,” and a North Bedfordshire eandidate over
£1000 on * agents and advertising,” Whereas, as some eriterion of the
BONA FIDE costs of an honestly conducted election, we may mention that
several Kast End seats cost £225 or under, and the joint expenses of
Bradlangh and Labouchere at Northamton were under £270. This
money, remember, has been made out of the workers’ toil, it is thus
spent without their consent, and all they get for this involuntary
expenditure on their part is plenty of windy speeches and a few inef-
fective acts of Parliaments,—of which the Corrupt Practises Act is one.
This act has been again tinkered up since 1886, but it is no secret in
political cireles that this last election has been more costly than the one
before.

The expenditure of money has, however, been but a small part of
what the election cost. To quote further from the *“ Echo’: * For
years a majority of the candidates were nurturing their respective con-
stituencies, They were either addressing meetings, or circulating
literature, or writing letters, or paying personal visits, or were in some
way or other engaged in securing or conciliating voters. As it was with
the candidates, so it was with rival local political organisations. If the
same or a similar amount of time, ability, anxiety, and activity were
expended in promoting education, or advancing social questions, in which
all alike are interested, and in which there was no stultification of
energy, the nation would have a tenfold greater harvest of result. But
the loss arising from the contest is immeasurable. The friction. the
consumption of power, the antagonisms, the alienation, and bad bleod
produced, the contraction or suspension of other useful work, have been
enormous. There was in almost every town and village of the country
for several weeks a social war, and a social war that involved consider-
able moral loss to the community. And for what? Noone can answer
the question.... The combatants mostly fought over a phrase. And
the war is not ended. It is only just begun. It is transferred from
the hustings to the House of Commons. Just as rival candidates endea-
vour to erush each other at the poll, rival party Members will now try
to crush each other in Parliament. In this way the neutralisation of
force and the waste of life will be continued And the saddest part of
the business is that these mutually destructive representatives think
that THEY are promoting national well-being. They strut about as if
they were the benefactors of society instead of being hindvances to the
progress of society.”

Surely it is a sign of the times when we find a capitalist newspaper
writing in such a strain as this. More especially a professedly liberal,
nay, radical paper. For the indictment is not against men, measures
or parties, but against répresentative institutions, against the waste of
energy over elections and parliaments, energy which might be better
devoted to direct practical action. What a striking contrast to the high
hopes of the earlior radicals! What a change from the days when Mill
spoke of representative government * as the ideally best polity,” and
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dwelt on the very exercise of the franchise as ** a potent instrument of
mental improvement”; when John Bright was indignant with those
who had not yet attained a ** proper estimate of the value of the
framchise " ; when the whole economic side of the great popular agita-
tion of 1838—48 was swamped by the agitation for certain electoral
and parliamentary reforms,

The “ Echo's” criticism reminds us of a cartoon in
time ago. Gladstone is offering H
Hodge: “ Am oi to be a power in t' staat? What be o1 t' get by
thaat 2” Gladstone: “ It is not, my dear friend, what you are likely
to get by it, but what I can make out of it.”

Just so. At last even the organs of capitalist opinion are beginning to
hint at the truth that there was never a government which did not
primarily exist to keep in office, protect the monopoly of property
holders, and hold the masses in subjection. The present administration
will be no exception. It will grant the people the concessions they
wring out of it, the measures by which it hopes to retain its tenure of
power, nothing more. The whole of the human energy expended in
putting it in office is a sheer waste. Nay worse, it 1s downright mis.
chievous. It has been taken away from useful efforts to cope with the
crying needs of the day, to keep up and perpetuate a miserabls
imposture. It has been expended to patch up a rusty old machine,
which serves no purpose, and can serve none, but to encourage slavish
helplessness and dependance amongst people whose only hope lies in
learning to depend on themselves and act on their own initiative.

Workers! Throw over the politicians, do not vote them into power,
show their touts the door, informing them at the same time that yon
have begun to think for yourselt, and that when your fellow men do
likewise, you will pull down this worn out edifice—government—and
leave the ple free to live in happiness and comfort. No Govern-
ment, whether it be Liberal, Radical, Tory, Labor or Social- Democratic ;
no “ committees of public safety ” to blossom into full-grown tyranny.
No, thanks! To put it vulgarly, *“ We've had some.” An end to
General Elections, let’s have the Social Revolution.

“Punch” some
odge the County Franchise.

REIGN OF HUNGCER.

V.—REMEDIES. (Continued. )

This, then, i1s what those of us who are awakened to the real mean-
ing of the Reign of Hunger must needs do: rouse any and every one
we can reach to the sense that the dissatisfaction they groan under is
in greatest part a result of the artificial inequality kept up in human
relations by our present method of social co-operation for existence;
that this inequality is by no means an essential factor of social life, but
the fruit of certain special tendencies, to wit, monopely, exploitation
and domination ; that the said tendencies to monopolise, exploit and
dominate are not the natural expression of healthy human capacities
under normal conditions, but of the diseased, perverted state of such
capacities ; that these diseases or perversions, being once plainly recog-
nised for what they are, may be cured, and human relations made
healthy and natural, so that a free and equal mode of co-operation may
be established in place of the existing unfree and unequal method ; that
this cure cannot be expected to come from any outside agency, but must
be effected by the vital energy of the sufferers themselves, by exerting
their will in this direction and shaking themselves loose from all that
keeps up the disease ; that the said cure must therefore necesssrily
work In two ways, must consist, lst, in the destruction of external art:-
ficial barriers to equality, such as the recognmised authority of govern-
ments, private ownership of the means of production and so forth, 2nd,
in the larger growth in men’s minds of those special capacities which
free and equal co-operation demands, such as sympathy, reverence for
man, trostworthiness, intelligent self-control ; finally, therefore, that the
destruction of barriers and the creative force of the enlarged capacity
for healthy social relations are two manifestations of what is essentially
one and the same movement, the same rising tide of vital human energy,
the inward growth causing the outward destruction of what bars its
expansion.

Once the more energetic part of the people are roused to realise these
facts, free and equal human relations will become a possibility of the
near future. The more energetic part we say, because, when the publie
mind has grown ripe for some great revolution, there are always a com-
paratively small number of born initiators, who go forward and start
it, while the great numbers look on, acquiesce, then lend a hand, give
the movement the momentum of their solid weight behind i, slowly
fall into the new routine, and the change is accomplished.

The revolution we desire and foresee is, mentally and morally, per-
haps the greatest, the most fundamental the world has vet seen and the
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ferment of its preparation must needs be long and terrible, the tore-
going travail of heart and brain intense. 'We are not amongst those
Socialists who conceive that the main difficulty lies in setting agomng the
material changes which are the outward and visible portion of this
gigantic revolution. We do not underrate the enormous weight of
custom, routine, prejudice and established order, or f.he complication oi
the machinery of inequality, which plays a part in every action ‘od
daily life. 'We do not deny that this has not been made and uupol:e
upon us all in a piece, but has grown up gradually, until we have ta c;g
it for ted as a matter of course, and hardly know how the wor
would seem without it. All this we do not deny. But we dosay : fl‘he?
obstacle to progress formed by all this is an obstacle in mens mmd;
rather than in any outward material facts. Once a sufficient number o
the workers have made up their minds what of all this is essential and

what is not, and are resolved to devote their whole energy to getting

rid of what they feel non-essential and hurtful, they cAN take effective

measures to put an end to the material conditions which oppress then;
without any overwhelming difficulty. The pre ion of heart and
mind for the new growth, for the reorganisation of social relations an
methods of co-operation, there is the crucial point; not the way in
which the old dead growths may be discarded, the old organisation
overthrown. . ‘

We repeat what we have said before; if the workers of Europe ancl.
America, or say the skilled and organised workers only, or the \\:orkem
of this country, even only those engaged in the main industries and
means of communication, made up their minds for & GENERAL STRIKE,
they would at once paralyse the existing economic system. If they
struck with the fixed purpose of taking common possession of lind and
capital and in future being their own employers, they could bring the
privileged classes to their knees in a week. Even the threat of such a

strike, if it were seen to be a reality, would, very possibly, have an

overwhelming effect. For, could the workevs but reu!ise it, they, the
poor, despised, hard-driven wage-slaves, hold in their power the sup-
plies of the whole community. Human beings cannot live on money or
éredit. They must have food and clothes and houses. If the actual
producers of food and clothes and houses, and those who convey the
necessaries of life from the places where they are produced to the places
where they are needed, refuse to go on supplying the privileged classes
with them on the present terms, the privileged classes MusT make fresh
terms to escape starvation. Just the same power that a capitalist holds
over his wagé-slaves in the partial, short-sighted strikes cof to-day, do
the workers, if they could only realise it and act together, hold over the
whole monopolist class : they can starve them out. What use are the
ion of money, credit, articles of luxury, when the necssaries of
life cannot be got because the means of communication are closed ¥
What use is the possession of the means of production to men having
neither the skill nor the necessary numbers to employ those means
productively ¢ If the monopolists of land and capital and of so much
stored up wealth cannot get other slaves in place of the revolted ones,
they must of necessity treat with the rebels. They crush petty and
partial attempts at rebellion to-day because so far strikes have come
singly, and blacklegs can generally be procured to help out the capital-
ist as against their own mates. For the public mind is not yet fully
ripe for a far reaching change of social relations, and too few of the
workers have as yet the situation. They need only time and
experience, and just now the lessons of experience are following hard
upon one another. Probably we have not long to wait until the mass
will be so deeply leavened with the new ideas that it will be possible
for the men of action to go forward, secure of the general sympathy.

When they can do so; when strikes break out, in every direction at
once, in the main industries and means of communication, with a
declared purpose commanding the sympathy of the mass of the workers,
so that even if they do not all act with the strikers, they will not act
against them, such strikes will ring the knell of capitalism. And t}.w
more general, the more international they are, the more complete will
be the freedom the strikers will gain for the reorganisation of their
work and the enjoyment of its fruits on a rationally social basis. All
will then depend on their mental and moral readiness to make the best
of the opportunity. : :

Do we seem to have forgotten government, its army, its police 2 But
in anything approaching to a GENERAL strike what could governments
do? Tkey subdue and crush down, not by dint of their own strength,
but the superstitious folly and helpless isolation of their opponents.
When one of our isolated economic revolts occurs, the government backs
up the capitalist by protecting blacklegs and punishing the more
energetic rebels by law. It is able to concentrate all its attention on
one spot, or at most on two or three. Even then, recent events in
America show how a really determined attitude temporarily bewilders
and paralyses the authorities.

But in face of a genuine economic insurrection a government, at least
a modern democratic government, with only citizen soldiers at its com-
mand, would be simply powerless. Its troops could not be everywhere
at once, ially with cut telegraph wires, broken bridges and dislo-
cated railways to hinder their movements. It could not drive the
revolted producers back to their factories and workshops at the point
of the bayonet, or force them to labor on conditions they were deter-

mined not to t. It could only resort to threats and diplomacy.
The most serious r the workers have to dread from a middle-class
government 1s its plausible concessions, its proffers of impartial investi-

and settlement of disputes. Many of their enemies would
doubtless gladly shoot them down, but under the conditions of a general
strike such measures would appear too dangerous to the shooters. To
a general strike the resistance would only be feeble, partial, despairing.
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The more general the strike, the less the risk of bloodshed, As France
gaw in 1789, a class, even a privileged class in possession, eannot erush
the revolt of a people, even when only the minority ave active rebels.
And more especially is this the case where the privileged class is not,
united in defence of its class interests, where many of its members are
ready, from sympathy or policy, to join the popular side. In England
now, who can doubt that this would be so ¢ A general strike, or even
probably a wide-spread strike, threatening to become general, would
make the English workers masters of the situation.

To bring about a social revolution, it is utterly needless to accept
either of the alternatives “a policy of parliamentary action or of
dynamite,” those two horns of an imaginary dilemma on which our
adversaries are so fond of tryving to thrust us. They misread the whole
drift of the popular movement, or they would see plainly that neither
parliaments nor bombs can make a revolution. And, without a recourse
to either policy, English workmen can, when they choose, take
sion of the land and plant they use in their work, of all that is needed
to place them in a position to make . reasonable terms of social equality
with their former masters, and become free men directing their own
work and eating its fruits. It needs only that they should open their
eyes and make up their minds. The difficulty lies not in the doing,
but in forming the effective desire to do.

SHELI.EY.

A MAX who has an idea for which he lives and labors, an intense
love, let us say, for liberty, truth and justice, will be met at every step
by the crowd of men who have no ideal at all beyond their pockets,
and these will tell him, after jeering at his hare-brained enthusiasm,
that he and his ideas are out of place in this work-a-day world, and
that he is a tool for his pains since men and women are not angels and
never will be.

The poet; Shelley, born just a hundred years ago, who loved liberty,
truth and justice, had experience of this in his brief life, which lasted
barely thirty years. Now, however, only seventy years after his death,
the centenary of his birth is being celebrated by the ¢ leading literary
spirits ” of the day. This fact will give us some idea of the rapid
growth of ideas which the present century has seen. For we must
remember that Shellev brought to the world ideas more bold and revo-
lutionary than any which had been heard of since Bruno attacked the
Catholic dogma. True, science had been preparing the way for new
ideas; but Shelley was one of the first Englishmen to grasp the great
import to mankind of the discovery of these truths, He knew that
liberty of thought must, sooner or later, logically end in liberty of
action, and his faith in freedom was such that he poured forth to man-
kind in unsurpassed language the most startling truths—truths which
no calumny could kill, and which we Anarchists to-day are striving
hard to get accepted. In fact, after making all allowance for the im-
mense evolution of ideas in every path of human development since his
death, we yet can admire him, sympathise with him and study him as
if he were a young poet living now and inspired with the ideas which
inspire us to-day. Whether understood or not, the pEsirg for equality
has always existed. Shelley knew this and expressed it in one line—

‘“ Eldest of things, divine Equality !”

And here 18 a picture of freedom which makes onc sigh for its real-
1sation,—

““My brethren, we are free! The plains and mountains,
The grey sca-shore, the forests, and the fountains,
Are haunts of happiest dwellers; man and woman
Their common bondage burst, may freely borrow
From lawless love a solace for their sorrow—

For oft we still must weep, since we are human.
A stormy night’s serenest morrow—
Whose showers are pity’s gentle tears,
Whose clouds are smiles of those that die
Like infants without hopes or fears,
And whose beams are joys that lie
In blended hearts—now holds dominion
The dawn of mind, which, upwards on a pinion

Borne, swift as sunrise, far illumines space,
And clasps this barren world in its own bright embrace ! ”

It 1s interesting to note how words change in their application, some-
fimes having their meaning narrowed down, sometimes having it
extended or re-applied till they become almost self-contradictory, All
words are subject to the law of change, some more than others.
Religion, which once meant conformity to an established church, is now
so widened in its application that Belfort Bax writes on the * Religion
of Socialism,” and we shall hear soon perhaps of the * Religion of
Atheism.” Revolution is another word which has undergone a great
change. At one time it was almost wholly synonymous with bloodshed
and barricades, now, however, we regard it as applying to any great
change which implies a new departure in any field of human activity,
no matter by what means that change may be brought about.

Having said so much, it will be clear in what sense Shelley used the
word Anarchy and in what sense we use it. We use the word as gage
of battle to all government and authority. Shelley used it to denote
those self-same abuses of government which we combat. The following
verse from the * Masque of Anarchy ” will make this clear,—

““ And he [Anarchy] wore a kingly crown ;
In his hand a sceptre shone ;
On his brow this mark I saw—
*I am God, and King, and law !’ "

Men whose miserable natures regard woman only in the light of a
useful domestic animal, and cannot conceive of love existing between
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