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Compulsory Arbitration.
Whenever a big strike takes place someone is sure to suggest 

compulsory arbitration, so Lloyd George was only following 
many others when he suggested it in his speech on February 28, 
as a means of settling the strike on the Clyde. Now, compulsory 
arbitration has been used for some years in Australia, and to see 
how it works there at the present moment is of interest. In a 
recent issue of the Australian Worker, published at Sydney, the 
editor says :—

“Judge Ileydon, of New South Wales, has practically 
abolished the Wage Boards of that State. The war, he said, 
had created a situation so serious that applications for increases 
of wages were entirely out of the question. In language 
weighted with judicial gravity, he held that no worker with any 
sense of his obligations to the community would ask for a higher 
price for his labour just now ; and if any should be found 
unpatriotic enough to do so, that no Board could possibly dream 
of granting the request. He, therefore, suspended the opera­
tions of Wage Boards in this respect, and with a wave of his 
arm, as it were, wiped out of existence legislation which 
the workers of New South Wales had been twenty years in 
winning.”

Judge Heydon’s decision might have been expected. The 
last word always lays with the privileged classes. Trade Union 
leaders and employers meet together to talk things over, but it 
is always a nominee of the employing class who eventually 
decides. And if it is unpatriotic to ask for an increase of wages 
iu Australia during the war, a Court here would certainly follow 
such a good precedent. Clyde strikers, beware of compulsory 
arbitration !
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It was an urgent need, 
now it has been made possible, and is actually in 

A house has been taken by a few comrades wherein they intend 
, and a 

ovement. It is a splendid oppor- 
movement, and the knowledge

Free France.
The action of the French Government against our comrade 

Sebastian Faure for publishing a manifesto in which he 
declaimed against the war, and urged the formation of a 
strong peace movement, is a striking answer to those who are 
for ever lauding France as the home of liberty, the nursery of 
revolt. As a matter of fact, the measures of repression have 
been far more severe and the censorship more rigid in France 
during the war than in any other country. Some copies of 
Sebastian Faure’s manifesto found their way into the solders’ 
hands in the trenches, and not a few wrote agreeing with his 
declarations. These letters were stopped and seized by the 
Minister for War, who threatened to court-martial any man 
found to be in possession of the manifesto. The Minister of the 
Interior sent for Faure, interrogated him, and after a warning, 
in which he said that men found in possession of any further 
similar documents would be shot, he burned all the papers, and 
let Faure go. Thus the position is, that one man is responsible 
for the compilation, printing, and distribution of a document; 
and while he himself is only reprimanded, the innocent recipients 
are to suffer with their lives. The Government evidently place 
the value and effect of Anarchist writings higher than we are 
inclined to ourselves, and moreover give the lie to the suggestion 
of the French Government being so much better than that of 
other countries.

Hope instead of Help.
The “ hopeful ” speech of Asquith in the House of Commons 

recently, when he explained the Government position upon the 
matter of the serious rise in the price of foodstuffs and other 
commodities, must have been hailed with shouts of delight by 
his back bench sycophants. Truly a statesman’s speech. Not 
that we anticipated that he would, or for that matter could, do 

State versus Strikers.
The greatest example of State tyranny that has yet been 

made manifest during the war is surely the command of the 
Industrial Commissioner, Sir G. Askwith, in a letter to the 
secretaries of the Trade Unions concerned in the strike of Clyde 
shipyard workers. In this infamous epistle this representative 
of British patriotism calls upon the “ leaders ” to order a 
resumption of work immediately! Without going into details 
of the dispute, which is dealt with elsewhere, we must say that 
we welcome the spirit of revolt which actuated these men, in 
defiance of their “ leaders,” to make a bold bid for some com­
pensation against the steadily rising prices, and the consequent 
dwindling of the value of their earnings. It is, indeed, evidence 
of a quickening spirit of revolt within the workers when at such 
a time they will come out and demand instead of humbly 
petitioning. For now any action which tends to display unwill­
ingness to subserve all interests to the Government’s demands is 
bound to be met by torrents of abuse and nasty names from the 
capitalist press and smug Labour leaders : George Barnes, for 
example, in the Daily News. But in spite of all the abuse, the 
men have shown a spirit of revolt which is, alas! too rare, and 
demonstrated that the capitalist class is—well, hardly inde­
pendent of Labour. The strikers have gone back conditionally, 
and we hope they will come out again if their demands are not 
granted.

anything ; but it reveals the hollowness of democratic Constitu­
tional Government in any of those things which really matter, 
concerning the wealth-producing class. The soaring prices of 
food, threatening to produce as many victims as the orgy of 
frightfulness in Belgium, is a problem which has not only become 
acute, but positively vital. Its solution brooks no delay, and the 
people will be wise to consider the whole matter with a view to 
resolute and speedy action against the patriotic farmers, coal­
owners, shippers, etc., in their sinister endeavours to fatten upon 
the people’s necessity. Asquith expresses the hope that things 
will be better by June ; they are no worse than in 1871, he says, 
and yet some commodities—flour, coal, and wood—have risen 
anything from 40 to 75 per cent, on the average prices of the 
last three years! How are the workers going to meet the 
increase ? By increase of wages commensurate with the 
increased cost of living? That method, however, only meets 
the question for those workers whose wages fluctuate; but 
what of those on fixed wages, pensions, etc. ? No, the solution 
does not lie that way. The Government have failed in what is 
called their most essential function, the Labour Party have failed, 
and now it is for the affected workers to try their hand. There 
must be no sentiment about the matter, and where the necessity 
is greatest there must be the strongest action ; and we shall see 
that with the putting aside of pious resolutions for State aid, and 
the use of direct action to meet the people’s need, the evil will be 
remedied.

Hl
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THE BRITISH BABY-KILLERS.
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Owing to the war, our income has been seriously affected, 
and we ask comrades and friends to help our Guarantee Fund to 
the best of their ability. Funds are urgently needed to produce 
Freedom regularly. We hope for a good response to this 
appeal.

so.I •

An Appeal for “Freedom.”

NOW READY.
A New and Cheap Edition of

MUTUAL AID.
By Peter Kropotkin.

Stiff boards, Is. net, postage 2d.; Cloth, 3s. 6d. post free.

During the past seven months there has been carried on in 
this country a twofold campaign of hatred and folly. Countless 
newspaper articles have been written with the direct object of 
arousing feelings of animosity against the Germans as a nation, 
and of inspiring the unreflecting masses with a love and 
enthusiasm for the Allies. There is, according to these writers, 
no crime the Germans have not committed, and there are no 
heights of heroism and virtue to which the Allies have not 
attained. Germany is denounced as a nation “ drunk with a 
lust for world power as “ grovelling in a bestial materialism 
as “ having dethroned reason and religion in order to exalt the 
brute force of militarism into an object of national worship.” 
These are but specimens of the sentiments which can be found 
throughout the literature dealing with Germany and the war. 
These sentiments are accepted unquestioningly as being the 
true facts of the case, and certain logical deductions are drawn 
from them. The most important of these conclusions is that 
since the Germans are “a nation of Huns,” in the interests of 
progress, civilisation, and humanity every right-thinking man 
must support the Allies and aid in the destruction of the power 
of the German Empire.

Reduced to their simplest terms, the charges against the 
Germans fall under three heads. The first is that they have 
treated Belgium with wanton brutality, the second that they 
have violated the codes of “civilised” warfare, and thirdly that 
their statecraft is immoral and dishonest, and in diplomacy they 
will resort to any subterfuge in order to advance the interests of 
their country. Let me say at once that I consider these charges 
to be proved in the main. It is impossible for any sane man to 
excuse or condone the German methods of warfare in Belgium, 
any more than any honourable man can justify German state­
craft. But reason and honour alike compel one to state that for 
England or any of her Allies to denounce the Germans is to at 
once lay themselves open to a charge of gross hypocrisy. Those 
who have been trying to make our flesh creep with accounts of 
the moral enormities of Bernhardi and Treitschke would do well 
to look at home and see whether there are not Bernhardis and 
Treitschkes among the generals and statesmen of England. For 
example, the excuse put forward by the Germans for the invasion 
of Belgium was that it was absolutely ne. essary for the success 
of their military plans. This practical application of Bernhardi’s 
teaching found an echo in the House of Commons recently, when 
the Under-Secretary of State for War, Mr. Tennant, bluntly 
stated, amid applause, that “ military necessity has never known 
any law.” Germany’s immoral actions are thus justified by the 
words of an English statesman.

If Tennant’s applauded dictum is true, then the case against 
Germany for invading Belgium—and also the justification for 
England’s participation in the war—falls to the ground. But 
surely it is wrong to violate treaties and to attack small 
countries ? Certainly it is wrong to do so; and if so, what of 
Persia, Finland, theTransvaal, and Egypt? Germany has occupied 
Belgium on a pretext approved by a prominent English states­
man ; England has seized Egypt without consulting any one 1 
But, we are told, there is no discontent among the Egyptians, 
and they have welcomed the change. Let us assume that it is 

It must be remembered that the Egyptians are scarcely in 
a position to express their minds freely on the subject at the 
present moment. Opposition to the governing powers in Egypt 
would simply mean military execution. But if the Egyptians 
welcome the change (because they have no power to do other­
wise), England is not morally justified in seizing their country. 
If Germany retains Belgium at the end of the war, and there is 
no discontent among the Belgians a hundred years hence, would 
that justify Germany’s present action ? Of the exploitation of 
Persia by Russia and England it is unnecessary to speak. The 
facts are well known. The very fact of the brutal excesses 
committed by the German troops recalls the horrors of past 
wars. Was it not an English statesman who denounced “the 
methods of barbarism ” employed by English troops in the 
South African War? Is there no stain upon the honour of 
France ? Is not the tricolour red with the blood of butchered 
Communards of 1871 ? And then there is Russia...... Is there
any need to mention the excesses and atrocities committed by 
Russian troops ? Let tortured and murdered revolutionaries, 
peasants, students, Jews, and Poles answer. No, in the main 
there is little to choose between the methods of any of the great 
Powers. Militarism is militarism the world over. Military 
necessity knows no law in England any more than it does in 
Germany. English soldiers have been employed by the State to

shoot down strikers in the past, and they will certainly be so 
used again if “ the preservation of law and order ” require it. 

There are children in England to-day who are dying of 
starvation—not because an enemy is blockading our coasts, but 
because patriotic British capitalists are filling their pockets with 
gold through increased food prices. The nation is clamouring 
for bread, and the Prime Minister gives it a stone—of cynical 
philosophy ! “ Things are not so bad as they were in past wars ;
they might be worse! ” is the cold comfort Asquith holds out to 
a robbed and hungry people. The Government will learn that 
things mill be worse for them if something is not soon done to 
lift the intolerable burden of food prices from off the shoulders 
of the people.

Denounce the “baby-killers” by all means—but be just and 
logical in your denunciations. If it is wrong to kill babies by 
dropping bombs on their cradles, it is equally wrong to kill little 
children by depriving them of food and warmth through charging 
high prices for foodstuffs and coal.

Remember Belgium by all means—but also remember East 
Prussia. Photographs have been published in the English 
illustrated journals showing towns in East Prussia wrecked by 
shell-fire to such an extent that, but for the particulars stated 
beneath the picture, one might quite naturally think it was a 
representation of some Belgian town. There appeared in the 
last issue of Freedom an article entitled “ Polish Jews’Appeal 
to the Civilised World.” In the face of the statements contained 
in that heartrending cry of despair, the sentimental talk of a 
“reformed ” Russia can be dismissed with the contempt that it 
deserves.

No, the Allies cannot condemn Germany without condemning 
themselves. The State and militarism are the twin offspring of 
Capitalism, and they are the common enemies of the people in 
whatever guise they appear, in whatever land they arise. Let 
us attack the evil of militarism by all means, but let us commence 
with English militarism, “ for then shalt thou see clearly to pull 
out the mote that is in thy brother’s eye.” Let there be no 
illusions as to the outcome of the war. To say that it is a war 
against militarism is to use terms which contradict one another. 
The defeat of Germany does not mean the end of armaments 
and war. It means only that the most powerful militarist State 
has been for the present overthrown, and the next most powerful 
militarist State has taken her place. The first Balkan War 
ended in a war between the Allies. Having regard for the 
problems before the Allies in the present war, it is by no means 
improbable that history may repeat itself once more. We are 
all so busy attending what we hope will be the funeral of 
German militarism, that we seem to have overlooked the fact 
that England has suddenly become a great military Power. It 
is true that these millions of armed men have only enlisted “ for 
the duration of the war,” but when the war will be over or to 
what international complications it will lead no one knows.

Obviously, then, it is a time for cool heads and quiet thought. 
To hasten to the assistance of capitalist Governments is strange 
work for those who call themselves revolutionists. Moreover, to 
identify ourselves with the national cause of any country is to 
wipe the revolutionary movement out of existence. We cannot 
expect people to join us when there is no difference between our 
principles and policy and those of the upholders of the State and 
militarism. The fact that it should be necessary to make such 
statements is in itself a terrible reflection upon the condition of 
the Socialist movement at the present time. One step on the 
fatal path of compromise and concession to the powers that be, 
and a revolutionist, unconsciously perhaps, but none the less 
truly, has abandoned the high and noble purpose to which he had 
devoted his life—to the overthrow of tyranny of all kinds, and to 
the emancipation of the workers of the world.

Otto Leroy.
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(2) Shall this IFar end German Militarism I 
By Hon.

By II. N.

Die Sozialdemokratie und der Krieg (“ Social Democracy and the 
War”). By Paul Schreyer. 10 pfennig. Published by Solidarity t 
Copenhagen.

The author dissects, in this pamphlet, the attitude and tactic3 of 
German Social Democracy towards war. He begins by saying :

national interests which Social 
odern ’ 

movement, at last

an. Id
The Outbreak of the JFar. By 

These two pamphlets deal with the diplomacy

Publications Received.
International Socialism and the JPar. By A. W. Humphrey. 3s. 6d. 

net. London : P. S. King and Co.—A review of the attitude towards 
the war of all the organisations affiliated to the International Socialist 
Bureau.

Britain and the War : A Study in Diplomacy. By C. H. Norm 
London: National Labour Press.
E. D. Morel. Id.
leading up to the war, and are well worth reading.

(1) The Morrow of the J Far.
By Norman Angell.—(3) IKcir the Offspring of Fear. 
Bertrand Russell.—(4) The Origins of the Great War.

“ We 
Anarchists have always prepared the working classes for the fact that 
whenever the danger of war will become imminent Social Democracy 
will show no friendship for peace ; nay, that when war will break out 
it will go so far as to support it, and will, therefore, find itself on the 
side of the oppressors against the workers of other countries. We were 
then called calumniators whose affirmations could not be proved. And 
the workers relied too much on the peace assertions so often repeated 
by the Social Democratic leaders.”

In
everywhere, our comrade finds that—

“The working class has partly been infected by the existing 
Jingoism, and partly has joined in the tragic despair as in something 
that is irrevocable, unalterable. But great sections of the workers are 
asking themselves as to the reasons for the present attitude of their 
party—the Social Democratic Party. And they think they have found 
many of these. Some say that the masses have not been sufficiently 
ripe, that they would have been overwhelmed by the national outburst, 
and that therefore the leaders could not have acted otherwise. Others 
say that the leaders were too cowardly, and had pushed them into the 
patriotic stream simply through fear of suffering imprisonment, or that 
they were sold or duped. Others again believe that the workers were 
attracted, thanks to their devotion to Imperialism, by the fact that 
through a victory they would gain more colonies, and therefore would 
have a bigger outlet and a greater productiveness in the industry of 
the country, thus guaranteeing the workers better conditions of life 
and of labour. A number of reasons of which every one is in itself a 
declaration of bankruptcy of the present activities of the so called modern 
Labour movement, but which do not yet touch the kernel of the 
problem, which consists in that Social Democracy had to act as it did, 
seeing that its attitude towards the war is nothing but a logical con­
sequence of the Social Democratic doctrine and the enforced continuation of 
its activity."

The author goes on to examine the relations of the war to the 
aims of Social Democracy, to the principles of “ scientific ” Socialism, 
and to “ Parliamentarism.” In conclusion, comrade Schreyer examines 
the relations between the workers and the war. He asks, at the 
outset:—

“ Is there any reason which could induce the worker to take part, 
in any way, voluntarily and gladly, in the defence of his ‘ Fatherland ’ ? 
We say No ! because to-day, more so than ever, we find justification 
in the phrase that the workers have no Fatherland which they could 
protect, that they have only one enemy which they must fight, and that 
is international Capitalism........The same fate awaits the workers in
every country : a life cursed by exploitation and slavery. His ‘ Father- 
land ’ is everywhere turned against him in a fatherly way. He must 
obey, so that others may reign. He has to work from morning till 
night, so that others may revel in happiness and abundance. The 
business man presses beautiful gold out of his bones. Aud the so-called 
Fatherland helps the rich in this work, while it muzzles and cripples 
any would-be insubordinate rebel.

“What, then, is the feeling that could induce the worker to 
shoulder a rifle and defend the frontier of his Fatherland, or, in 
other words, his own chains ?....

“ Fifty years have elapsed since the old International was founded. 
Its break-up, due to the Marx-Bakunin quarrel, was in reality the 
result of the sharp but necessary differentation between State Socialism 
and Anarchist Communism. And now, in the tremors of the world­
war, the Social Democratic International has also broken down. The 
latter was less of a Labour, and more of a party International, and was 
wrecked owing to the prevailing
Democracy had to reckon with. But from the shattered ‘ m 
Labour movement there will rise a new Labour 
honest in its international spirit, because it will be based on anti-State 
and Anarchist principles. Only when Anarchism fills the hearts of the 
workers will national influences disappear from the Labour movement ; 
it will then be impossible for the rulers again to send the workers to 
the slaughter by a world-war. Being quite conscious of its own 
interests, the proletariat will only fight for them. And this fight 
will become an international fight against international exploitation.”

Brailsford. — (5) Parliament find Foreign Policy. Uy Arthur 
Ponsonby, M.P.—(G) The National Policy. Id. each London : 
Union of Democratic Control, 37 Norfolk Street, W.C.

Horn the War Came Id. Manchester: National Labour Press. 
Belgium and “ The Scrap of Paper." By H. N. Brailsford. Id. 

London: Independent Labour Paity, St. Biide’s House, E.C.
An Introduction to the Study of Social Problems. Uy Arnold Freeman. 

2d. London : Workers’ Educational Association.
Mvsica Prohibida. By Alberto Ghiraldo. Buenos Aires : Ideas y 

Figueroa, Calle Tacuari, 900.
Razboiul. By P. Kropotkin. 20 bani. Bucarest: Revista Ideei, 

Fund. Pipaita, 8 bis.

THE MARRIAGE BUND?
A Cleric Lay

of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Families’ Fund.

I chanced to read, the other day,
That so H ewhere (so the papers say)
The “ Upper House of Convocation ” 

(Which means a sort of parliament 
Of parsons on palaver bent, 
About the morals of the nation) 

Held such a grand confabulation 
In something like the following way: 
The Primate (nicknamed “Cantuar ”) 
Told what a job he’d had—to bar 
Each woman, who had lived in shame 
With her own chosen warrior-mate, 
From being treated quite the same 
As one whom holy Church or State 
Had duly made a soldier’s wife—
Who thus had led a decent life :
Though Government was on his side, 
He felt not yet quite satisfied.
If other Reverends “also spoke,”
Or differed from His Grace (I doubt it!), 
Or if the silence stayed unbroke, 
My paper says no word about it:

Perchance the heavenward pilots then 
With one accord intoned “Amen.”

*

T. S
* Bund, a word of Germanic origin, signifies league or confederation.

It seems that, on the self-same day,
The “ House of Laymen ” (who are they ?)
Did somewhat thuswise say their say :
Imprimis, Brother Bilious Bund,
In making comments on the Fund,
Talked
Had done, elsewhere, about the bar
Against that most immoral thing—
A woman wed without a ring;
But Brother Bund went further still
He pointed out this dreadful ill:—
That lawless mothers mothered more 
Than legal wives, by
And thus the bad received

(Which caused the good their teeth to gnash.) 
He moved a Resolution straight,
Against the Church's pal (the State)
Encouraging each sinful soul,
Instead of cutting down her dole !

(But, cant he see ? each teeming brood
Means more cheap slaves and cannon food /) 

Then up rose Brother Neverwrit
And said he fain would better it:
He urged the State should rub it in—
From all Official Forms omit
Each glozing phrase, like “as a wife,”
Denoting those who’d dwelt in sin
Instead of Christian married life.
But Mister Crossoff said he thoughte o

The Resolution good for nought;
Spread broadcast by the Press next day, 
’Twould simply give the show away :
They “ must have men,” and have them quick, 
But this would knock Recruiting sick !
Another gent, (unnamed, alas !)
Averred that he himself would class
The twain—who’d shared each sinful bed—
With pairs the Registrar had wed ;
God blessed those couples joined in church,
But left all others in the lurch.

Alack the day ! so well begun :
The Resolution (when they’d done)
Was sentenced to Oblivion—
Twas thirty votes to thirty-one!
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