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NOTES.

‘The ‘Lusitania’ and’ Cant.

The sinking of the ‘Lusitania’ on May 22 by a German
submarine is one of the most tragic happenings in the record of
barbarities which will make the sum total of this war. It 1s
easy enough to take one’s thoughts upon such a wholesale and
ruthless destruction of life from one’s daily paper, and simply
shelve the responsibility upon the German Emperor and his
satellites. Indeed, our immediate feelings, influenced by the
knowledge of the loss of at least one good friend of the Anarchist
movement, were of bitter enmity against those immediately
concerned ; but maturer thoughts bring us to face the fact as
it stands, and see it as a tragic consequence of war, for which
not only Germany, but all the Governments, are responsible.
England declares a blockade upon Germany, a virtual attempt
to starve*sixty million people, and Germany replies, hiding
behind legal niceties (ammunition carrying, etc.) and military
necessity, which all countries recognise as knowing no law,
moral or otherwise. To talk, then, of atrocities and piracy is
sheer hypocrisy, and a clear indication of the patriotic squint
which afflicts so many people just now. War is a game of
killing, and so long as people shout for war, and help in its
prosecution, they all bear a respomsibility. There can he no
moral side to war; to quote Fotrward of May 15 :—*“ To such a
pass has Kurope come, God help us all! Lies, hate, madmen’s
yells, rise like smoke to Heaven ; an incense to the Brute Beast
that lives in each of us, and that has burst the veneers that
mankind has so laboriously covered and hidden down the ages.”
And the Governments of Europe stand indicted.

Labour and Peace Terms.
With a Labour man as Cabinet Minister, we read of the share

that Labour will have in helping to formulate the peace settle-

ment at the end of the war. But unless Labour is more revolu-
tionary then than it 1s now, 1t will be politely ignored. As the
British Columbia Federationist says :—

“ When that gathering does assemble, it will contain the foxiest and
most Machiavellian minds in Europe, each with a corps of trained
experts to help him. Men, who by birth, training, and instinet, have
nothing but contempt for the working classes. Skilled to a degree in
every form of polished deceit and lying, fully acquainted with all the
subterranean influences which will enter into the negotiations, they will
be more than a match for men who think the only factor needed in
such a meeting 1s a conscientious desire to make plans to prevent such
another war as this. They will represent the ruling class of Europe.
By that time the working class will have done all that was required of
1t as long as the war lasted, and there its part will cease in so far as its
influence in the Conference goes. It may not be physically kicked out,
but it will be out-maneuvred by super-astute tactics which it will not
-even notice while they are being used. A mental picture of the typical
British Labour official seated in such an aggregation is nothing short
of a shame. The Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Children
should look into the matter.”

Enemies to Qrder.

The outburst of frenzy against Germans and Austrians (and
in one case against a Scotsman) domiciled in England, is the
culminating point of the anti-German hysteria that has so
persistently been worked up by certain papers. The wholesale
looting and .smashing of shops and houses, which spread so
rapidly in London recently, is proof of the gullibility of the
mob. We can understand a mob, filled with righteous indigna-
tion, sacking the property and person of an enemy; we can
understand them smashing, say, the house of their exploiter, or
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the head of a scab; but why, we wonder, do not the mob find
out first their real enemy, and then pursue their looting pro-
pensities. It might be, seéing that most of the looters were of
the exploited class, that a careful examination would reveal as
their real enemies the rabid press and shrieking hyenas who call
for a vendetta and a complete extermination of the German
nation! It certainly would not show the harmless German
baker, tailor, or waiter, who, now that their houses are wrecked,
become the creditors of the ratepayers. Maybe if the looters had
been more worldly-wise they would have paid a little attention
to those who sit in high places with one foot on the necks of the
workers, and who are the real dangerous enemy about whom the

press 1s silent.

Coalition and Consecription.

The strongest, therefore worst, Government of modern times
has collapsed. It has dissolved itself, to save a complete
crumbling, as a Liberal Government, and reformed, with
additions and deletions, as a National or Coalition Government.
It 1s a striking commentary upon what we have always insisted
upon that there is little if any difference between the various
parties except the labels. Now that the labels have been torn
off, we have a Capitalist Government pure and simple, who will
run the Empire upon usual lines in the usual interests. The
fact of Arthur Henderson, P.C., Labour M.P., a one-time worker,
being in the Cabinet, will not, we hope, buoy the hopes of the
workers too greatly, for he, like the rest, 1s now out after the
kudos and a soft job. We await their deliberations with interest,
knowing that behind the talk of national interest and so on,
there 1s something significant and sinister. For our part, we
are 1nclined to regard the Coalition as a preliminary to con-
scription. The clamour of the Tory press and leaders for
National Service (whatever that may mean) will not be without
effect, and the opportunity is now afforded for the introduction
of conscription without any party in particular being responsible.
How soon or how late it will come, we do not know ; but we are
preparing ourselves to resist, and reference to our proposed
actlon 1s made elsewhere.

Japan and China.

Whilst all eyes are fixed on the struggle taking place in
Furope, events are happening in the Far East which are a
cynical commentary on the methods of Governments. When
the Japanese entered into the war against Germany their Foreign
Minister laid stress on that country’s violation of the neutrality
of Belgium and Luxemburg; but as soon as they started opera-
tions against Kiaochou, they themselves violated the neutrality
of China, occupying a large slice of territory and seizing a
rallway. By the treaty which she has just forced on China at
the point of the sword, Britain’s ally shows how readily she
has learnt the lessons of Western diplomacy. Whilst Britain’s
hands are tied in Europe, the Mikado and his Ministers calmly
proclaim what amounts to a ‘ Protectorate” over China, and
grab railway concessions which had been ear-marked by British
firms. Now, this in the ordinary way would not interest English
workers very much ; but in a recent issue of the Nation we are
told that while the British Government can do nothing at present,
they cannot accept the China-Japan Treaty as binding, and—
well, perhaps British workers may have to go and fight the Japs
to settle the question, because by the Treaty of 1911 Britain and
Japan guaranteed the “ integrity and independence of China.”
Thus another “ scrap of paper ” goes into the diplomatic dustbin.
It 1s amusing to recall that when the Mikado declared war on
(Germany he said : “It is with profound regret that we, in spite
of our ardent devotion to the cause of peace, are thus compelled
to declare war, especially at this early period of our reign, and
while we are still in mourning for our lamented mother.” Poor

little orphan, how he must weep at having to keep the piece
of China !
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GOVERNMENT.

By Jonx TamrLyN.

(Conclusion.)

The principal method by which Governments divert the
minds of the people from any consideration of the economic
laws which enslave them, is that of dividing them. HHow do
they do this? The answer is, by magnifying the non-essential
differences of the people and covering up their essential agree-
ments. Science, concerned only with fact and truth, exalts the

essential points of agreement that ought to bind all men together
in a social unity. Science says to men: “You are all of one
species—white, black, yellow, red. You are all vertebrates: you
all have a backbone (or you ought to have). You are all
mammals : you all suckle your young. You all have the same
red blood flowing through your veins; you all arterialise 1t by
the same common air flowing through your lungs. You all eat
much the same food to sustain your life.. You all propagate
your kind alike. You all are born, live a short while, and die.
You are all much the same in the great things that matter.
Why, then, should you scratch, bite, and devour each other in
your little day? Why struggle with each other? Why not
make common cause in the bitter struggle against disease,
against i1gnorance, against famine and storm and heat and
cold—against all the forces of Nature that are pitted against
you? Why not limit your human struggle to these ! Are they
not enough to struggle against ! Are they not enough to draw
out all your powers, to harden you, to quicken you, to refine
your animality and make you human? Why waste your little
life in fighting your kind? ILook at the ants, the bees, the
swallows, the rooks, and even the hungry wolves, and learn a
lesson in social unity. They do not struggle against each other:
they strive to hold themselves intact within their species.

“And even if a hungry wolf, hard pressed, does now and
then break through the social bond and destroy his fellow, he is
only guided by Nature’s instinct, as you admit. He has not
your reason, your knowledge of the facts, your power to select
and organise them—so you say. He has mot the brain and
conscience to transcend his environment—so you say. Well,
then, where comes in the superiority of your brain and conscience
1f you can only fight each other for parts of what you might
hold together in unity? Where is your superiority, if all your
knowledge is only knowledge to kill you, to divide you, to make
the fair earth a desert with your squabbles ; if all the knowledge
you acquire is only used to make you more capable of destroying
somebody else? If this 1s the only result of your advance in
knowledge, where shall we find your superiority over the
brutes ? ”’

In this way speaks true Science. Then Government takes
up the parable. Ah! it says, it is all very well for Science to
tell you that you are all of one species; but there are higher
races and lower, there are superior and inferior. You, the white
men of the Caucasian race, are the superior; they of the black
and yellow races are the inferior.

But Science speaks not of superior and inferior ; it speaks of
gains and losses. If we have gained in some things, we have
lost 1n others. If we have gained mentally, we have lcst
physically. If the man we call savage or semi-savage has less
mentality, he has keener senses and a stronger physique than
us. We lose our hair and our teeth, and are a prey to manifold
nervous diseases. The savage retains his hair and his teeth in
old age; his sight and hearing are keener. He has not the
cares and fears of our complex life. Absence of these and
greater physical health are his compensations, given by a kind
Nature, who rewards justly according to the capacities which
have been exercised and developed. But Governments, who, of
course, know more about us than the great mother who formed
us and brought us forth, must speak of “inferiors” and
“superiors.” They, the blacks, the reds, and the yellows, are
the inferior races; and so far as they fail to come up to our
standard, they are bad, and we must civilise them. Of course,
Governments do not mean by this that they desire them to reach
our standard. What they really mean is that we must steal
their lands and enslave them. But of course it would not do to

put it this way, or i1t might start the people thinking of other
thieves who rob and enslave them at home.

But at least it might occur to the people that if these Govern-
ments are really anxious to civilise other people, they might
begin by putting their own people right at home. They might
begin by banishing the poverty and squalor that lie about our
own doors. They might abolish their own slums. They might
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reduce the hours of labour, so that our own people might
become something nobler than mere beasts of burden. They
might put something more attractive about them than drink and
sordid surroundings. They might help them to appreciate the
musie, painting, sculpture, literature, and drama which the hest
of our race have bequeathed us. All this they might do; all
this they would do if their object was to improve the people.
But this is not their object. The object of the Governments 18
to keep the many poor and enslaved in order that they may
minister to the privileged few. This object is revealed at every
turn. Never is anything given by GGovernments to the people
without its being preceded by an agitation from the people,
generally accompanied by the murder and imprisonment of
many of their leaders. And when it is conceded under this
pressure, Government ever remains the same and watches for 1ts
opportunity to take 1t back again.

So that the progress of the people stands revealed as a
struggle against (Government, and never without this strnggle
has a Government enlarged the freedom of the people. We thus
see that Government 1s always the enemy of the people, fighting
to retain privileges for a few, and only giving way, even in the
smallest matters, when beaten by strenuous agitation.

To sidetrack the people 1n this agitation for betterment at
home, Governments are always prepared to plunge them
into wars. For this reason they keep up national frontiers
and stimulate national hatreds. A man on one side of a
river 18 called a Frenchman: a man on the other side of the
river 1s called a German. A man on one side of a mountain 1s
called a Russian ; a man on the other side 18 called an Austrian.
The Frenchman should hate and slay the German, and the
Russian should hate and slay the Austrian. Why ought a
Frenchman to slay a German, and a Russian an Austrian? Oh'!
they want our trade and our country, cry the perverted workers.
Your trade and your country, deluded slaves! Your masters’

trade and your masters’ country, maybe. But you have your

pittance, enough to keep body and soul together in every nation
alike. You come back to the same life of drudgery after all
your battles for the Government and your masters. Why not,
then, leave your masters to fight their battles with the kings.
and Governments and masters 1n other countries, and set about
freeing yourselves from them i1n your own? Ireeing yourselves
from your masters in your own country! 'T'his is the thing that
matters: and realised and determined, it might with ease be
done.

Ah! but to get the workers to realise it—there’s the rub '
There 1s such a trained host to prevent them realising it. Pulpit,
press, politicians—all the paid apologists for Government and
for the slave institutions for which it stands. And yet it seems
that you workers ought to realise it, in spite of all the efforts to
pervert you. The facts are so obvious and palpable—under
your nose. When you have come back from your fights against
(Germans, Frenchmen, Russians, or Iinglishmen, have you found
your lot any different at home? I[las not there been the same
little house, the same hard work, the same scanty fare waiting
for you? Have not your masters, who promised you work on
your return, sneered at your one leg or one arm, and told you
that they have been obliged to fill your place, and that now you
are useless to them? Has not your Government left you again
and again to eke out an existence in the streets or hobble to the
workhouse ? .

Surely these facts are so plain that no oratory of press or
platform can hide them from you. All your fighting and all
your working leave you poor. There is your position. Then if
all your fighting and all your working leave you poor, it must
be because your rulers have you nicely tied to a set of institu-
tions which hinder all your efforts to free yourselves. These.
institutions | have already pointed out. What, then, is your
first step? You must turn your back upon these institutions :
you must cast no votes to run them; you must send no men of
the working class to Parliament to run them. You give the
Church the go-by because you have found that it sanctions
property for some and poverty for others. You must now take
the same attitude towards the State, which maintains the institu-
tions which determine property for some and poverty for others.
You must not cast votes or send men to Parliament to help the .
capitalist to run private property and wage-slavery. What
would you say of slaves who sent their spokesmen to the
council of the masters to discuss with them how they should
wear their yoke? What would you say of some old barndoor
fowls (as old William Morris would put it) which should send
their representative to a council of foxes to discuss how they
should be eaten? What would you say of a nation at war
which sent its generals to the camp of the enemy to discuss with

the enemy how best to beat it? And do not forget that you

-

N m—





















	DSC_4079
	DSC_4080
	DSC_4081
	DSC_4082



