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Solving* the Drink Question.
Betwixt the devil and the deep sea appears to be the position 

of the Government in its anxiety to solve the drink question. 
Total or partial prohibition, State control, ownership, etc., all 
have been demanded by the various

“Delivering* the Goods.”
The outcry against the shortage in the supply of munitions 

of war and the drink question has led the Government into the 
most delightful
of public men getting into. With a flourish of trumpets, 
Asquith has been to Newcastle, and his speech to the workers 
(or as many as were not crowded out by the bosses, who 
worked the tickets to their own advantage, and cheered on 
behalf of Labour) was surely the last word in flatulent 
nonsense. No one, not even his party papers, seems quite 
clear what he really meant, or what he went up North at all 
for. Possibly to shed the light of his presence upon the 
worker! His speech said a lot, and told us nothing. It 
certainly contradicted Kitchener and Lloyd George, and revealed 
the fact that the Government had not really made up its mind 
what to do, or what line of argument to pursue. There may be 
something in the suggestion that the masters were beginning to 
fear the rise of an independent spirit among the workers, which 
could only be checked by appeals to sentiment and patriotism. 
It is certain, however, that these newspaper scare-lines deceive 
no one, least of all the workers, who know the real position, and, 
we believe, realise their power. Their business now is to see 
that the goods are delivered to themselves. It has always been 
the business of the worker to deliver the goods to some one else; 
now, perhaps, he will endeavour to get either the goods or their 
equivalent for himself. He certainly has a better chance now 
than ever he did, but the moment he puts faith in the specious 
promises of Asquith and Co., in that moment he drops the bone 
for the shadow.

We learn as we go to press that there will be no May Day 
demonstration in London. The usual meeting had been arranged 
to take place in Hyde Park, but at the last moment the police 
refused to allow a resolution which contained a most justifiable 
clause protesting against the persecution of our comrades in 
Russia by their Government. This was the official resolution of 
the May Day Committee, who have abandoned the meeting 
rather than have a police-edited resolution. It was further 
ordered that no reference was to be made to the war! What 
liberties we Englishmen do enjoy !
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The Postal Workers’ Opportunity.
The trouble amongst the miners bids fair to reach an acute 

stage, and it is rather lamentable, knowing as we do the growing 
feeling of consciousness of power among the miners, that they 
should ask the Government to secure for them what they have 
the power to help themselves to, or force the coalowners to give. 
To ask the Government to intervene and secure a 20 per cent, 
increase is placing them in an awkward predicament, seeing that 
they have just replied to their own servants in the Post Office 
Department, in reply to their demand for a war bonus, that they 
must be prepared to bear their share of the burden of the war. 
As if they are not already doing so, and will continue to do so in 
common with all other workers. The Government have offered 
to indemnify the railway owners, shippers, manufacturers, 
bankers, etc.; but their own workers, who are working short- 
handed and at high pressure, must bear their own burden ; and 
on top of this they are asked to subscribe to a relief fund the 
object of which is to supplement the allowances made to 
dependents of men serving with the colours ! We hope the 
movement which has started of “ no bonus, no charity,” will 
spread, and that the postal workers will take advantage of their 
unique position to show up the patriotic example of the Govern­
ment. And the miners can reckon upon getting little change 
out of such a Government.
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Prices, Profits, and Patriotism.
The rising prices of bread seem to have some other cause 

than the increased freightage charges for the shipment of wheat. 
The annual report of a milling concern in Cardiff, Messrs. Spiller 
and Baker, shows a profit on the year’s working of £367,865, 
which, when compared with last year’s profit of £89,352, should 
surely call for some explanation. It is a glaring illustration of 
what we referred to some while back, at the beginning of the 
war, as “ fattening on the people’s needs.” Bread in Glasgow is 
7|d. per quartern ; in Cardiff, London, and many other places 
8|d., or 3d. per quartern more than in August, 1914. And now 
we see the way the money goes, the explanation being, of course, 
that they could not help making a profit! A remarkable reversal 
of the old business days, when the trader had to seek his 
profit, not dodge it. But Spiller and Baker are not the only 
concern in the same predicament. No doubt many more will be 
founc^—farmers, shippers, coal owners, and the like—whose 
profits have soared skywards since August last. We would 
hazard a guess that the shareholders of all these concerns are at 
the moment thinking patriotically, urging the workers to enlist, 
to be more thrifty, drink less, and work harder. Yet they are 
the very people against whom our real fight should be waged. 
Their actions call for drastic remedies on the part of the 
workers. Pious resolutions are being passed, and the Govern­
ment are being urged to do something. Precisely what, we 
are not quite sure ; but it seems futile to expect much. It 
would be far more satisfactory, and certainly more sure to 
reduce the profits and prices, if the people, recognising these 
robbers of their food, proceeded with a little direct action on 
their own account.

Chadbands of the temperance parties appeared to be gaining 
ground in their demand for prohibition ; but who can forget the 
power of the brewery interests ? They now hold what was once 
the proud boast of the Rothschilds, “ the power to make and 
unmake Governments.” This power they wielded against 
prohibition, and gave out the suggestion that State purchase 
would meet the case. Thus against their friends of the temper­
ance party, strong upon the Liberal benches, the Government 
have been forced to modify what was obviously their first 
intention, prohibition with compensation. It may seem strange 
at first sight that the brewery interest should shout for State 
purchase, but a closer examination will show that it is really 
their only salvation. It is certain that many people who are now 
voluntarily giving up drinking alcoholic liquors will find life 
endurable without it, and continue to refrain after the war. 
Thus the brewery interest find themselves threatened, if not 
with bankruptcy, at any rate with diminished profits ; and State 
purchase now, at pre-war prices, would release capital in doubtful 
investments which could be used in surer ones—ammunition or 
bread, for instance. Why, we would ask, should the Govern­
ment touch the matter at all when by voluntary agreement the 
drink question will solve itself? To purchase or compensate is 
simply to save something for the brewery shareholders out of 
the wreckage, leaving the nation to stand the racket. A nation 
cannot be made sober by Act of Parliament, but voluntary effort 
can and will do the trick, and avoid a useless and heavy burden 
Which course the Government will take is not yet made known, 
but it can be taken for granted that it will be, as always, private 
interests first, public necessity nowhere.
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ANOTHER POLICE VICTIM.

though with considerable hesitation, as

H

H arionette. Treaty obligations, British interests, the 
those were as trifles light as air compared with the one

en in the Foreign Office, 
ost important Embassies, who are obsessed

SIR EDWARD GREY’S “FIXED IDEA.”

the spirit of revolt is abroad, and the peoples have made some 
sort of attack upon Governments. Some sort of education is 
also abroad, and Governments must pretend some sort of 
response to it. Consequently we hear an immense amount of 
talk from Governments and their ally, the Press, about the 
education of the people. But the education which they favour 
is education in the surface fact9 and effects of life, and nothing 
is ever further from their purpose than the giving of the people 
knowledge of the economic institutions of society, which would 
expose their business of statecraft and the enslavement of the 
people. On the contrary, their chief business becomes more 
and more a fine art to cover all this up, and to hide the wheels 
and ropes by which they move the puppets, far away from the 
sight of the people. The art becomes a more and more difficult 
one. First they try to divert the attention of the people by 
stimulating them to the study of all manner of surface facts 
which do not matter. Then, again, the Press helps them to 
manufacture all manner of red herrings, and to dose them with 
all manner of small palliatives and reforms, which leave 
wheels of economic exploitation still grinding smoothly.

(To be concluded.)

was with regard to any and every attempt to establish cordial relations 
with the Germans........You may look through his speeches from first
to last without finding one hearty generous reference to Germany. It 
is not that Sir Edward Grey dislikes the Germans. He is a man 
without prejudices. He is simply to-day, as he has been since he took 
office, in terror of his life lest any rapprochement with Germany might 
offend the French. Upon this fear the French and our Ambassador at 
Paris took such advantage that Sir Edward Grey at last became little 
more than their
risk of war 
supreme paramount duty of keeping in with the French at any cost; 
nay, even without counting the cost....... On September 7, 1906, the
Treaty of Algeciras was signed by Britain, Germany, France, Spain, 
Austria, Italy, Russia, and the United States. It began by declaring 
that the independence and integrity of the Empire of Morocco was the 
basis upon which the international settlement rested. In order to 
secure the maintenance of the Sherifian Empire, French and Spanish 
officers were to be engaged as instructors of the Sultan’s army, and 
various other provisions were set forth for the regulation of the Customs, 
the Bank, and other matters. While it was understood that the French 
were to be allowed to carry on their policy of peaceful penetration, it 
was expressly stated that all the other Powers were to enjoy equal 
privileges in the way of trade. Five years have elapsed, and lo! we 
find Morocco, with the active support of Sir Edward Grey, converted 
into a ‘ new France in North Africa,’ without so much as saying ‘by 
your leave ’ to any other signatories of the Treaty of Algeciras, save 
Germany, and her assent was extorted by virtual threat of war. And 
it is after the completion of this astonishing transaction that Mr. Asquith 
has the amazing assurance to stand up in the House of Commons and 
claim that the object of his policy was to fulfil Treaty obligations ! ”

This “damnable fixed idea ” of the British Foreign Office has 
been a great factor in producing the present world-war. What 
W. T. Stead foresaw in 1911 has become a reality, and those who 
declare Germany to be alone responsible are blind to the facts. 
All Governments are ready and willing to tear up any and every 
Treaty and to wage war ruthlessly when it suits their schemes. 
Surely it is not too much to hope that as a result of the present 
orgy of blood the peoples will learn the true character of 
Governments and purge the world of such festering sores.

A remarkable article written by the late W. T. Stead, in the 
Review of Reviews for December, 1911, makes exceedingly 
interesting reading just now, and is a caustic commentary 
upon the writings of his successors, besides giving us an insight 
into the cause of this war. Written as it was some years ago, it 
completely knocks the bottom out of the arguments of those who 
seek to justify this war on the grounds of violation of Belgian 
neutrality. The article opens thus : —

“ It is now admitted that this summer we were on the brink of 
war with Germany—and why ? It was not for the defence of any 
British interests, not for the maintenance of any treaty obligations. 
We were nearly involved in the stupendous catastrophe of a gigantic 
war with the greatest of all the world-Powers in order to enable France 
to tear up the Treaty of Algeciras by taking possession of the Empire 
of Morocco, whose independence and integrity we were pledged to defend. 
It was not to our interest to make over to France a vast domain in 
Northern Africa. The French, unlike the Germans, who admit us to 
trade in all their colonies on equal footing with German subjects, have 
al ways
and, wherever possible, a
any security for the open door and equality of opportunity in Morocco 
we owe it to the Germans, who defended our commercial interests in 
defending their own. Nevertheless, the fact remains that in order to 
put France in possession of Morocco, we all but went to war with 
Germany# We have escaped war, but we have not escaped the 
natural and abiding enmity of the German people. Is it possible to 
frame a heavier indictment of the foreign policy of any British 
Ministry ?

“ The secret, the open secret of this almost incredible crime against 
Treaty faith, British interests, and the peace of the world, is the 
unfortunate fact that Sir Edward Grey, ever since he took office, has 
been surrounded, influenced, dominated by m
and in at least two of the m
by the belief that Germany is our inveterate enemy, that war with 
Germany in the near future is as inevitable as the rising of the sun, 
and that therefore all other considerations must be subordinated to the 
one supreme duty of thwarting Germany at every turn, even if in so 
doing British interests, Treaty faith, and the peace of the world are 
trampled underfoot. I speak that of which I know. These men who 
mould Sir Edward Grey as clay is moulded in the hands of the potter 
make no secret of their convictions. One of them told me without the 
slightest hesitation that the whole European situation was dominated 
by the inordinate unscrupulous ambition of Germany. ‘ Germany,’ he 
said, ‘ has only one object. She wants to destroy our supremacy at sea 
in order to seize our colonies. Instead of prating of peace and a 
reduction of armaments, our one duty was to increase our armaments 
in order to repel her inevitable attack, and have a powerful Army with 
which to help the French on land.’ ”

Mr. Stead says he repeated this conversation to Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman, then Prime Minister; but although he 
was astounded, he was powerless. “Sir Edward Grey has been 
autocrat of the Foreign Office, and he did not brook interference 
even from Prime Ministers in his choice of advisers and agents.” 
The writer then goes on to say :—

“ This damnable fixed idea dominates Sir Edward Grey, and colours 
all his utterances and all his actions.
were made to bring about
of the two countries by
and friendly support given by the German Chancellor was in grim 
contrast to the cold and forbidding attitude of the British Foreign 
Office....... As it was with regard to the visits of the journalists, so it

account for the one hesitating identification in the case.. . .
“ Some profoundly unsatisfactory features appear in the story. In 

the first place, the hesitancy shown by Mrs. Ker in her original
identification was not among the facts communicated to the magistrates 

in the possession of the prosecuting
strongly in Mrs. Morse’s favour, had been similarly withheld.

rs. Morse at the 
police-station at Ross was entirely repudiated by her, and was obviously

These are thoroughly sinister facts, 
e Office to take severe action, 

may be done for Mrs. Morse, there ought to be a sharp 
’ manipulated or 

and it is little pallia-
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“ The Anarchist Revolution.”

of military age. These are the things which make us wonder 
whether we can celebrate May Day as Labour Day.

We must, because there are among us some who have not 
forgotten their principles, to whom the fight for freedom is very 
real. We at any rate will say to the workers of the world : “ We 
have no quarrel with you. Rise in your might to strike a blow 
at your rulers now when they will feel it most.” May Day, 
1915, then, instead of being a day of despair, will be the day on 
which we determine to wage our war more fiercely because of 
the tyrannies which this war has brought.

This pamphlet, by our comrade George Barrett, is a reprint 
(revised) of a series of articles published in Freedom a short time ago 
under the title of “ A General View of Anarchism.” Barrett’s clear 
and logical way of looking at social questions is here seen at its best, 
and we heartily recommend this pamphlet as one that can be put in the 
hands of newcomers who want to know what Anarchists want. At the 
present moment, when the war dominates everything, progress in ideas 
seems almost hopeless; but we must not give way to the reactionaries. 
Rather let us feel that greater efforts are called for, and to our active 
comrades we can confidently say that few pamphlets on our list are 
better adapted for breaking new ground than George Barrett’s 
“ Anarchist Revolution.” It is bound in an attractive wrapper, with 
a striking design by our comrade L. A. Motler.

We are constantly being told that war is the supreme test 
which proves whether or not a. nation is fit to survive. That 
out of it come those types which alone are fitted to continue the 
work of procreating and perpetuating the human race. It is the 
doctrine of Might is Right. It is the application to human kind 
of the principle which governs the animal life of the jungle. 
Now whichever view a person may hold, it will at least be 
conceded by all that the first requisite for strong and healthy 
children is strong and healthy parents. So if war produces 
strong and healthy men, it will justify itself so far as that part 
is concerned.

But does war make strong and healthy men? Just at 
present we are able to look at this matter from a very practical 
standpoint. If a man wishes to go to the war and offers himself 
as a recruit, his enthusiasm for the fight is only a secondary 
consideration in deciding the question of whether or net he will 
be accepted. The first thing required is perfect physical fitness. 
His wind and limb ] 
every bodily respect he must be the kind of man who, from an 
eugenic point of view, is physically fit to perpetuate his kind. 
The weedy, the wilted, and the weakly are not accepted. The 
result is that if the war is of the magnitude of the present one, 
thousands of physically fit men are killed, and thousands more 
are broken and maimed so as to be unsuitable types afterwards 
for the work of reproduction.

The plain object and result of war is to kill healthy men. It 
does not seek the survival of the fittest, but their annihilation. 
That is perhaps even more true in these days than in Roman 
times. The bodily strength of the individual had more to do 
with victory then than it does to-day. Men were killed by the 

To-day they are killed by the perfection of 
It took a strong man to carry a heavy 

But it does not 
more

May Day comes upon us this year under sad and distressing 
circumstances. Never before has such a catastrophe befallen 
the workers of the world, that their day, the day upon which 
they manifest anew their international brotherhood and solidarity 
in the fight against Capitalism, finds them ceasing that war to 
engage in the wholesale murder and butchery of their fellow 
workers from other lands. This year, too, should have been for 
us a special May Day, for it marks a quarter of a century since 
the first May Day demonstration was held in England. Then it 
opened full of joy, of hope that in the world-wide struggle of 
Labour against its rulers we were going to link hands, and, 
recognising that our enemy was a common one, wage an inter­
national war for his overthrow and our final emancipation. 
Each year since then, with the advent of Spring, this same 
message of hope has been sounded and new life has surged 
through the veins of the saddened toilers, to whom the day of 
freedom appeared as a mirage.

What has happened that 1915 finds us, not merely divided 
locally or internationally upon matters of policy, but engaged 
in fierce and bitter warfare, in a desperate endeavour to over- 
whelm and crush by any and every means our fellow workers ? 
The young men of France who in 1914 left their factories and 
workshops to join the demonstrations are to-day to be found in 
the trenches fighting against the young men of Germany, who 
similarly demonstrated last year even as they did. So with the 
British. Many a young man now going bravely, if misguidedly, 
to his death, and dealing out death to the German soldier, was 
last year filled with fraternal sentiments of goodwill to his fellow 
workers throughout the world. Well may we ask what has 
happened. Are they fighting to ensure the freedom from 
oppression they then spoke of? Are they pushing forward the 
work of crushing the exploiter? No! By allying themselves 
with their rulers and exploiters, the workers of Europe are 
helping to undo the good that their past May Day demonstra­
tions have done. There is hatred now instead of brotherhood, 
bitter antagonism instead of co-operation. It is not enough to 
say that their Governments are responsibl e It is the workers 
who must bear the responsibility, for it is they who could, had 
they so determined, not only have prevented war against their 
fellows, but have made war against those who would drive them 
to their death.

But it is not so, and we are on this May Day faced with 
our weaknesses. It is for us to take the opportunity to look 
around and see why we have failed, and to rebuild, with the 
lessons of the failure to guide us.

But there is another aspect which should spur us on. 
Whilst this May Day may reveal us shorn of all the trimmings 
of pious expressions of our strength, it reveals also the 
hypocrisy of our rulers, who in normal times coerce and bind 
us with silken-covered chains. Now, however, in their brutal 
frankness, we see to what extent a Government will go to gain 
its ends and check the rising movement. We have the infamous 
Defence of the Realm Act, with its many Orders in Council, as 
an example of the Russianisation of England. The May Day 
demonstration in London has been abandoned because the 
Government will not allow the speakers to refer to the war, or, 
in the resolution, to Russia. Conscription of a subtle kind is 
introduced by the economic pressure which is brought upon men

strength of men.
applied mechanics.
shield and armour and wield a battle-axe. 
require a Goliath to work a Maxim gun, which will kill 
men in ten minutes than a man could kill with an axe in ten 
weeks.

So that instead of modern warfare preserving the fittest from 
death by reason of their superior strength, it slaughters them 
under conditions where their strength cannot be used for their 
protection. As war is carried on now it does not, therefore, 
eliminate the unfit types. On the contrary, it ensures their 
survival by keeping them out of the conflict. And to them, 
along with the fit types who do not go to war, the work of 
reproducing human kind is left. That means that the proportion 
of unfits in the community is greater than before. Looking at 
it from a purely utilitarian standpoint, that is the real result 
of war, despite all the specious arguments and sophistry put 
forth by the “ blood and ironschool. They are the pests of 
the earth, hovering like vultures wherever peaceful men and 
women are striving to purge the race of the cave man. In 
peace they produce nothing. In war they destroy everything. 
They are the arch-parasites of the age.—J. W. W., in British 
Columbia Federationist.
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