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DEFINITION OF THE ANARCHIST.

Under the designation ol anarchist,one can group a
large quantity of mdividuals completely in accord on
ali paints of a like doctrine.

Now ; who the anarchists ?

Open o dictionary and vou will generally find -

ANARCHY ; state without chict disorder ;

f anarchy , fomenter of

ANARCHIST ¢ partisan of

dicorder .
Question anarchists , they will answer :" The word

mrust be takon in its strictly ethvmological sense :
(pzivntive) NOT and ARCHE: GOVERNMENT
AUTTHOCRTTY L DISORDER IS NOTIN QUESTION.
Sonarchists are individuals who do nol accept autho
Vit ft follows from this that Auvarchists will nat
aceomptish an action becauss ordeced , but barauszthey

will have weighed thz motives .
Partisans of legality will say : 7 We submit to nositi -
ve laws because they are the positive laws ™
Anarchists will szy : 7 We do not accept positive
laws because we will , at every moment | judge if it is
reasonable or not to act in a certain way or anaother.
Positive laws are imposed hy farce , not by reason™ |
To say that individuals do not acecept authority ; dozs
not imply in any way the desire of disorder ([rom lat. ;
Dis, negative ;and Ordo, methodical, systematical ar -
rangement) or one must admits that ordar and author -
ity are synonymons , which is incorvect, It is by exezss
of words that Anarchists are defined as partians of

disorder.
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v the necessity |, givea their nature.
ANARCHISTS are then in consequence of our deli-

wition, REASONABLL INDIVIDUALS  berause they

< tackini ciany other metive of action then that which

cianslenonstrate the necessity of to themselves given

i natue .
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out knowing these principles. In such a caseone practices:.
a theory of which one is ignorant. RS oS
In view to show how the humans who are supposed
to reason correctly are habitually unreasonable , we will
take as example those which it is agreed to call "SA-
VANTS"( scientists ), and we will have no difficulty
in showing that outside of their speciality -- and even
often in their speciality -- they act without discernment.
In scientific matter, scientists do not generally recog-
nise the right to anyone of imposing their will upon . .
them; They comport themselves as.anarchists, as indi- ~ -
viduals decided not to submit to any. anthority , resety- -
ing to themselvas-thz right of controlling‘and: examiii-
ing freely everything . .- S e N
For instance , why do. they macept. thatat a certain
temperature and pressuge wateritransférms intoice?
Because they can demonstrate this.truth to.themselves -
and not because others have decided so . If positive
Jaws happsned to declare that at this temperature and ,
pressure water doedhot transforms into ice : "NEVER »

MIND POSITIVE LAWS., they wilt say ; The legisla- %57 -

tors can impose,under sanction.of fine,prison or' death =i

that at the-temperafure and presglite indicated ,. water
transfoms, into-an..archbishop of a pelitican ;we will
none the less have ; ascertained that it translogfis into
ice ,because we hat& at guired this notion-ArPRASTEL

RIORI and ro one will Torce us to accept A PRIORL - ;-

MR A
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anything else.

What is necsssary to sheck their a posteriori: | .-
acceptation? Not orders,not authority imposed by others .1+,

but simply a posteri i arguments unknown to them un
il now . For example ,in this casz, the relation of pre -
cisz experiments from whicy will result that they had
ohserved incorrectly .

In a word , Scientists consider that in scientific
mostter it 1s imporiant not to have sach or such opinions
hut o have opiniaas after frez examination, a posteriori

T'hay will only recognise as truz what their reason..
has demonstrated to them as such . Theéy considér -
TRUTH as the expression. of verifiablz ratios— -+ *~
{rur clefinition) , or as a plausible hypothesis logical.
consequer ce of non-contradﬂit'ory'hypat]1-.e's_ié'{!c]‘e"ﬁr'iition
o0 LY aurent). In scientific matter they will be*ftar-

Loy these same scientists, who are content to prac
.. acientific method , who are anarchists in their

% _g\gsje;_“gx:,aa
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secial domain, who are contentto determine verifiable

itios without wishing to/imposé “thémi dipon cthers , °

fusing to accept a priori thoge detérmined by others
‘nd acting in consequence of the ratigs verified by
'em ,may be complete ABRUTIS in other domains .

DEFINITION OF THE ABRUTI .

The one who cannot reason is a BRUTE.

The one to whom it has beeninterdicted to reason
to whom it has been suggested to renounce 1‘easoning'
RrB E{NG% Il-nterc’ucl_:ss to oneself the use of reason , is an
Example : Asbacteriologist, Pasteur was an ANARC-
HIST; rejecting all authority snd reasoning a poster-
iori ; As believer , ( he was a Theist ) Pasteur was an
ABRUTI , accepting ideas a priori . )

Ancther example more general : the Scientists , who

howevar, in their domain, base themselves on a pos-
teriori ideas will , in social matters, accapt positive laws
and authority , that is to say . will do a great number
of acts , not-bscauss they consider them logical -a post-
eriofi - , but*hzcauss’ they arve:ths positive laws .

that is to 32§ becauge’ thesesactions are ordered a prio-
ri,Anarchists o1 the contidfiemansport the scieatific ma-
thod everywhere ,refusiriﬁ*’lfo:ﬁgs_gﬁt; anything a prioti )
They will nét'submit to authrogtyin é’df‘:’i@lbcya‘ny ‘more
than in__a}ny other scientific matier,, Eor:’the;la positive
law ha '1i}g-,be<‘en imposed by:force wilfave to be discus-
sed, If theydo-ridt-find Hreemonable, If they do not find

any pd'siﬁ\'iéﬂaw_s-reas'f)r‘iéﬁé.,':E)_‘)E will refuse o accept

=4

that positive Jaw ,-all'p’r}"slﬂi:vq%gﬁ%g,' argéprinciples that . .

they will recognise as - unreasenable 3
SON SOMETIMES,WE WILL REASON ALWAYS,
THE SCIENTIFIC METHOD ™+ -

_Against the fact that many scientists accept yet, in
scientific matter, - apriori - ideas, all appear fo be in
accord to banish authority out of science and t6 be seicn
tifically anarchist, the causeof this isindesd very s%m r“(-;

It will not b= in their p3werts be scieatists a’-l{i : :l
horitarians at the same time, B

Authority implies imposition of ideas, a prig;ri. [with-
outl rez'aso‘mng]; science implies acceptation of ideas, a
posteriori,[after reasoning]. I o

iy

“Fhey will not -be .
abrutis,they will say to the scientista - YOi_J yﬁigﬁl’ﬂtﬁ




What Pascal called CEOMETRI(_:AL lNTELLc[i'.CT
can be well considered as the scientific me-thod an 1ge
will undertake very easily to show that science can be
brought back to a vast enchainment of theor}c;x:ns._

What are the professors doing when t)ezla\? llng geom-
etry to pupils ? Are they using authority ? No't 1ey rea-
son in front of them and there is nothing mm(-‘irl P t}:lasm%
fraternal and equalitarian than the event to which suct

hing gives rise. .
: t}f'x?icividlgla%s are there, saying to others :l'éere Es whl::t
we are going to demonstrate to you. AE . A l:f.‘l; tb‘:
demonstration is made, they add :Hiere isw adt V]vas o ba
dernnnstrated | This means : Now §r1§:n‘ s, have you
v it understood ,are we all in good fxccorc]'. is it your olloln
ion that we have not made any 1_'msta1ce. And this also
cignify : ™" If one amongst you find that we are wrong
or if anv one of you aperceive an error ; warn us gul
ckly and we. will verify t_ogather because we a_\}'_e S:':e -
king TRUTH and desire to render tbe vl(;:rl flca ion
possible to you and not impose anything by force .
To the reasoning of a childor a pauper demon:?ﬁranr}g
logically the falsity of a ‘theorem , the most sic_lupl ,Ivaasn
and fopish beings, Officials of U'n3ver_smt;s tbemse v::
--- who often toadylto lthe " _lll:n]';vﬂegles , but not to
* mon psople "-—- will bow . o
thilmc(l: C::ﬂl;ﬂ;h)l: ws consider that the-tme characteristic
of the scientific method is t_he estabhshmt_efr_ltl;la . pos-
teriori of the TRUTH , that is to say of veri El% l-f 6’;\;1?13.
in opposition to the AUTHORITATIVE Mh oD e
characteristic of which is to imposea priori the ar (11 : a.ryi
that is to say contestable ratios which it isinterdicted

to contest ,

THE ANARCHIST METHOD .

The anarchist method is nothing else but the sm_e-r;-
tific one generalised and introduced into the socia
doma::n;mmary.we will say that the Anarchists extenc.l
:he scientific method to .aﬂ domains . They_’ determi-
ne A POSTERIORI their relations with their contem
poraries . They want to act consequently of the_smer1 ti
fic laws . that is to say in corr}fcrmatzonlto ratics al -
N cerifiable determined logically | and rot cenee -
'+ of the positive laws , contestable relatiors im-
'I-,y force , that l'hey reserve lo them:zelves the
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right to contest, even agatnst the fact that it is formally
prohibited .

Those who accept positive laws, authority, will appear
to them then, as individuals accomplishing a certain
number of acts without reasoning. They will consid-
-er that the near totality of humans are lunatics or in
better words, abrutis (our definition) amongst whom
there is a small quantity of reasonable individuals who
are called anarchists.

THE: FALSE ANARCHISTS .

The major part of individuals whom ,1n our time,
are called anarchists , are abrutis (our definition) , Only
the anarchists called SCIENTIFIC, are TRUE ANAJZ.
CHISTS , to know , individuals decided to be reasona
ble in all circumstances and able to be such .

To be anarchist (negator of authority, then parti-
-san of reason), one must be able toreason correctly
without which it is impossible to make the se'ection
between the foimulee of aikitrayy and those of reason.

Now , those individuals SO-CALLED ANAR .
CHISTS,their imitators followers and supporters do not
know science (classified natural laws) ; are nearly all
more ignorant, dirty , pathological than their other con.
temporaries whom they call " bourgeois *are often alca-
holic tobaccoist and megalomaniac and , sometime 25
so far as to preconise the uselessness of learning, also
preaching with bilterness their strony antipathy ngainst
the "Learne{" .

They do not seek | habitually | (5 leave their -
rance and to learn to reason coizetly | the vesall of
which is thatthey are unable to practice the frater -
nal integral comradary andts evitate 1 mistakos of
their contemporaties

All this is so true that actually Anarchists ave consi
dered generally as individuals diriy, beadly clothe! sy
ing innumerable stupiditizs and travelling the world

‘their pockets full of explosives .

Some of these so called anarchist "Groups" are
composed of prelessional informers, jokers , sexual
perverts , business vampires continually ploting  and
tricking even against their nwn comrades .

It ts such degenerates which are cailed Anarchio
What an . bsurdity 1
What a calumny :

But, be ignorant, divty. tohaceaist, alesholie wmerd -



iiac, ele: refusing to leave ones ignorance, and to learn
-uacn correctly , itis putting oneself in in the imposi-
<athity of iiinliing a posteriori , to make a selection bet-
ween the farmulze of arbitrary and those of reason,
, Lerelore it follows that amongst the many called
anarchists, those called "Scientific" are the true ones,
the only ones ; that they are th= only individuals decided
ta> b2 reassazble in all circamstances and ableito bz
such . et
All the previous remarks , made by us ,
concerning e false anarchists, apply to those abrutis
known as . olstoi, lbsen, Nietche, Max Stirner , etc.,
etc., eiz, waum , given their ignorance did use their,
prejudices as a prete it tr misrepreszntand discredit the
scieatific and ratis1al doztrine knywa as Anarchism
which they never understood .

REASON LEADS TO ANARCHY :

The humans will be reascnable ;

Or they will be unreasonable .

If they are unreasonable , then unreasonable society
with or without government . .

If they are reasonable, then no need of government.

NO AUTHORITY - REASON .
PARAF - JAVAL .
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