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“Business is War.” .............. ------
Rarely indeed does one come across an honestly outspoken 

business man, but Solidarity seems to have discovered one in 
the person of .John B. McCormick. Arraigned before the Courts 
in Ohio on a charge of dynamiting a rival’s theatre, it reports 
that he unburdened himself of the following :—

“ Business is war. Men engaged in the conduct of 
business are constantly fighting each other. Ordinarily, 
business competition is not called war.
more nor less than a struggle for supremacy.
is a fight for existence.
back against the wall.
other fellow’s business.
a lot of noise. It scares people. But, is it worse than many 
other things competitors use, and which are winked at by the 
law ? ”

Of course, the good righteous other business people in the town 
where the crime was committed breathed a sigh of relief when 
the dynamiter was sent to penal servitude for five to ten years, 
and they presented the Chief of Police with a purse of 250 
dollars for bringing the criminal to justice and allowing them 
the privilege of sleeping peacefully in their beds. For present- 
day business morality only recognises one crime—the unforgivable 
crime of being found out.

More of Them.
The rising generation are not content to merely knock at the 

door, they are hard at work kicking at it, and eventually we 
hope will succeed in breaking it down. At Armstrong’s 
munition factory, the time-rate women recently struck work— 
some 7,000 of them. Girls from 18 to 20 years receiving the 
princely remuneration of 2£d. per hour gave a really practical 
demonstration of their dissatisfaction. They went to the works 
as usual, but took their crochet, knitting, and books, kept their 
places, but refused to start their usual slavery until a notice had 
been posted in every shop that they were to receive 22s. weekly 
for 48 hours’ work. Of course, the Trade Union organiser 
trotted out the usual bogey of illegality of striking, but the girls 
refused to listen. The foreman swore and bullied, but the 
cheerful knitters smiled in response. One girl gave a patriotic 
director an unpatriotic shock by declaring that England was not 
worth fighting for at 2fd. an hour. It is not recorded whether 
his dinner went untasted in consequence. The spirited attitude 
of the women is altogether one of the most hopeful features in 
the tragic times through which we are now passing. We can 
only hope that they will manage to evade the wiles of the 
politicians and axe-grinders.

Criminals Join the Army.
In a recent report of the Commissioners of Prisons, three 

fiteresting reasons are given for the alleged decrease in 
(1) The drafting into the Army of a considerable

Hughes on Anti-Patriotism.
Mr. Hughes, the Australian Premier, now in process of being 

boomed and flattered by the capitalist Press, recently treated one 
of his Australian audiences to a nice little homily about 
Anarchists. Chastising the Trade Unionist who would not join 
the Army, he declared that:—

“ The ranka of the soldiers were thronged with Unionists. 
There was not a regiment in which they were not strongly 
represented and predominated. Were they whose comrades, 
brothers, and sons had gone out to do battle to be branded 
by these men as unpatriotic ? No. These men who sneered 
at patriotism were not Unionists, they were not Socialists, but 
Anarchists—enemies not only of society, but of all that 
Unionism should stand for. It is of no use dealing with these 

en like a tame cat. You have to go for them with the
ferocity of a Bengal tiger. They have no nationality; they 
have no religion, for which they have no use. There is only 
one thing they understand, and that is force.”

‘Certainly this is a definition pithy and to the point, and needs 
only the substitution of “ capitalist patriots ” for “ Anarchists ” 
to render the meaning plain and the sense perfect. For force is 
the only thing that does appeal to the brigands who run the 
Empire and settle their territorial and other disputes in the 
gentlemanly game of war. But Mr. Hughes, being a hireling of 
■Government and a politician, cannot be expected to be quite nice 
and exact in all his utterances. His work is to prevent the 
workers getting at the truth—not to reveal the truth.

NOTES
■ e

How the Empire was Built.
Sir George Reid, ex-Premier of Australia, the recently elected 

of St. George’s, Hanover Square, holds an interesting record as a 
speech-maker. Among other gems, the following, delivered in 
the Melbourne Town Hall on Trafalgar Day, 1913, is one of the 
frankest exposures of “ Empire ” we have yet seen :—“ The 
Prime Minister has said that the British Empire was acquired 
by force. That is true, and now that we have burgled every­
thing we desire, we want universal peace. There is only one 
way to make sure of it, and that is to be that sort of fellow 
that no other fellow would like to tackle.” We wonder whether 
Sir George is likely to treat the British House of Commons to 
a similar oratorical dietary. We fear not, for Hanover Square, 
we understand, possesses a most fastidious palate, and might 
not care to be reminded of the source of its wealth.

Monthly : One Penny. _ 
the unquenchable spirit that lives, thrives, and in the end 
achieves its purpose regardless, or very often because, of prison 
bars. Her courageous attitude will inspire others, and in the 
end overcome the forces of reaction.

criminality:
part of the section of the population from which the criminal 
classes ordinarily come ; (2) the new demands for labour and the 
greater facilities for making a livelihood by honest means; 
(3) the restriction of the sale of liquor. The last-mentioned, in 
the opinion of the experts, has been instrumental in effecting 
this desirable change. But experts are usually wonderfully 
ignorant people, and in this particular case are floored by recent 
statistics as to the annual consumption of alcohol. They prove 
that restriction of the sale of liquor has not reduced or prevented 
drunkenness. The first two clauses speak for themselves, and 
are eloquent testimony to the system of society which has 
permitted want, poverty, unemployment, disease, and war. The

The pamphlet, it was alleged, was
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the distributor of the “ seditious ” thing was deprived of liberty.
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anxiety tQ hasten to the aid of their 
But some

VOICE OF LABOUR
PRICE ONE PENNY.
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the beer he consumes 
would long ago have

Divide and conquer, say our masters, and straightway cleave 
asunder the single and the married workers. Now the stage is 
to be carried a step further, and the married attested men set to 
spy upon the single unattested ones who are trying to dodge 
their country’s call. That, at any rate, is the gist of the 
information conveyed by Lord Derby to a correspondent. This 
he quaintly calls “ carrying out of the Prime Minister’s pledge,” 
and with cunning hand traps the birds that would evade the net. 
But “ military necessity ” is still able to blind the eyes of the 
people,

for a local farmer, the proposed wages being Is. weekly, hours 
ten per day and no food allowed. The boy would have to 
breakfast, not later than 5.30 a.m., then journey to frhe farm, and 
take bis dinner at about one o’clock. A highly desirable regime 
for a growing lad. We are glad to learn that this particular 
case was adjourned for a fortnight, but what of the cases of 
sweated child labour that never reach public notice ? What of 
the continual stunting, stultifying, and crushing of human body 
and intellect that is for ever going on in the industrial field ? 
Well might we say with the famous victim of the French 
revolution’s Reign of Terror, “ 0 Liberty, what crimes have 
been committed in thy name ! ”

As though to still further emphasise the reactionary 
character of the Trade Unions, a truce has been called between 
the coal owners and the South Wales miners. At a recent 
Conference between these two bodies it was determined that 
all the workmen employed at the collieries shall be required to 
become members of one or other of the recognised Trade Unions. 
This, it is stated, will prevent the restriction of output in the 
Wel$L coalfields by strikes on the nQn-unionist question during 
the war. The masters, having found the Labour leaders so 
amenable to their sweet reasonableness, are now anxious to 
secure every worker within the slave compound, and the Trade 
Unions have proved particularly useful in erecting the necessary 
fences.

whole report is a brilliant exposure of the country which the 
boys in the trenches are supposed to be defending. But it has 
not yet entered the head of Labour to break down its prison 
walls—it prefers to go on building them.

More reports are to hand which give
Labour has been pretty well leg-ironed, 
there is trouble in the woollen trade because the employers have 
combined to refuse to allow their employees to change their 
situations. We are convinced that the conference held between 
the opposing parties will adjust matters, for the scales are 
weighted by the industrial conscription which the Government 
has forced upon the workers. Another report comes from 
Cricklewood, where a taxi-cab driver who refused to take an 
aiderman and J.P. from one public engagement to another was 
fined 20s. But the masses continue to shed their blood for the 
maintenance of the time-honoured liberty in Britain, and those 
in authority sit tight and draw the net a little tighter.

Despite the embargo placed upon all news dealing with any 
revolt of Labour appearing in the capitalist Press, facts support­
ing the master class in its glorious fight for liberty occasionally 
appear. For instance, there are authentic cases of women 
earning 2£d. per hour at making hand grenades. Again, in the 
process of cartridge making, one of the operations had to be 
performed 18,000 times before 3s. could be earned. But we are 
fighting for liberty—the liberty to starve on the princely sum of 
2|d. hourly. Still another case comes from Frome. An 
exemption was claimed for a boy of 13 who was going to work

The restrictive legislation in regard to the consumption of 
beer has done little to lower the nation’s drink bill. Actually 
more money has been spent on drink, though 10 per cent, less 
of alcoholic liquor was consumed in 1915 than in 1913. The 
vital fact to remember is, however, that the brewers, when 
raising prices in accordance with the new war taxation, put 
£27,864,000 on to the cost of beer. Of this £22,210,000* * 
represented the additional beer duty, some £5,654,000 finding 
its way into the brewers’ pockets. War time, it seems, is not so 
disastrous to the national wealth as some would have us believe, 
for the brewer and other ghouls of the community absorb the 
workers’ money in this fashion, invest it in War Loan, and-the 
worker has to supply by still further taxation the interest on the 
War Loan. We strongly suspect that
must be particularly poisonous, or he 
tumbled to this gigantic swihdle.
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The British worker loves the stupendous, the impressive, 
which perhaps explains why he objects to being swindled out of 
a halfpenny, but loves to do honour to the gentry that annually 
lift huge sums out of his pocket. In support of this contention 
a few items culled from the general statement of the receipts 
and expenditure, funds and effects of the National Union of 
Railwaymen for the year ending December, 1914, may not be 
amiss. The income for that year amounted to the sum of 
£243,400, out of which amount was paid in disputes and lockout 
benefit, £2,294; sickness benefit to 1,026 members, £3,044; 
and accident benefit to 2,282 members, £3,467 ; a total of 
£8,805. But turning to the salaries and allowances to officers, 
we find the astounding sum of £21,662, and under other 
expenses of management, general administration, goods, proper­
ties, depreciation, etc., £49,325. Thus we have the nice little 
amount of £70,987 paid out for working expenses, and the very 
modest one of £8,805 for the avowed purpose of Trade Unionism 
pure and simple. One other sum might with advantage be 
quoted, that of £6,743 for law expenses. The whole statement 
of accounts, typical as it is of other Unions, very correctly 
indicates the present condition of Trade Unionism, and is a very 
powerful argument against its continued existence. When the 
mere administration of a concern accounts for more than a 
quarter of the entire income, it is time that such an undertaking 
was finally disposed of. But the worker, having got into the 
politician’s net, apparently prefers to remain there, and perhaps 
comforts himself by remembering the Biblical injunction, “the 
Lord loveth a cheerful giver.”

That our pastors and masters are not possessed of the saving 
grace of humour was evidenced recently at the Kingston Police 
Court. A cat’s-meat dealer was charged with being a deserter 
under the Military Service Act, and was told that he would not 
be allowed to get his outstanding money in, but must go to the 
barracks at once. Defendant argued, very naturally, that it was 
hard lines being taken away and consequently losing everything. 
The answer must have proved somewhat staggering: “ It may 
be hard lines, but we are all fighting for our liberties.” Barrack 
life may very probably give the victim plenty of opportunity 
in which to define correctly that singularly blessed word 
“ liberty.”

The daily Press of July last, when busy booming the 
demonstration of women organised to voice their desire for 
munitions work, spoke in glowing terms of this convincing proof 
of the “ Voteless patriots ’’anxiety tQ hasten to the aid of their 
hard-pressed country. But some innocent journalist has 
succeeded in letting the cat out of the bag, and the one-time 
rebel and outlaw, Mrs. Pankhurst, is discovered in active 
co-operation with the Ministry of Munitions in order to secure 
the necessary women munition workers. The Government, it 
seems, supplied the money, Mrs. Pankhurst arranged the rest, 
and an admiring England beamed upon those patriotic 
Suffragettes who, having seen the error of their ways, had 
enrolled themselves under the banner of their former enemy.
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But regeneration awaits us and hope spreads her wings, for 
the Labour movement is about to mete out to us salvation in the 
shape of yet another conference. It is desired to hold a 
discussion at which representatives from all sections shall be 
present, to consider war problems affecting Labour, the position 
of Labour after the war, and the necessary steps for reorganising 
it against that period. Resolutions and still more resolutions­
will, we suppose.be passed, and still revolution will remain a 
thing afar off. Would it not be more practical to scrap our 
leaders tn begin with, c^cuss all matters of vital interest in the 
workshop', and then takd gieps to carry out our wished ? The 
outcome of any such conference as that proposed must b© 
abortive, for pious resolutions and restrictive legislation will be 
the only propositions put forward by the Labour leaders, and we- 
know from our past chastening experiences just how much 
benefit that will confer upon us.

still further proof that
In the Colne Valley

111

suppose.be


April, 1910. FREEDOM. 27

TRADE UNIONS AND THE STATE.

ill

111

II

111

capitalism and bureaucracy. Then it may be the 
usic, painting, letters,

Well, we know not what it will be in the

The testimony of history concerning the State is, that it is 
always found on the side of the strong. It always backs the 
section of the community that is coming up, and puts its foot 
on the section that is going down. Therefore, if any section of 
the community desires the help of the State, the way to get it is 
to prove by its own successful efforts that it can do without it. 
An incident in the Wat Tyler rebellion stands as a picture of 
the innate tyranny of the States, for all time. When the peasants 
come before Richard II., organised and led by Wat Tyler, 
the King, who is the figure-head of the State, thinks he sees in 
them a winning class, and receives them graciously. “ What 
would,ye ? ” asks the King. “ We would be free men, and have 
no man henceforth call us villeins?’ “ Be it so/’ replies the 
King. But when their leader has been killed, and they, 
disbanded, come to him to redeem his promise, he replies: 
“ Be gone 1 Villeins ye have ever been, and villeins ye shall 
ever be I ” And I am not sure that Richard was not right. 
Slaves who can trust the word of a king are as yet only fit for 
slaves. What I cannot bring myself to believe is that there is 
ever a king or a State less the slave that can bear such slaves 
about them. I cannot do with a dog about me who cannot 
respect his own individuality. Both kings and subjects are the 
same slaves at heart. They have not found themselves.

I have been drawn to these thoughts by reading G. D. H. 
Cole’s “ World of Labour.” Mr. Cole is a sincere writer, and 
his book is a sincere effort. I wish all Trade Unionists could 
be brought to read it. And then Bakunin’s “ God and the 
State” and the books of Peter Kropotkin, and some articles 
.such as the one'I am writing. Of Syndicalism, Mr. Cole says :—

“ It is right in what it asserts, and wrong in what it denies. It 
asserts that industry should not be run by the producer for the con­
sumer, and that the consumer should not perpetually stand over the 
producer with a whip giving his order. But Syndicalism tends to 
neglect the equally important truth that industry should not be run 
by the producer for the producer, and that the producer should not 
perpetually present a pistol at the consumer’s head.”

The first thing that one desires to ask Mr. Cole about this 
is: that seeing it is a fact that the consumer brandishes his 
whip, had not the producer better keep a tight hold upon his 
pistol and take a steady aim ? To drop the figure, and get at 
the real matter which it figures, suppose the Trade Unions, as 
representing the producers, study wealth entirely from the 
standpoint of the producer, and leave it to the State to study it 
from the standpoint of the consumer, how will it work out? 
The Trade Unions, at last severely minding their own business, 
and studying the wealth they produced entirely from the stand­
point of the producer, would press the claims of the worker 
more and more upon the State. The State feeling more and 
more the pressure of the worker, calling out now through a 
strong economic organisation, “ I produce the wealth, and 
whoever else goes short I’
one, out of the wealth that I produce,” would have to fasten 
upon those consumers in society who neither produced wealth 
or in any way helped in its production. In other words, as the 
worker, through his Trade Unions, increased his demands, the 
■State, to meet these demands, would have to clear out its 
parasites and all its idle and luxurious consumers who batten 
upon Labour and give no return. In other words, as Labour 
took more of its wealth, the idle and parasitic class would have 
to take less. And the State would force them to take less, 
but only in so far as the Trade Unions forced the State. This 
is the vital point which I am afraid Mr. Cole does not 
sufficiently appreciate.

Sb long as the Trade Unions go begging and praying to the 
State, they will only get its kicks, while the parasites will get 
its caresses. When the Trade Unions stand up to the State and 
demand their rights, then they may be likely to get some of 
the caresses, and the idle classes may come in for the kicks.

Mr. Cole fears that the producer will tyrannise over the 
•consumer. I am afraid this is because he has not yet fully 
grasped the ideal of the Syndicalist and Anarchist in this 
matter. The ideal of the Syndicalist and Anarchist is a society 
in which all will share in the production of its wealth except 
the children and old people. This being so, how can the worker 
put too much emphasis on production ? If all consumers are 
also producers, how can producers tyrannise over consumers ? 
But so long as the institutions of our present society set up a 
conflict between producers and consumers, the only way is the 
one I have stated. Let the Trade Unions look after the 
producers, and let the State look after the consumers, and clear

out the parasitic sections from amongst them, as Labour presses 
its demand for a larger share of the wealth which it produces.

Near the end of his book Mr. Cole attempts some defence of 
the State. It is not quite as black as we Syndicalists and 
Anarchists paint it. He would advise the Trade Unions to be 
friendly with it, and, within certain limits, seek further aid 
from it. Some more capturing of the State I . Well, we also 
believe in capturing the State. But we believe that the way to 
capture the State is to leave it alone.

Mr. Cole would have the Trade Unions recognise the 
legislation which the State throws their way, and instead of an 
attitude of lofty isolation, adopt a friendly attitude toward the 
State, and get all they can out of it. He instances the State 
Insurance Act. If, he says, they had been more kindly toward 
it, they might have had the members instead of the Prudential. 
Yes, we reply, but if only one Union had stood out against the 
Insurance Act, and a few of the men had gone to gaol, there 
would have been no Insurance Act, and this would have been a 
far better result than competing with the Prudential Insurance 
Company for members.

If the Trade Unions are to turn aside from their own 
business of organisation, to try and get something out of the 
legislation thrown out by the State to give a new lease of life to 
Capitalism, they are not likely to

•to gather grapes fro
very profitable undertaking. This advice comes from Mr. Cole’s 
belief that the State is not really antagonistic to the worker, 
which belief is due to the fact that Mr. Cole has not really 
analysed the State. The State is based on exploitation, and its 
institutions are laid out to secure this, its chief object. Before 
a man can take his seat in Parliament he must take an oath, or 
affirm his loyalty to the King and landlordism and Capitalism 
as the fundamental bases of the State. When he gets inside, if 
he does not help to legislate on these things he finds himself 
useless, and if he revolts, is soon thrown out.

Where the State is not capitalistic it is bureaucratic. 
Mr. Cole will scarcely
bureaucrat really desire to educate or emancipate the workers. 
Such things are quite against their interest. The capitalist 
desires to exploit the worker, the bureaucrat desires to govern 
him. Both of the
designed Io do the rougher work of life. They believe them­
selves to be superior animals designed to do what they esteem 
superior work—brain work. They will never hand over any of 
that brain work to the working class until by its own education, 
or organisation, and control of industry it forces it fro 
They will never help the workers to acquire these advantages, 
not only because it is against their own interest, but because they 
do not believe that the workers have the necessary capacity. 

Mr. Cole seems to be groping after this. But he says the 
State may be something altogether better when it has freed 
itself from
nurse of every fine idealistic thing : m 
philosophy, etc.
future, but we do know what it has been in the Dast. We do 
know that it has persecuted all these good things. We do know 
that it has persecuted, starved, and killed authors, inventors, 
and thinkers of every sort. We think it will do the same in 
the future so far as it has power, because the State represents 
mediocrity, and to gain the favour of mediocrity will persecute 
genius. The objects of the State are always the same—power 
and authority. To gain these it must stultify the will and 
intelligence of the people. All its mummeries, pageantry, pomp, 
-and ceremony are symbolism, to bewitch the people and take 
them away fro
less, so that they may respect the State more, 
think less, so that the State may think
and keep them weak, so that the tyrants of the State may wax 
strong in power and authority. All this Mr. Cole is beginning 
to see, and there are certain sentences toward the end of his 
book which seem to testify that it will not be long before the 
State will lose another advocate.

“ The State is at best only as good as the citizens,” says Mr. 
Cole. Well, this is only another way of saying that the citizens 
might be as good as they are without the State. “ The slave 
can only throw off his chains by showing himself a better 
man than his master.” This is only another way of saying 
that his master will never take them off for him. It also 
affirms that the slave can show himself a better man than his 
master. Let the slave set about it then and give no heed to 
his master, whether Capitalist or State.

The relation of the new Unionism to the State is a burning 
question, and all the workers would do well to read Mr. Cole’s 
book and sift the matter for themselves. j tamlyn
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