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THE FUTURE OF TRADE UNIONISM.

The recent struggle between the Amalgamated Society of Engineers 
and allied trades, and the Employers’ Federation was one which must 
inevitably result in a departure from the old methods of endeavouring 
to better the condition of the workers; and not only the methods, but 
the objects, of trade unionism, must necessarily be changed.

In the past, an advance in wages or a shortening of the hours of 
labour were the two principal aims of all combinations of workmen. 
It is true, the primary object of the unions was the maintenance of the 
independence of the workmen and the consolidation of their order in 
resisting the aggressions of the rising manufacturers of the latter part 
of the eighteenth and beginning of the nineteenth centuries, but we 
find at the present time that the great mass of the workers are content 
to remain in industrial slavery if they only succeed in wringing a few 
shillings extra per week from the employer, or reduce to any extent 
the hours of labour.

In a prize essay on trades unionism written for the Trades Congress 
and published in 1884 the following passage occurs: “Trade unionism 
then, has a great future before it. Its ultimate result cannot be other­
wise than to convince both employer and employed that they are the 
truest friends, each of the other, for each derives his revenue from the 
other.” The employer slways being considered an absolute necessity, 
and the idea of eliminating him very seldom occurring until the end of 
the late struggle. From this point of view what appeared on the sur­
face to be a disastrous defeat, will turn out to be a complete victory for 
the men in the near future.

There was an undoubted danger in the possibility of the societies 
winning in the struggle for the eight hours, because past experience 
has taught us that, in all probability, no further effort to improve tKe 
condition of the workers would be made for the next twenty years. A 
much longer period has elapsed since the nine hours became the nor­
mal working day, and no change has been made in the London district 
either in wages or hours, and nothing has ever been asked for until 
the middle of last year, notwithstanding that the cost of production 
has been considerably reduced through the application of more machin­
ery and the greater efficiency of the men.

The tenacity with which the employers cling to all they can wring 
from the workers is becoming moie and more apparent, and the union­
ists are beginning to understand that the old method—the strike—in 
fighting combined capitalism is becoming or has become obsolete. The 
general feeling is that trade unionism must necessarily enter on a 
new phase, but there is a great diversity of opinion on the subject, and 
the one from which most danger is to be apprehended is the growing 
tendency to appeal to legislative enactment. For it must be admitted 
that there is a growing feeling in that direction, and there is a possibil­
ity that some unionists of the old school will be canied away by the 
enthusiasm of others, and so retard the real movement towards perfect 
freedom.

In the long series of persistent efforts made by workmen to better 
their condition, they have hitherto trusted to combination or self help. 
W Irene ver they have appealed to the legislature, it has only been to 
have an obnoxious law repealed, and a brief glance at some of those 
laws enacted during the present century dealing with combinations 
ought to convince all thinking men that the less they have to do with 
parliamentary means the sooner will their emancipation be brought 
about.

Adam Smith in his ITenZ/A of Nations says : “ What are the com­
mon wages of labour depends every where upon the contract usually 
made between master and workman, whose interests are by no means 
the same, the workmen desire to get as much, the masters to give as 
little as possible, the former are disposed to combine in order to raise, 
the latter in order to lower the wages of labour. It is not however 
difficult to foresee which of the two parties must, upon all ordinary 
occasions, have the advantage in the dispute, and force the other into a 
compliance with their terms. The masters being fewer in number, can 
combine much more easily, and the law’, besides, authorizes, or at least 
does not prohibit their combination while it prohibits those of the 
workmen. We have no acts of parliament against combining to lower 
the price of work ; but many against combining to raise it.” This was 
written in the latter half of the eighteenth century, and it will be in­
teresting to follow the course of legislation on the rights of combina­
tion through the period of change in the industrial system.

George Howell in Conflicts of Capital and Labour gives many 
instances of tho manner in which the law* was enforced against work­
men, and the following are taken from that work : “It appeal’s that 
the compositors and printers were among the first to combine for the

protection of their interests as a trade, and for enforcing as was then 
usual, both by law and custom, certain restrictions as to the number of 
apprentices. The Phoenix or Society of Compositors was institutel 
March 12, 1792, at the “ Hole in the Wall,” Fleet St., but long laforo 
this, rules were in force agreed to by the employers and their employser 
fixing at the request of the journeymen the rates of pay for composi­
tors’ work. In the year 1792 a prosecution was instituted against four 
members of the Pressmen’s Friendly Society, the secretary and four 
members of the committee, for conspiracy, on the allegation that they 
“ did unlawfully meet together to restrain and injure the master print­
ers, by restricting the number of apprentices, etc. The defendants 
pleaded among other things that the Stationers’ Company at a court 
held on March the 7tb, 1775, had endeavoured to do, and did actually 
do, what the men were prosecuted for doing. At that meeting, com­
plaints were made that some masters of the company had been binding* 
too many apprentices; whereupon the court ordered “That for the 
future, every master, before he bonds an apprentice shall send into 
court in writing to the master, a list of the apprentices he bus at such 
time in his service.” The men endeavoured to fix three app» entices to 
seven presses. For th:s conspiracy the five men were each sentenced, 
to two yeais impriscnment in Newgate, although they attended tho 
meeting, alleged to be unlawful, at the request of the secietary of ti e 
Society of Master Printers, on the subject of the dispute then existing 
with respect to apprentices with a view to a settlement of the dispute, 
their conduct there and otherwise being without reproach ”

Another instance showing how the law is administered when 
appealed to by the workers.

“The grievances of the workmen in this trade—Frame Work Knit­
ters”—not only continued, but increased moie and more. From 1780, 
in consequence of the system of frame rent charges being established, 
the construction of machinery proceeded very rapidly for the next 
thirty years. The actual cost of the frames bore so small a proportion 
to the rent, as to induce many persons not in the trade to purchase 
them, and embark in the business. With this came a vast increase in 
the number of apprentices; one manufacturer in Nottingham in 1810 
had twenty-four, and two at Hinchley had as many as one hundred 
between them. The whole district was consequently in a constant­
state of riot. In their distress, the workmen once more turned their 
attention to the chartered London company, and sought its interven­
tion for their relief. But it was too late for its action to l>e «>f anr 
practical service. It did however proceed at law against a manufactu­
rer for taking apprentices in violation of the bye laws of the company, 
but the employer was only condemned in one shilling dauiago. Every 
effort to effect protection by law utterly failed.”

During this period of transition from domestic manufacture to the 
factory system, the need for combination became more pressing ir» 
order to protect themselves against the rapacity of the new Has- of cap­
italists who were then rising into power, and of whom Charlotte 
Bronte has said, “These classes certainly think too exclusively of mak­
ing money ; they are too oblivious of even* national consideration but 
that of extending England’s (that is to say their own) commerce. 
Chivalrous feeling, disinterestedness, pride in honour, is ton dead in. 
their hearts. A land ruled by them alone would too often make igno­
minious submission—not at all from the motives Christ teaches, but 
rather from those Mammon instils.”

This same class also influenced parliament—by complaining against 
the workmen and succeeded in 1800 in having a law passed directed 
against all associations of workmen established for any purpose what­
ever.

Bv the first section of this statute all agreements between workmen 
for the purpose of obtaining more wages or for lessening the hours f 
work, etc., were made illegal. Bv the second section, one justice of the- 
j>eace was empowered to convict summarily, and impose two monti 
imprisonment upon any workmeu who should enter into anv such 
agreement. By the third section, among other things, the giving of 
money to support any movement of the kind mentioned was to be pun­
ished in the same v?ay.

These laws were put in force without mercy. Three weavers of 
Knaresborough were sent to Wakefield jail for three months, one • f 
them for simply carrying a letter to York asking for assistance from 
other workmen.

In 1816 three carpenters were sentenced to one month’s imprison­
ment each and two to twelve months. Once, the carpenters prosecuted 
the masters for combination, but they failed to obtain a couvictioc, 
although the case was fully proved; their counsel was o fully satisfied 
that they had been unfairly dealt with that he felt himself bound to 
return his fees.
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The few instances cited above taken at random from innumerable 
cases of the kind perpetrated under the combination laws from 1800 to 
1824 will suffice to show the tendency of repressive legislation, the 
result of which brought the working class to such a miserable condition 
that it was felt necessary—even by the legislators—to appoint a com­
mittee to enquire into the working of these laws, for, severe as they 
were, and however unmercifully they were administered, the unions 
grew nt a more rapid rate than ever before even though the books of 
the societies had to be buried for safety, oaths had to be resorted to in 
order to secure mutual protection ; when to ask fo.i a rise of wages or 
even to receive an advance when offered, was a violation of the law, 
even the emigration of artisans was forbidden. It was to inquire into 
this state of things that the committee was appointed.

The result of the report of this committee was the act of 1824 by 
which all statutes against combinations of workmen were repealed. 

“ The legislature having changed its policy, and removed those pro­
hibitions to which associations of workmen had formerly been sub­
jected, strikes on a large scale, and obstinately conducted, immediately 
occurred in various parts of the country, the workmen seemed as it 
were, to have taken the hint given to them, and to have indulged 
freely in the exercise of their newly acquired powers. The legislature 
was seized with a panic, it was terrified at what appeared to be the 
consequences of its own act; the manufacturers did their best to pro­
mote the feeling of uneasiness and terror which had taken hold of 
them, and hence in the following year the subject was again taken 
into consideration, another committee was appointed and fresh evi­
dence taken, indeed at first, it seemed as if parliament felt inclined to 
go back to the policy of former times, and to re-enact the old combina­
tion laws. But it had now become more difficult than before ; it was 
not an easy thing to undo the legislation of the previous year; substan­
tial reasons for such a retrogressive step would have to be given and 
these were not forthcoming.”

But, notwithstanding the fact that no evidence could be brought for­
ward, a new law was passed in 1825 practically undoing what had been 
done the previous year.

Wallace who introduced the bill said he was “ No friend to the com­
bination laws, but he wished that the common law as it stood before, 
should be again brought into force ; this he believed would be quite 
sufficient for the purpose.” He was quite right. The common law 
enabled the prosecution to put in motion the conspiracy laws in every 
instance where conviction was desired, and all meetings or agreements 
whatever for the purpose of affecting the wages or hours of work of 
persons not at the meeting, or parties to the agreement, were conspira­
cies. So were all agreements for controlling a master in the manage­
ment of his business, as regards the persons he employed. In fact 
there was scarcely an act performed by any workman, as a member of 
a trade union, which was not an act of conspiracy and a misdemeanour. 
The average number of prosecutions under this act in England and 
Scotland alone exceeded 11,000 annually.

In the earlier stages of the agitation against the act, the opposition 
was more directly antagonistic to the mode of administering the law 
than counter to the law itself.

(To be continued.)

EDWARD BELLAMY.

It is with great sorrow’ that many will learn of the death of Edward 
Bellamy, the author of Looking Backward and Equality. He has died 
quite young, worn out by overwork. When I was in New York last 
autumn 1 was told that he was used up by three years’ hard woik on 
his last book, Equality, and that he had gone West in the hope of 
regaining his health.

We have spoken at length of his fust work in the lie volte, and we 
have there analysed Bellamy’s Utopia. In America alone nearly 500,000 
copies of the book have been sold, and it has made a deep impression. 
Hundreds of thousands of people who had once thought that the 
Socialist ideal could not be realised have been shown by Bellamy that 
it is not impossible, and that the obstacles are neither technical difficul­
ties nor the individualistic tendencies of man, but simply inertia, 
stupidity, indolence and the slavishness of thought. A number of Amer­
icans have been inspired by some of Bellamy’s ideas and are seriously 
thinking of establishing a Commune one day in one of the Eastern 
States on more or less Communistic principles, without adhering liter- 
all v to his idea.•F

A fairly prosperous colony already exists on these principles, and 
their journal is one of the best for general propaganda of Communist 
and Socialist ideas. There is nothing of the pretentious sect about it. 
Bellamy himself had none of this pretention, and his adherents do not 
possess the arrogance of the so-called “scientific.”

The principal feature of Bellamy's Utopia was that each inhabitant 
of the Socialist nation should be credited with a certain sum (about 
X800 a year). He may spend it as he pleases, by taking in the public 
shops whatever he chooses— lodging, food, clothing, objects of luxury, 
accoiding to his taste. If he does not spend all the .£800, whatever is 
left is each year deducted from his credit. There is no way of treasur­
ing up his money.

On the other hand, everyone, from the age of twenty to forty or fifty 
years, works in any capacity he may choose a certain number of hours 
agreed upon. Committees estimate the value of the productsand their 
selling price. It is a system of partial Con munism. Unfortunately, 
Bellamy paid a tribute (: bro’utely use'ets in his own system) to authority
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THE CRY OF THE CHILDREN.

1 He would have
I am positive that w’ere Bellamy to

in dreaming, like the Socialists of 1848, of an authoritarian organis­
ation of production.

His last production, Equality, is much superior to his Utopia. It isr 
in the form of a novel and conversation, a decidedly admirable criticism 
of the capitalist system. Bellamy in this book, which I recommend 
everyone to read, does not criticise capitalism from the moral, but from 
the economic point of view’. He shows that this is the most absurdly 
uneconomic system of production. Bellamy does not go into metaphysics 
as does Marx ; neither does he appeal to sentiment.* In order to show 
the evils of capitalism, he takes the point of view’of Proudhon, the only 
one which, in my opinion, was really scientific. That is, he demon­
strates that a million of workers who have produced, let us say, all that 
is necessary for our consumption, from raw materials to manufactured 
articles, and who have only their salary, cannot buy those same pro­
ducts; for in their selling pi ice they comprise, besides the salary paid, 
the profit of the master and the capitalist in general. Consequently, 
each nation produces more than it can purchase with the total sum of 
its salaries.

From this he deduces all the vices of the capitalistic system, and 
analyses them so admirably that I know of no other Socialist work on 
this subject that equals Bellamy’s Equality.

At the same time the book is interesting, and while I travelled last 
autumn through Canada and the States, I saw it in every car. 
vendors of papers and books in the trains never had enough, so great 
was the demand for the book. It is certainly not so interesting as 
Looking Backward, but it were well to have a French edition of it at a 
low price.

What a pity that Bellamy has not lived longer ! 
produced other excellent books.
have met an Anarchist who could have explained to him our ideal, he 
would have accepted it. The authoritarianism which he introduced into 
his Utopia was useless there and contradictory to the very system. It 
was simply a survival, a concession, a tribute to the past. Those who 
have known Bellamy speak of him with great sympathy. Of a very 
retiring and timid disposition, he tlid not seek to impose his personality, 
much less to become the head of a school. He was the first to be 
astonished by the success of his first book.—P. K. in Temps Xoureau.i:.

A small book in a scarlet cover stamped with a picture of three child­
ren in fetters, one of whom raises imploring hands skyward as if,mayhap, 
help should be there. There are but 75 pages proper to the book and 
the print is large, the language simple—such as Roger Ascham bids us 
use when he tells us to think like wise men but to talk like the com­
mon people. The book presumably is written to make others think ; 
the author himself suggests nothing, offers no remedy for the deplorable 
things he depicts. It is a plain, unvarnished tale, with Truth as 
spokesman. Not a new tale either to some of us, only the scenes as 
here drawn stand out so vividly in the sharp cold outlines of clear type 
and simple diction that they seem to bite into one’s being like aqua­
fortis and there to burn, past all nibbing out. Only recently one ex­
claimed, “ Not one of Dante’s hells contains such inconceivable horrors
as are to be daily seen in the heart of this city in these days of our 
boasted civilisation.” The speaker had not read this book, but his eyes 
were open and he had seen. Without any preface, Frank llird takes
us by the hand and leads us straight into the East End and says, “ Be­
hold ! ” And we see the children at work ; the children whose toil,
whose teal’s, whose blood go to fashion the fabric of the comfort and 
commerce of the mighty nation called England.

‘‘There are whole districts whose inhabitants work in their own
homes for the great factories and warehouses round about, and m every 
house the children are forced to work in order to add a pitiful amount 
to an already pitiful wage... . A child at eleven years of age is free to 
become a regular and recognised wage-earner but in the majority of 
families the girls, more particularly, are little better than slaves from 
the moment that their tiny fingers are able to use a needle or paste 
wood and paper together... .This child-labor is one of the bitterest 
and greatest tragedies of the age. It is a blood offering of little hands, 
of weary little heads, of frail little bodies, of desperate and despairing 
little hearts upon the altar of Mammon.” 

And then follow the pictures. Here is one in a sackmaking district: 
“There were about forty two-storeyed houses upon one side of this 

alley, which ran between two thoroughfares, and on the other was a 
high brick wall... .stained by all manner of dirt. On each side of 
every doorway were children sewing sacks, sometimes two little mites 
working upon one ; and all along the blank wall enormous lengths of 
sail-cloth were fixed to ropes and laying flat along the brickwork, at 
which both women and children were sewing without interruption. 
Facing every doorway and standing against this wall was a bucket or a
dustbin, nearly all the latter lucking covers, filled with the refuse from 
the houses and giving forth an insupportable stench of decaying fish 
and vegetables. .. . A little girl of eight was laboriously stitching at a 
sack, which a younger brother of seven was holding at the proper ten­
sion from the hook. She pushed the needle through the thick jute 
very slowly, very carefully, and then pulled the twine as tightly as she 
could, smoothing down the edge with her left hand, her little forehead 
puckered into a serious frown. ‘Where do you go to play ?' she was 

answered, in a tone of scorn and amazement. ‘Plye? 
Oh, I never have no time to plye.’ And, as she stopped her work to 
make this answer, she unconsciously showed her left hand. It was
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■quite raw, the jute having rubbed the skin from the under side of the 
thumb and the two first fingers ; and all along the hem oj the sack were 
little specks of blood. This child’s mother and two elder sisters and an­
other boy were hard at work upon a barge-cover. . . .Whilst the woman, 
whose clothes were in rags and whose neck showed gaunt and bare 
above the top of her burst bodice, sewed the cover along the top, the 
two girls sitting on the stones were binding the bottom, the boy sewing 
at one of the sides iu a squatting position. A piece of leather fastened 
round the palm of the hand acted as a thimble, the needle being pres­
sed through the unyielding material with its help; the muscles on the 
woman’s bare arm stood out in great knots, and the tension of the 
children’s hands at every stitch made one shudder. It seemed like an 
evil dream, and the silence with which the work was done gave it an 
added horror.”

Yet another:
“A ground Boor, consisting of two small rooms in a street pestilential 

with decaying vegetables...... was occupied by a furniture-polisher and
his family.......In the factory he could make no use of his children ; in
his home he was master and beyond the reach of Acts of Parliament. 
Of this man’s three children the oldest was a girl of fourteen, a stunted, 
sickly-looking little creature, the other two were a boy of twelve and a 
younger girl of nearly eleven.”

After describing the terrible surroundings and condition of the work­
room, the writer continues : “ The mother and daughter were hard at 
work polishing a chest of drawers, the father being engaged upon a 
gimciagk whatnot, whilst the two younger children were rubbing a 
deal table.. . .In negotiating a hard knot the boy uttered a sharp cry 
and pulled off the pad with which he was tubbing. His fingers were 
those of a skeleton. The spirit and the perpetual rubbing had so 
hardened both skin and flesh that they seemed one with the bone; and 
although he had caught the upturned edge of the knot with some sharp­
ness, there was so little flesh on his poor fingers that he had not cut 
him self. But his pain was greater in consequence. None of the others 
stopped their work or seemed to take any notice of the accident; and 
after a little while he resumed his polishing, his tears splashing down 
upon the wet varnish and making sad havoc of the part already finished. 
At last his father swore at him and threatened the ‘ strap ’; then the 
sobs ceased.”

But as if fate was not already hard enough upon this wretched fam­
ily, worse follows : the father had b:come a confirmed drinker of me­
thylated spirit. “ Only a few days before the writer saw these people, 
the man had been attacked by a sudden craving in the middle of some 
important work that had to be done ns speedily as possible.’ There 
remains only sufficient spirit to finish the work in hand and there is 
no money to buy more. On his wife imploring him to remember this 
he knocks her down and drains the can, to fall senseless in a corner. 
There was no money nor food, and the only prospect of getting either 
was by the completion of the order in hand. The only sheet from the 
girl’s bed, a pair of the boy’s boots and the sole petticoat of the mother, 
together with the much mended and nigged dress of the younger girl 
produced sufficient at the pawnshop to procure the required amount of 
spirit; and, by working steadily until half an hour after midnight, the 
work was accomplished. “ Here, again, the children suffered. It was 
they who, by weary hours of polishing, completed their father’s portion 
of the work. A more pathetically tragic spectacle than these three 
little ones, foodless and exhausted, rubbing the stringent-smelling liquid 
hour after hour into the coarse fibre of bad wood cannot be imagined. 
To the reader it must seem a horrible romance; but it is so real that, 
when the work was done, the mother and children crept into bed, too 
tired to remember that they had eaten nothing since their so-called 
breakfast, too tired even to wash their filthy hands and faces.”

Match-box making, belt and umbrella making, artificial flower indus­
tries and the like, all afford the same picture of hideous forced labor 
and suffering, daily and hourly suffering on the part of innocent child­
ren and their mothers. And for what ? The bread that “ law and 
order ’’ require that they shall not take from the baker’s shop, but pay 
for with the sweat wrung from their feeble bodies. We are told the 
wage they work for and what the middlemen pay them. For match 
boxes it is twopence farthing a gross, the workers providing their own 
paste—“ a wage so meagre, that in one case a mother and two children, 
aged respectively seven and nine, working from seven in the morning 
to half-past eleven at night, are only able to earn one shilling and 
threepence threefart kings. They work ceaselessly, not even stopping 
for meals, eating their dry bread as they p iste and cut. It takes them 
all these hours to make seven gross—that is, one thousand and eight 
match-boxes.” Men’s boot-boxes are paid for at the rate of one penny 
a dozen, the operator providing the paper flaps. Wage per day of four­
teen or sixteen hours—one shilling and threepence. The price paid for 
a dozen belts, to which buckle, clasp and slide must be sewn, is five 
farthings a dozen ; the nite at which the children work brings them in 
th ree farthings an hour. Umbrellas are covered at one and sevenpence 
a dozen (these sell for half a guinea apiece at the shops). The tassels 
and rosettes stitched to them are made for three farthings a dozen. 
Consequently, a girl working for ten hours a day is only able to earn 
3s. 4 jd. a week. Sacks are made for one farthing each, and the sewers 
provide their own needles and twine.

Always the same old story of the exploitation of the wage-earner by 
his employer, of the weak by the strong, of the poor by the rich. We 
have shuddered over Turkish and Spanish atrocities; felt our blood 
lx>il at the mention of the lain of lead that was lately poured on the 
starving peassants of Italy; cried shame on numberless evils born of 
our rulers and civilisation ; but all these horrors seem to fade before 
the quiet pathos of the words: “and all along the hem of the sack
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were little specks of b.ovd." The biuud of a little child whu?e only 
crime was poverty.

Factory laws are made; but they cannot reach these East End child­
ren because a benign municipality under a paternal government con­
demns them to live and labor within one room, and a room under these 
conditions is not a factory. But if such laws could reach them and 
their toil was shortened by so many hours, what then ? W holesale 
instead of semi-starvation. Over and over again the writer tells us 
that but for the labor of these little ones joined to that of their parents 
whole families must starve. But he offers no remedy for this frightful 
condition of things in a so-called Christian community ; and the writer 
of a review of the book in an evening paper aL-o offers no solution, but 
alludes to it as “ the most hopeless of latter-day problems, this doom of 
the East End child,” adding that “ the more the facts are known so 
that more people may cry * Shame I ’ the sooner some genius will find a 
way to lessen the wrong.” Aye, to lessen the wrong;—that there 
should be removal or cure never seems to strike the ordinary bourgeois 
mind regarding any of the crowning disgraces of civilisation. An Act 
of Parliament to limit the number of stripes that a starving and nerve- 
broken parent may inflict in a moment of despairing passion on a heavy - 
witted child; a little margarine on the one crust a day or a gift of 
the cast-off clothing of the rich granted at the hand of some Charity 
Organisation Society.—Palliatives ! yes ; but redemption, freedom, 
never ! Walk down Piccadilly or Pail Mall and look into the club 
windows at the sleek, well-fed men who throng the reading and dining 
rooms; is it from amongst these that a genius will arise to free the 
suffering and oppressed ? Shall we find him amid the gay crowd of 
senators lounging on the Terrace at tea-time under the shadow of West­
minster ? In the palace, the law-courts or the church ? Nay, for it is 
these men combined who have for centuries as pastor and master been 
telling the poor (except at election time) that they are the scum of the 
earth and that labor, starvation and misery is their ordained lot in this 
world, and that mutiny means suppression.

The patience of the poor is no marvel; it is merely a matter of long 
habit. Pin a lie into a man on the spear-point of superstition or ham­
mer it into his head with a cudgel long enough and from the sheer 
monotony of the proceeding he will finally believe it to be the truth. 
But habits, we know, can be broken; and who knows but tliat the 
“ genius ” who shall arise to sweep the foul blot of child-labor from off 
the face of this world may bean East End woman, a mother who-eout­
raged heart at length blazes into fury at sight of her toiling, suffering 
child, along the edge of whose sack are “ little specks of blood, a Bmu- 
dicea ripe for war, flinging the challenge:

How long, how long, O cruel nation,
Will you stand, to move the world, on a child’s heart 

—Stifle down with a mailed heel its palpitation,
And tread onward to your throne amid the mart ? 

Our blood splashes upwards, O our tyrants,
And your purple shows your path ;

/fal the child"s sob curseth deeper in its silence
Than the strong man in his irrath .’ ”

After several hearings before Sir J. Bridge at Bow Street, 
our friend Mr. George Bedborough has been committed for trial 
upon the charge of “ indecent libel ” and “trying to corrupt 
the morals of Her Majesty’s subjects.” This is founded upon 
the sale of Mr. Havelock Ellis’s book, the first of an int nded 
series, entitled, The Psychology of Sex: Sexual luctrsion.

Finding, no doubt, this was a purely scientific boi k, they 
have included other publications issued by the Legitimation 
League iu the charge. While the case is being ji dieated upon 
it would not be .vise to say what we think about it ; but we 
shall say what we intend to do about it. First, let every reader 
of Freedom send on any little sum be can spare to the defence 
fund. Of course, we are all poor and are continually giviug, 
but here is a man attacked because he wishes to have the sex 
question discussed in all its phases. If it was one of us con­
nected with Freedom I don’t think we should trouble the legal 
profession for our defence, but would deieud ourselves and take 
the consequences. But we also believe in liberty for others 
and let us help them to defend themselves as they think best.

Secondly, on this question of Sex, Freedom has always taken 
the position fiat, for the mass of the workpeople. uutil the 
economic conditions were righted there could be neither free 
men nor free women ; and, while never afraid to discuss it 
fully, have not thought it wise to give undue space to it.

For our part, we think we understand the relative importance 
of this subject ; know that sex-relations are p irt and parcel of, 
and have grown out of, property conditions; but at the same 
time we know that some, whose economic conditions do not 
trouble them, may investigate the sex question from a scientific 
poiut of view and will by that study be led on to study other 
parts of the social problem. The love of liberty as opposed to 
statute law and ignorant conventionality iu any direction, 
whether conscious or uot, certainlv makes for Anarchism. «
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