A JOURNAL OF ANARCHIST COMMUNISM.

VoL, XXVII.—No. 289,

NOTHES.

A Scandalous System.

The scandals that have been filling the air for some time
past resemble very much the odours that emanate from a
decaying organism. Anyone who seriously studies the bases
of present society can expect such things because he can
realise that they are inevitable. It is a scandal, an infamy, a
crimme, that one man should die and leave wealth equal to
more than £20,000,000, wrung, with tears and blood, from
the unpaid labour of tens of thousands of toiling and suffering
human beings. But these gigantic robberies and frauds could
only be carried through under a system in which every
scandalous machination of the human mind finds some work
allotted to it in upholding the crime of crimes—our present
State capitalist system. It could be proved beyond the shadow
of a doubt that all the scandals of this modern age, from
Panama to the present German war scandal, are the logical
outcome of the basic principle of capitalism—the right of an
owming class to exploit the dispossessed wage-slaves. Once
build on this principle of an unlimited right to robbery, and
everything else follows: misery, disease, prostitution in the
underworld, with police corruption, white slave traffic, a
prostituted press, and the crowning infamy of the war scandals.
Shall we * reform ” such a system, or end it ?

A Tale of a Plug.

Once upon a time (not many days ago!) there was an old
plug used in a little seaport town of Brittany for stopping up
pipes. It was very old and much use had brought it to the state
that leads to the ‘‘ scrap heap.” So the chief of the department
asked (officially) for permission to buy a new one. * After long
reflection,” the Minister asked if the poor old plug could not do
a little more work. Three witnesses certified (officially) that it
couldn’t. After many (official) delays, the Minister notified
(officially) that a new plug might be bought. But as in France
the reform party has not yet demanded an old-age pension for
plugs, the vital question of what to do with the old one gave much
(official) trouble. Obsessed by the spirit of charity, the chief of
the department asked (officially) if he might give it to the port
authorities to be sold for the benefit of the fishermen. The
Minister officially consented, but the authorities refused the gift
on the ground that ‘it was not worth the cost of accepting it.”
An official memo, signed by two chiefs, was then sent notifying
this refusal, and asking permission to burn the old plug. Being
a political economist, the Minister asked (officially) if it couldn’t
be used for something else. Two official experts having certified
that the poor old plug was good for nothing at all, the Minister
(officially) decreed that it might be destroyed, on condition that
the chief sent an (official) certificate of its destruction. And so
ends the story of a plug that when new cost 1s. 2d.! The moral
of it all our readers will discover for themselves. We will only
remark that such is life—under State control.

Caruso and the Convicts.

The singing at Atlanta penitentary to nine hundred convicts
by the great artist C'aruso will become an important historical
event in the history of prison reform. Happily, no one can say
in this case that notoriety is at the bottom of it all: it is the
spontaneous act of a great artist with a great heart. For it was
not only how he sung to this army of poor imprisoned victims of
society, but what he said of them that impresses us most. He
was so deeply affected by all he saw that he apologised, saying,
‘““ I cannot help it, as I think of all these men whom the world shuts
out and bars shut in. 1 would rather give them a few moments’

pleasure than-sing before kings!” We do not know what

induced Caruso to do this fine act of humanity, but we do
certainly know that the deeply sympathetic remark “ whom the
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world shuts out and bars shut in” will find an echo in many
minds now pondering over the question of prison punishment,
with all its insane brutality. The most enlightened students of
criminology know full well, and have constantly repeated, that we
have first of all to regard those we call eriminals as simply fellow
creatares who, living in the corrupt surroundings of the life of
to-day, are too weak in will power to resist its morbid tempta-
tions, or who have become brutalised by their environment, or,
like the apostles of high finance, find it easier to live by cunning
than by honest work. In a rationally organised society, four-
fifths of them would be useful and happy human beings ; the
others would need the humane treatment of those capable of
helping the weak in mind and will. Caruso has touched their
hearts, and appealed to their better feelings. A Liberal Govern-
ment prescribes the cat !

When is a State not a State?

Mr. Sidney Webb’s address on the “ State of To-morrow,”
given at the Co-operative Conference on April 26, is enough to
make rationally logical people rub their eyes. When Liberals,
Conservatives, Radicals, and Democrats speak of a Government,
we know what they mean. Although they may differ, and do
differ, in their idea of the use (and abuse) of power and in the
kind of reforms they advocate, they all agree that the function
of Government is the control and direction—the ruling—of the
people by specially appointed officials, with the police and
soldiery at their backs to enforce that rule in case of need. That
1s thoroughly well understood. But it 1s quite confounding to
read of an avowed Socialist denouncing the “ penury and sub-
jection '’ under a bourgeois Government, and at the same time
assuring us that *“ they | presumably the Fabian Society] intended
in the State of To-morrow to get sufficiency and freedom.”
You understand ‘“they” are going to ‘““get it”—we are
not told how—and “give it"” to us. Perhaps not! We can
assure Mr. Webb there is a vast number of workers who “ have
had some,” and are not taking any more from Fabian burean-
crats. They are beginning to feel the need of doing things for
themselves, and of assuring their freedom by an economic
revolution. The Fabian State, like all States, would prove a
wolf in sheep’s clothing; and we don’t intend to have our

“sufficiency and freedom " ladled out to us by Mr. and Mrs.
Sidney Webb.

The Force of Example.

We referred last month to the fact that is becoming more
and more noticeable—namely, that the bad example set by those
in authority (and authority always sets a bad example!) would,
in the matter of punishment, most certainly find imitators
amongst the brutal-minded of those who had the opportunity of
exercising that power. The truth of this has become so patent
during the last few weeks that one might say the desire to resort
to birch and cane i1s becoming a kind of obsession. So much so,
in fact, that even J.P.’s, infected with the flogging mania, have
had to inflict fines on schoolmasters and (alas that it should have
to be recorded!) lady pupil teachers for excessive brutality in
the use of the cane. Not only that, but we find men on public
bodies and all and sundry who have a grievance against the
untamed spirit of adventurous children prescribing the same
treatment. Just like any red-tape-minded Home Secretary.
T'he craze 1s even nerving the arm of the mistress against her
mald, as in the case of Mrs. Custance, who has just been fined £10
for assault. * The girl said Mrs. Custance often hit her with her
fist, banged her against the wall, and hit her with a °
stick, crumb brush, wooden spoon, and boots. She had kicked
her twice in the stomach, and had knocked her downstairs.”
The White Slave Traffic is not quite confined to the lust of man.
And yet, somehow one feels pretty sure that Mrs. Custance
would advocate the flogging of men and support capital punish-
ment—if she had the vote! Perhaps it is as well she has not.
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Woman's Freedom.

By Lity Gamr WILKINSON,

IT.
WOMEN IN REBELLION.

There is only one thing more fierce than the tiger, and that
is the tigress. Women in rebellion have something of this
fierceness. For the most part, women are more passive than
men ; but in times of crisis, when danger threatens the family,
women are animated, like the tigress protecting her young, by a
strangely fierce activity. In the ordinary conception of women,
this is overlooked. They are usually regarded as domesticated
animals who require protection, and who never willingly come
out of the shelter of the home into more active ways of life.
Well, let us see.

Let us recall, as an instance, the hunger-fevered women of
Paris on that wet October morning in the year of revolution,
1789. Heedless of the rain, they gathered together in the
street, gesticulating, calling out to each other, the talk being
always of bread and famine, the king and queen. They gathered
their forces, these women, and a disordered march began. They
swept down the narrow streets, out into the country. “To
Versailles! 7 they cried ; and when they reached Versailles, they
invaded the Assembly, demanding bread instead of words—bread
for the starving people of Paris. By their fierce enthusiasm
they carried everything before them. In the evening they
invaded the Palace itself, and next day they returned in triumph
to Paris, bringing with them as prisoners the king and queen of
France.

Then, again, in revolutionary Paris, the Paris of March 18,
1871. It was the fearless inspiration of women that won Paris
for the people that day. The women led the guards to the
streets where the soldiers had captured the cannon of the people ;
fiercely animated in that hour of danger, they made a rush up
the street and surrounded the soldiers, calling to them as
brothers not to shoot, seizing them by the hands, even throwing

themselves in front of the muzzles of the guns. And that brave

appeal of the women had more power with the soldiers than
the commands of their general. From mere shooting machines,
acted upon by the word of command, they were transformed

in into human beings; and instead of shooting down their
fellows, they turned and seized the officers who were ordering
them to do murder. )

That miracle happened because of the action of women in
rebellion. Perhaps if men had been acting alone, they would
have been more reasonable about the crisis; they might have
called a meeting and formed a committee, and made resolutions
and amendments. And in the meantime, before they had passed
their first resolution, the guns would have been lost.

That was an attempted revolution only—it failed, and in the
failure more than 30,000 Communards were slaughtered in the
streets. But, whether in success or failure, the women of
the Commune took an active part in its defence. Women
helped in the work of raising the barricades, and defended
them alongside the men. Barricades were even built and
defended entirely by women. During the slaughter, forty-two
men, women, and children were shot down in one place, as an act
of vengeance; when the soldiers tried to force them to kneel
before their murderers, it was a woman with her baby in her
arms who sprang out from among them, and, standing straight
up, called to the others, “Show these wretches that you know
how to die upright ! ”

And yet there are people who tell us that women must not
have public rights because they cannot fight !

These twe instances from French history show something of
the spirit of rebel women. These things happened in France,
perhaps the most enlightened country in the world. But it is
the same everywhere. In Russia, one of the darkest of countries,
the women have been wonderful in the effort against the
oppressive Government which keeps millions of the Russian
people in a state of miserable subjection and an ignorance worse
than childish.

In the middle of last century there was a rebel awakening
all over Russia. The inspired cry of “To the People!” was

ded to by thousands of generous young men and women.
“It is bitter to eat the bread made by slaves,” they said ; and
they refused any longer to live on the riches of their parents.
“V Narod/ To the People!”—and they went out all over
Russia to spread kmowledge among the people, to help the
people, to live the lives of the people. In this great movement
young girls had to struggle desperately against domestic
despotism. They sacrificed home-life, security, riches; and later
on they knew also how to sacrifice life itself just as bravely as
the men did.

Looking at rebel women, not merely in general in great
historic movements, but as individuals, the same self-abandon-
ment in action appears even more clearly.

In America there is a woman rebel, Emma Goldman, whom
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the police have named ‘“the woman who cannot be stoppm.l s
and there always have been women whom no forces of authority
could stop. Louise Michel, tender and gentle in private life,
fierce and reckless in the midst of the most dreadful danger;
Maria Rygier, the boldest speaker and writer in Italy, im-
prisoned over and over again for her revolutionary utterances,
Marie Spiridonova, daring to kill and to suffer torture because
she could not endure to think of the cruelties inflicted on the
peasants of her country—these are only a few instances taken
at random of innumerable women who could not be stopped.

Yes, women at all times and all over the world have been
active, not passive, in rebellion ; and active with a special kind
of tigress fierceness of their own. There is, therefore, no reason
to fear that women, any more than men, will continue to sell
themselves into slavery without making splendid efforts to be
free. The only thing to fear is that these efforts may be wasted
in wrong directions, that all this wonderful wild rebel spirit
should be uselessly dissipated in following some popular cry
which i1s a mere mockery of freedom.

“Votes for Women!” What a poor cry that is compared with
those other cries which have inspired rebel women in the past.
The “To the People ! ” of the Russians; the “Vive la Commune !~
of the Communards; the “ Liberty, Fraternity, Equality!” of
the Revolutionaries of 1789,

“Votes for Women !’ There is a cracked and treble sound
about that.

The call for *““votes” can never be a call to freedom. For
what is it to vote? To vote is to register assent to being ruled
by one legislator or another. Such and such a man (or woman
perhaps) is to make laws and to administer the law with the
assent of the person who voles. That is all. How, then, can a
demand for votes be a call to freedom *

Legislation and freedom—these two words express exactly
opposite things. ILegislation is the making of laws to curtail and
limit freedom. To vote is to take part indirectly by assent in
this limitation of the freedom of human beings. And yet they
cry, “ Votes for Women ! ”

If T, for one, had the vote—if I had all the votes in the
country—I would scorn to use that ‘““right,” as they call it, to do
so great a wrong to freedom. If all the voting papers in the
world were at my disposal, the only use I should put them to
would be to build one great bonfire of them, and call upon the
people to come round and rejoice while I set them ablaze !

At a Suffragist meeting the other day a placard was displayed
which read, ‘ Legislation without representation is tyranny.”
Mrs. Despard, the principal speaker at the meeting, made the
claim that the “ Women’s Freedom League” stands for freedom,
as 1ts name implies. After her speech came question time. She
was asked about the placard. She was asked why, if freedom is
the object, the placard did not omit the two words “ without
representation.” It would then read, ¢ Legislation is tyranny.”

All that the speaker could reply was that she did not agree
with the questioner, as people are not yet fit to do without laws,
and she indicated that women would give them more laws when
they have the vote, and especially laws for men.

Very well ; then Mrs. Despard and other Suffragists should!
cease sentimentalising about freedom, since it is really legislation,
or the limitation of freedom by law, that they are out for.

But it is said that women demand the vote because it has.
already been given to men, and women should have the same
social status as men. Because men have blindly mistaken for a
social privilege the means of forging the chains that hold them in
slavery, women are also to be cheated in the same way !

This “ Woman’s Movement ” at the best aims only at relative
emancipation. Women are to have freedom relatively to men.
The aim is expressed in the phrase of the Suffragists: “On the
same terms as men.” But men, the great majority of men, are
slaves ; therefore, ‘“on the same terms as men” means terms of
slavery.

No; the call for “ Votes for Women” is a poor, cracked,
treble call ; and the Suffragists uttering that cry, although many
of them suffer bravely for their illusions, are but a travesty of
true rebel women. Rebel women struggle to be free from
bondage, and they struggle, not against the men who share their
interests in life, but side by side with these men.

If the terms of slavery are even more ghastly for women than
for men, so much the greater must be their effort towards
freedom.

(To be coneluded. )
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