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Mrs. Grundy Snubbed.

The recent (Government order sanctioning the payment of
separation allowances to women who are not the legal wives of
‘soldiers and sailors has caused a flutter in the dovecotes of
respectability. A conference was held recently to discuss
‘““Morals and Manners” (what a subject!), and this question
of State recognition was raised, and brought forth the inevitable
resolution. We are not told who constituted the conference,
whether any soldiers or sailors or their unmarried dependents
were present : but several deacons and other bulwarks of the
Church, Mrs. Grundy’s special delegates, figure in the speech
list. It is a natural propensity of people like deacons and their
wives and unmarried sisters to do silly things like this, minding
everybody’s business but their own. The speech by Archdeacon
Escreet jmust have caused fearful misgivings to the ultra-
respectable delegates. ‘‘ While yielding to none in his desire
to maintain the sanctity of the marriage vow,” he said, “1if a
man had lived faithfully with a woman for years, but had not

legalised that position—though he wished the man had—he saw
no reason why the State should not respect his position.” And
that from a parson, too! Canon Deeds, however, said that “ the
new order appeared to place concubinage and marriage prac-
tically on a level in the eyes of the administrators of our public
funds ”’; while the resolution expressed ‘‘ regret that the State
should sanction the administration of the soldiers and sailors’
funds without safeguarding the distinction between married
wives and unmarried dependents.” But the Government, whose
action was dictated possibly by the slump in recruiting, appear
to have placed necessity before morals; and the dear kind folk
who follow the Christ who defended the adulteress before her
traducers, would reverse the order to subjugate all our needs to
the moral factor. What perverted and horrible minds these
people must have! 'The lesson must not be lost, however, that
the State no longer recognises the necessity of legal bonds for a
union of man and woman; and Archdeacon Iscreet (while
lamenting the loss of a fee to a brother of the cloth) recognises
1t also.

The Real Patriotism.

From New Zealand comes particulars of the loyalty and
patriotism of the shipping companies during the country’s ¢ hour
of need.” To quote a local paper: “ A war has broken out, the
Empire 1s faced with a crisis, all political differences are laid at
rest, legislation is passed to prevent increases in the prices of
commodities, and up go the freight charges 25 per cent.!” Tt is
now the busy season for the shipping of wool, and, profiting by
the absence of the competition of German shipping, the patriotic
British companies are extorting what amounts to a toll of an
additional £150,000 a year out of the pockets of the wool
growers. Pretty rough when we have to depend upon German
shipping for protection against the rapacity of patriotic Britons!
But 1t also appears that these same wool growers who are
shrieking against the wealthy shipowners now that their own
pockets are touched, were the very people who assisted the
companies to defeat the workers during the general strike at
New Zealand ports last year, by doing the manual labour at the
quayside. Then the men were ‘ frothy agitators,” and the poor
1ll-used companies the incarnation of injured innocence. Now
the tables are reversed, and the farmers of New Zealand have an
opportunity of realising how ‘ grateful” the capitalist can be
when there is a profit to be made. “By their deeds ye shall
know them.” Here, as there, this monster, the real enemy, is
waxing fat on the people’s need ; and it is against him, and not
-against each other, that the workers should wage war.

More Patriotism.

New Zealand cannot claim a monopoly of human vultures.
The recent disclosures in the daily press of the concerted action
of large manufacturers to force up prices of articles required for
(Government work is but the old, old story of profits first. We
believe it is in the historical references to St. George, Britain’s
patron saint, that mention is first made of army contractors,
which may account either for his adoption and adoration here,
or for the recurring instances of this special brand of robbery.
It is not only in the contract for boots where a picking 18 to be
had for the favoured few, but also in materials for huts which
are being built for the new army. The facts are doubtless

known to most of our readers; but briefly, it appears that two
price lists exists in the manufacturers’ offices, one for materials
for private work, the other—much inflated—for Government
work. Small wonder that these people shout so loudly for war,
and it should be no occasion for surprise to us who know the
power of scent possessed by these patriots for discerning a
probable source of profit. The only folk to whom the war brings
no kudos are the workers, who often enough are working short
time, i1f at all, and in some cases full time at three-quarter pay,
and who pay for the war in increased food prices, which are
raised out of all proportion to the increased tax. Patriotism,
then, is a commercial virtue, and should be valued accordingly.

‘“Who’s to Look after the Kids?”

Whilst comment has been made upon the allowances granted
to wives and children of soldiers and sailors, the hardships being
endured by those womenfolk and children whose breadwinners
have fallen victims to the modern Moloch is evident all around
us, and by one glance at any daily paper. The fund inaugurated
by the Prince of Wales has already paid out to these necessitous
cases £900,000! A grim commentary upon the ‘ generous”
manner in which a grateful country rewards her victims, and
these figures are more eloquent when we remember the
parsimonious manner in which these funds are administered.
Surely these helpless victims are entitled to the best in the land ;
adulation of brave deeds is cheap enough, and statues and
memorials a mocking farce when the women and children are
left to battle for existence on a pittance. In the Standard of
December 2 four advertisements appear from sailors’ widows,
whose husbands were drowned, asking for work, charing,
needlework, etc.; and the Naval Employment - Agency appeals
for work for a large number of widows. ‘ Surely, surely, a
grateful country can reward her °heroes’ for their sacrifices.”
And another case, headed * Soldiers’ Worst Enemy,’ was
recently disclosed at Glasgow. A soldier invalided from the
front returned to his home to find that his wife and babies had
been served with an ejectment order. The soldier stated his
case, after the decree had been issued, in the court. The press
report says :—

“When I went out to fight for my country,” said the soldier,
‘““it was to defend not only my house from the Germans, but other
houses as well. I left my wife and children because I thought my
country needed me, and on my return I find I am rewarded with an
eviction notice. Who is my worst enemy, the Germans, who have
not yet reached this country, or the house factor, who wants to drive
my wife and two baby children on to the streets in the middle of
winter?! I tell you that German spies have been shot for less than this
factor proposes to do to my wife and children—this factor whose
patriotism has been lost in greed.” When the soldier finished, the
women in court cheered, while the officials smiled in a shamed sort
of way. The home was saved, and as the court was cleared of
impoverished and terrorised women against whom eviction orders

had been given, a magistrate ordered it to be * perfumed and
disinfected.”

“Your King and country need you,” but if you have any
dependents, they may shift for themselves !
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FREEDOM.

CORRESPONDENCE.

KROPOTKIN'S LETTER TO PROFESSOR
(Zo the Editor of FREEDOM,)

DEAR ComMRADE,—That there would be differences of opinion
among Anarchists upon various subjects is only to be expected, and
is good for us; but that there should be any differences as to the
attitude of Anarchists on war is not or has not been so far thought
possible. War!—we have always shuddered at the thought, knowing
full well that wars, upon whatever pretext fought, are but the outcome
of international rivalry tor the power to exploit, and that the workers
have always most to suffer, it being left to them to pay and die. Thus
it 1s that our comrade Kropotkin's letter in your October issue comes
as a double shock to many of us, firstly, because an Anarchist siding
with and justifying State action, assisting, in fact, its efforts to
strengthen itself anew, would indicate a throwing over of ideals and
principles ; and secondly, because many of us owe much to him for
what he has written upon social and economic problems, thus helping
us towards a clearer vision of the ideals we all hold dear.

Reading his letter side by side with the pamphlet ¢ Wars and
Capitalism ” recently issued, written early in 1913, one is forced to
ask : “ What has happened in the past two years which can justify
such a reversal of opinion which leads our comrade to contradict his
own ‘writings?!” The anomalous position arises that here are we,
Anarchists in thought, who have always regarded war as a damnable
feature of capitalism, discussing the intricacies of international politics,
and comparing one Government with another in an endeavour to prove
that one Government, or one form of despotism, is to be preferred to
another. Instead, we should be preaching and insisting upon the fact
that, to quote “ Wars and Capitalism ”: *“The reason for modern war
is always competition for the markets and the right to exploit....... In
fact, all wars in Europe during the last 150 years were wars fought
for industrial advantage.” Are we to suppose that this war is any
exception to the rule? Kropotkin’s letter proves nothing upon thispoint,
and gives no clue to the position of the workers in this upheaval, or their
position afterwards. No mention, in fact, is made of the workers at
all ; and we are left to suppose that this is a war of liberation for
them, and that their interests are identical with those of their masters
and the State, that the German Government is solely to blame for this
awful catastrophe, and that the Allied Powers are acting purely as
knight-errants or defenders of their threatened liberty. It is tragic'

I am still of the opinion, supported by Kropotkin’s pamphlet, that
this war is but the culminating point of the foreign policy of the
Governments of Europe, dictated always by commercial considerations,
during the past ten years, and that not only Germany or Austria, but
the whole of the Great Powers, are responsible ; and we Anarchists,
striving for a world set free, can take no part in their efforts to secure
themselves more firmly in the world of commerce.

What is it to us that Germany seeks colonies, and has an eye on
those of France or Britain, or on Finland? Ts she not seeking to do
what England has done in the past, and who now wishes to rest on
her laurels, with her booty more or less secure? Are we to uphold the
Powers entering upon a campaign of murder to prevent a powerful
rival from transferring England’s or Russia’s dominions to herself’
It seems to me that our attitude is not to say who shall dominate in
certain areas, but to put an end to domination in every area. Are we
to discriminate as to the varying degrees of tyranny? German
militarism itself exists as a commercial necessity. And will England
and Russia be free from tyranny when German militarism is wiped
out by the triumphant militarism of the Allies ’

Kropotkin speaks of Germany’s culpability by virtue of her careful
and deliberate preparations, all aimed at smashing France ; and yet we
are told in “ Wars and Capitalism ” that: “Jealous of keeping her
supremacy on the sea, jealous above all of keeping her colonies for
exploitation by her own monopolists, England is redoubling her efforts

in order to have a fleet capable of infallibly crushing her German
England looks everywhere for allies to weaken the malitary power

rival.
of Germamy on land.” (The italics are mine.)

In his letter, Kropotkin writes: “ And the moment they began
to feel themselves strong as a sea-power, the Germans took it into
their heads to destroy the maritime power of Britain, to take a strong
footing on the Southern shores of the Channel, and to menace England
with an invasion.” Contrast this with the following from ‘ Wars and
Capitalism ” :—* When the English press sow alarm and terror,
pretending to fear a German invasion, they well know that danger
does not lie in that quarter...... The English bourgeoisie of to-day
wants to act towards Germany as she twice acted towards Russia in
order to arrest for fifty years or more that country’s sea-power......
That is why for the last two years we have been living on the alert,

expecting a colossal European war to break out from one day to
another.”

Has the position altered since then? 1 fail to see that it has, and
it still remains to me as an Anarchist, an Internationalist, that this
war is but the struggle for commercial supremacy between two forces
who have waited for years to fly at each other’s throats.

As Romain Rolland says :— You Socialists on both sides claim to

be defending liberty against tyranny— French liberty against the Kaiser,
German liberty against the Tsar. Would you defend one despotism
against another ! Unate and make war on both. There was no reason
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for war between the Western nations: French, English, and German,
we are all brothers, and do not hate one another...... Who has brought
these plagues upon them ! Brought them to the desperate alternative
of overwhelming their adversary or dying! None other than their
tovernments, on whom in my opinion the guilt rests....... The worst
enemy of each nation is not without, but within its frontiers, and
none has the courage to fight against it.”

This, in my opinion, should be the attitude of the Anarchists, and
the niceties of diplomatic mancuvring can be left for those whose
dirty business it is. We have got to fight, not Prussian militarism or
British militarism, but that of which these are but the tools—
Capitalism, the State; and we can do it, not by heaping faggots on
to the fire, but by exposing the unscrupulous methods of Governments
in general, and showing to the worker in unmistakable language that
not by fighting for the oppressors, but only by fighting against them
can real freedom be won. This is the view of many Anarchists with
whom I have discussed Kropotkin’s letter, and it is the view dictated
by the principles we hold that there is one enemy of the workers—
Capitalism and the State.— Yours fraternally,

Frep W. DUuNN.

ANTI-MILITARISM: WAS IT PROPERLY UNDERSTOOD?

(70 the Editor of FREEDOM.)

Dear ComrADE,—Allow me to say a few words on Kropotkin’s
article on Anti-militarism, published in your last issue. In my opinion,
anti-militarism is the doctrine which affirms that the military service
is an abominable and murderous trade, and that a man ought never to
consent to take arms at the command of the masters, and never to
fight except for the Social Revolution.

Is this to misunderstand anti-militarism ?

Kropotkin seems to have forgotten the antagonism of the classes,
the necessity of economic emancipation, and all the Anarchist teachings ;
and says that an anti-militarist ought always to be ready, in case a
war breaks out, to take arms in support of ¢ the country that will be
invaded ”; which, con-idering the impossibility, at least for the ordinary
workman, of verifying in time who is the real aggressor, practically
means that Kropotkin’s ‘anti-militarist” ought always to obey the
orders of his Government. What remains after that of anti-militarism,
and, indeed, of Anarchism too’

As a matter of fact, Kropotkin renounces anti-militarism because
he thinks that the national questions must be solved before the social
question. For us, national rivalries and hatreds are among the best
means the masters have for perpetuating the slavery of the workers,
and we must oppose them with all our strength. And as to the right
of the small nationalities to preserve, if they like, their language and
their customs, that is simply a question of liberty, and will have a real
and final solution only when, the States being destroyed, every human
group, nay, every individual, will have the right to associate with, and
separate from, every other group.

It is very painful for me to oppose an old and beloved friend like
Kropotkin, who has done so much for the cause of Anarchism. But
for the very reason that Kropotkin is so much esteemed and loved by
us all, it is necessary to make known that we do not follow him in his
utterances on the war.

I know that this attitude of Kropotkin is not quite new, and that
for more than ten years he has been preaching against the ‘“German
danger” ; and I confess that we were in the wrong in not giving
importance to his Franco-Russian patriotism, and in not foreseeing
where his anti-German prejudices would land him. It was because we
understood that he meant to invite the French workers to answer to a
possible German invasion by making a Social Revolution—that is, by
taking possession of the French soil, and trying to induce the German
workers to fraternise with them in the struggle against French and
German oppressors. Certainly we would never have dreamt that
Kropotkin could invite the workers to make common cause with
Governments and masters.

I hope he will see his error, and be again on the side of the
workers against all the Governments and all the bourgeois: German,
English, French, Russian, Belgian, etc.—Yours fraternally,

E. MALATESTA.

INTERNATIONAL MODERN SCHOOL.

Be it known that the young rebels of the old School have taken up
new quarters at 24 Green Street, Cambridge Road, E., where they will
foregather every evening for conversation and merrymaking. On
Tuesday evenings at 8 o'clock a comrade has volunteered his services
to teach French. Thursday evenings at 8 o’clock, discussion and
reading class. Sunday afternoons at 3.30, our wusual meetings.
Fred Dunn, of the Voice of Labour, opened our discussion with a chat
on ‘ Should Modern School Rebels be Boy Scouts ¢” The lads are
anxious that their endeavour to look after themselves in the carrying
on of the School will be responded to by the adults in the shape of

monetary help. Subscriptions will be acknowledged in Voice of Labowr
or Fregpom. Here's luck to the rebels! Jivmy,

VOICE OF LABOUR.

MoxtHLY (15TH), ONE HALFPENNY.
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