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Editorial

Welcome to the relaunch&lack Flag

Originally establishedby Albert Meltzer and Stuart Chtis in 1968 as thaéBulletin of the Anarchist Black Cros$

was rename@lack Flagin 1971 andhas seen many formats and frequencies ovévéslecades of astence At

times a fortnightly newspaper (as during e n eStrike@f 19845), sometimes a quarterlgi-annual or annual
magazine, whether subtitled Afor anarchist resistan
current struggles and libertarian histowye aim to continue this, albeit with more emphasis on the latter than the
former for what we hopwill be obvious reasons.

This incarnatiorwill be(at least) di-annual journal following in the footste@enfuegos Press Anarchist Review
published inthe 1970s. It will be a collection of new translations, rare articles and reprints of the bestdiber
articles and reviews, whether modern or dl will continue its tradition of advocating class struggle anarchism
(whether syndicalist or not) and we are open to articles from that tradition or those close to it.

Why bother with the pas®imply because unless you understand and learn from the past, you will be doomed to
repeat it. Mor eover, what passes for fAhistoryo in r
written (and often rewritten) to meet the requiraiseof party lines and hierarchies. Debunking the myths peddled by
enemies of anarchism is always worth the effort, particularly if this also helps nrameamarchists to get a better
understanding of our forefathers and foremothers.

This issue sees the mix of current and historical very much in favour of the latter. Some may consider this unfortune
but as Kropotkin said, Afonl y t hos &lack Rlagreftects thosetwdivedn g
and willing to put in time and effort: if you want the mix to change, then get invdivwgol want to contributeather

than moan at those whiw, whether its writing new material or letting us know oflore articles, reviews or
translations),lten contact us: blackflagmag@yahoo.co.uk



In Commemoration of Peter Kropotkin

Robert Graham

February 8, 2021 marked the f0@nniversary of the  ameliorate the conditions of political prisoners in Siberia,
death of Peter Kropotkin. In his time, Kropotkin was one but his report on the Siberian penal system was ignored.
of the foremost exponents of anarchist communism, anAfter the execution of five Polish prisoners who had
anarchist revolutionary and a we#ispected scholar. attempted to escape to Mongolia, Kropotkin resigned his
commission and returned to St. Petersburg in 1867 to

Kropotkin was born into a prominent aristocratic Russian pursue his university studies.

family in Decenber 1842, during the reign of Czar

Nicholas I. The political situation in Russia was bleak. It was in Siberia that Kropotkin was first introduced to
Michael Bakunin, who later played an important role in anarchistd e a s , obtaining Sgstemopy
the creation of anarchist movements across Europe, wasf Economic Contradictiorfsom the collection of one of
imprisoned by Nicholas in the Peter and Paul fortiess the Russian political exiles, the poet Mikhailov, after the
1851 and kept in solitary confinement for the nexttwo | at t er 6s death from tuberc
year s. Kropotkin became ahatpKroposkio meally began hidlgoeyh iotd eagdicadl s C
Alexander Il, some 23 years later in the same fortress,politics.

illustrating the continuity of political repression in

Crarist Russia. Kropotkin returned to his family estate to see what he

could do for the peasants in the area, but was advised by
Kropotkin was born with the title of Prince, which he an old priest that the only way that he could do anything

ceased using when h without being
was 11, but that has  The role of the anarchists was to jailed would be to
not stopped others ) assume the role of
from  subsequently work with the workers and a travelling
using that title to . preacher, which
identify him. peasants, to awaken their would have
sometimes to i i required too much
Cseradit i revolutionary potential through deception for an
politically, ~ other  propaganda and collective action unbeliever like
times in a misguided him to pull off.

attempt to emphise
his stature, as if there was something inherently noble
about him.

Kropotkin  then
decided to travel to Switzerland in the spring of 1872,
which was far more welcoming to political refugees and
Kropotkin himself has left a vivid description of laarly exiles back then. He wasd to find out more about the
life in hisMemoirs of a RevolutionistVith animperious | nt er nat i onal Wor ki ngmenés
and distant father, and a mean stepmother straight out ohumber of sections in Switzerland. He came into contact
an old Russian folk tale, Kropotkin spent more time with with Nicholas Utin, leader of a reformist faction within
his familyés peas aandtocraie r the nntemational th Gbneva allied with Karl Marx.
tutors than he did with his parents. He could see thatKropotkin was unaware at the time that Utin was
peasants we really no different from him, and he no compiling a dossier against Bakunin that Marx was to use
better than them, despite his aristocratic status. Thisat the September 1872 Hague Congress of the
helped lay the foundation for a lifetime commitment to International to justify expelling Bakunin from the
equality and equity. International.

Kropotkin was hand picked by the Czar himself to join It was enough that Kropotkin witnessed Utin tyto get

his prestigious Corps ofages. Kropotkin eventually the Geneva building trades to renounce strike activity
became t he per sonal p a g ebecause it whld hdrnotheaeleclion chancescotasefoomist,
Alexander 1. Never comfortable with court life and candidate. This led Kropotkin to seek out the more
intrigue, in 1862 Kropotkin transferred to a Cossack radical Swiss sections of the International, eventually
regiment in Siberia where he thought he would have meeting up with members ¢ifie Jura Federation who,
more freedom to follow i8 scientific interests. He under the influence of Bakunin, were developing an
explored the Siberian wilderness and began to develop anarchist conception of revolutionary socialism.
reputation as a geographer. He also attempted to



Kropotkin was impressed by the independence of mind Prior to Cafiero convincinghe Jura Federation to adopt

of the Jura Internationalists, many of whom earned theiranar c hi st communi sm at i ts
living as watchmakerd. n contr ast t o pbsttion nwassclogeretd that ofi Janes Guillaume, who
Geneva section of the International, in the Jura argued that after the revolution, during the transition
Federation there was no separation between leaders anfilom a capitalist to a socialist society, while production
led. Everyone expressed themselves freely, as theyand dstribution were being reorgesed by the workers
debated how best to achieve a libertarian socialism. Itt hems el ves to provide for
was the exaple of the Jura workers that convinced would still be remunerated based on their labour, until a

Kropotkin to become an anarchist. sufficient level of abundance had been achieved that the
, common wealth could b dlstrlbute oe thasis of
Kropotkin wanted to stay S w at F CLUA I?iah% |
e gar W' 1t e?sBsf 0's
associate, James Guillaume, convinced him that he coulc‘r

do more valuable work back in Russia. Kropotkin Kropotkin was immersed in the Swiss and French
returned to St. Peterslguand joined the radical populist anarchist movements from 1877 to his imprisonment in
group, the Chaikovsky Circle. He appears to have beenFrance in 1883. He participated in various conferences
the only anarchist in the group, and wrote an early and congresses, joined in demonstrajoimcluding
exposition of his ideas to persuade other members tostreet fights with the police in Bern, and wrote numerous
adopt an anarchi st st an c earticlésidutle tinardtet afd cevolugpoyary Sbaialist mrdssy €
withanExami nati on of t he | de aOne offthe anord explicitly anarGhistspapensd. v a n t
Garde was published out of Switzerland by Paul
Brousse, then an an&ist communist, Kropotkin and
JeanLouis Pindy, the advocate of revolutionary
Igyndicalism within the International at its 1869 Basle
Congress who had miraculously survived the massacre of
the Paris Commune.

At the time, Kropotkin argued for equal access to raw
materials, the means of production and distribution, the
means of subsistence, housing, health care and educatio
so that everyone would be able to live bgit own labour

without being exploited by anyone else (a position then

describe a s fcoll ectivism, o i n contrast t o anarchi st
communism, which advocated the complete abolition of In late 1878, publication df 6 A vGarléwas baned
wage | abour). Even at t h ibysthe 8vaiss duthoritied. ldngeterred, IKropkitkinostarted & |

political developmentie was advocating the break down new paper,Le Révolté(The Rebg| in early 1879.
of the division of labour and ending the separation Kropotkin wrote that the aim of the new paper was to

between manual and intellectual work. With respect toi ma ke one f eel sympathy w
political orgamsat i o n, Kropot ki n dReumanrhead dll ower tloeuvdrid,omithditsvolt against
positive conception of anarchy, a federation of agel ong i njustice, 0 for it
communal and ductive units with no central state or makes successf ul revolutio

bureaucracy above them. . : :
y Although Kropotkin adopted an anarchist communist

In 1874, Kropotkin was arrested and imprisoned for his stance before the 1880 Jura Federation congress, this did
revolutionary activities. After two years in the Peter and not mark a sharp break from the approachoadted by

Paul fortress, he and a group of comrades dsgdra Bakunin and the protsyndicalist elements within the
spectacular day light eape from the hospital wing of the International. Kropotkin still regarded the workers and
prison. Kropotkin made his way to England, and then the peasants as the two largest groups whose daily
back to Switzerland to reunite with the Internationalists struggles would ultimately provide the impetus for a far
there. He immersed himself in the nascent anarchistreaching social revolutiohe role of the anarchists was
movement, and attended the last congress of the antito work with the workers and peasants, to awaken their
authoitarian sections of the International in Verviers, revolutionary potential through propaganda and
Belgium, in 1877. collective action.

By 1877, several sections and federations within the anti In 1881, Kropotkin was expelled from Switzerland as a
authoritarian International were moving away from the result of his anarchist activities. He went to Emgl, and
collectivism of Bakunin and his associates toward ant hen back to France, where
anarchist communist position, beginning with the Italian entering a new period of combativeness, after the long
Federation in the fall of 1876. Mever, it would take a  reaction that had followed the brutal suppression of the
few more years for Kropotkin to adopt an anarchist Paris Commune in 1871. In a mining area north of Lyon,
communist position, after other Internationalists, such asthe workers were strikingut also blew up some stone
Francois Dumartheray, Elisée Reclus, Carlo Cafiero, andcrosses placed along the roadsides by the reactionary
Errico Malatesta, had already done so. Catholic mine owners. Then a bomb went off in a café in
Lyon, killing a worker. The authorities decided the
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anarchists must be to blame, and Kropotkin was among(which in 1895 replacea Révolteafter its suppression

the several dzen anarchists arrested in lat€82.8 by the French government), he also wrote a histofhef
. . Great French Revolution, 17809793from an anarchist

At the trial in 1883, Kropotkin and the other defendants perspective, ad a detailed exposition of the history and

presented an address, p_repared by Krgpotkin, in WhiChdevelopmen of anarchist ideaglodern Science and
they proclaimed, iScound rA%érc%ismt ili"tﬁet 190\63e(thi§ Beﬁlg late ?evisgdeaWoa n
bread for everyone, work for everyone, and for evezyon expanded info a booll\/lj)dirn Science and Anarcfg
) _ i
i aft

I nd epen dence .an d Justi ce aloﬁg%ﬂh‘ other \Hri'ﬂn% f‘913).t I—?owe\fér?ﬁbrh
Krop_otkln tq any of the b_omblngs, the Frchh authorities both his reputation and the anarchist movement a serious
convicted h'm.Of pelongmg to the International, by then blow when he supported the Allies, including the Russian
a defunct orgasation. Empire, in the First World War. His position quickly saw

Kropotkin remained imprisoned in France until 1886, him isolated from the vast majority of his fellow
after whid he returned to England. While Kropotkin was anarchists, who remained true to thiiternationalist
in prison, Elisée principles and opposed both sides in the conflict.
Relclus edited fa = ) 18 “‘"i ‘ WAL He returned to
\éo ume t k_0 2 i : : Russia after the

tf_ IO IOI? tlh n i ‘ ; 1917 Revolution,
Z;]:I’(?I’?ist r;:)Orr(:ss aﬁ( : put _ was - both

. hysicall and

published them B .;'- Py Y

: - politically isolated,
under the title, i | as he urged the
Words of a Rebel R provisional

. . »
ThfIS contallrzs some | a P government to
0 rop continue the war
better known

against Germany.
He remainedstute
enough to see
through Bolshevik
N propaganda, and
iThe . denounced the
Commune, o growing Balshevik dictatorship before his death in 1921.,

iRepresentative Governme nl—‘is’fu(?]eralr,1 é[t&]&’ed b"il/ teSs ofﬁgu%atﬁd%,rvx)asttl)(e'lagt

and AThe Spirit of Revolt mads anarchist demonstration in Soviet Russia.

writings that were
often reprinted in
pamphlet  form,
such as

In England, Kropotkin helped. found th_e English The articles presented ithis issue ofBlack Flag
anarch_lst papeF,ree_dom and con'qnued to write for the emphase Kropotkin as an advocate of revolutionary
ararchist press while also working on more scholarly anarchism, focusing on mass revolutionary oigion

morli(s,hsuch aML:;[ual ﬁlg/land I_:|eld?, Fgctor:ef af.‘ot' and the means of revolutionary action. Kropotkin stresses
orkshopsas Well as nISVIemoIrs of a REVOIULONISL, — ype neeq for the trade union movement to remain

and his expose of the Russian and French penal SyStemﬁ‘ndepenolent of thpolitical parties, and for the workers

In Russian and French Prisons to take direct action against capitalism. He points to the
Kropotkinds most i mport anéxamplg af the frifst Infesngtionala whilepeypesing them o
anarchists wasThe Conquest of Breagublished in  failings of parliamentary socialism. His article on mutual
1892. Although it was also made up of articles fioen ~ @id emphases the important role of cooion in both
Révoltéand its successota Révolte(Revol), it reads ~ animal and human lifeReading Kropotkin today, it is

like a complete book. It is the most sustained argumenthis anarchist ideas that appear most relevant, as the gulf
in favour of anarchist communism ever written, and was between the supeich and the vast majority of the
widely translatedjnspiring anarchists in Europe, Latin P! anet 0s popul ation grow
America and Asia. Although Kropotkin was not the first governments appear unwillingr ancapable of doing
anarchist communist, it was his writings, more than much of anything to stoip.

anyone el sebs, t hat persuaded ma n anarchi sts
embrace anarchist communism.

t o

01 t ipe nohdespair, which
While Kropotkin continued to edribute to the anarchist
press, primarily Freedomand Les Temps nouveaux

makes successful



Wor kersd Organi sati on

Le Révolté1l0 and 24 December 1881
|

As bourgeois society grows more and more ground instead of gaining it. And as for the anarchist
disorganised, as States breakdown and generally we  groups, most of them are not yet in sustained daily
begin to sense the approach of a European revolution, contact with the great mass of tkkers, although they
we see emerging amgst the workers of all countriesa  alone can give the necessary impetus and action to a
growing desire to band together, to stand shoulder to  party, whether for the theoretical propaganda of its
shoulder, to organise. In France especially, where every ideas or to be able to express them by acts.

workers6é organisation was h e : 0. oW
. : Lef othér§ I|Oe Wﬂh |Ilusl?orr'|s, |fkth%)P wartt f1'we brgfér
to the four winds after the fall of the [Paris] Commune, to look at the task thdies before us in all its

this desire is increasingly evident. In almost every magnitude, and instead of prematurely announcing

g‘:#igalettoh\g? t;;?g :\t/relz\rlweirgotrzga\znaagsg;igggm atr:)d 0 victory we prefer to ask ourselves these questions. What
9 ' ges, 9 must we do to develop our organisations much more

absolutely trustworthy observers, they ask nothing more than they are today? What must we do to extend our

:E:Pnts%f\e/giggé%tt field of action to
socialism and see The enemy on whom we declare thewhole mass of

the emergence of . : i . : workers, in order
organisations taking ~ WaI being capital, it is against it to establish a

conscious and

motheirhandsthe — that we will direct all our efforts, invincible force
interests ith letti | b which, on the day
The results achieved ; can achieve the

in this direction over distracted from our goal by the aspirations of the

the last three years  nhony agitation of political parties. working class?

are certainly very x

great. However, if The great struggle we are

we look at the ) ) ) It appears to us
enormity of the task ~ Preparing for being an essent ially that there is an
incumbentupon the . o essential point so
revolutionary economic Struggle , Itis on the far_ove_rl_ooked but
socialist party, ifwe — aconomic terrain that our agitation which itis

compare our meagre important to
resources with those must take p|ace_ clarify before
available to our going any further.
adversaries, if we This is it. For any
strive to complete the work that we still have to do, so  organisation to be able to develop further, to enable it to
that in four or five year bebome afonee, itigénpartanhfor fhose whe take the o n

day of the revolutin, a real force capable of marching  lead in the organisation to be fully aware of ¢joal for
resolutely to the demolition of the old social strucfure ~ whichthe organiation is being established; and once
if we consider all this, we must admit that the amount of this goal is determineidto choose the means of action
work that remains to be done is stillimmense, and that in accordancewith this goal This prior reasoning is

we are barely at the beginning of a real waskér obviously an indispensable precondition in order to
movement: the great mass of workers still stand outside have any chance of success and in fact all existing

of the movement inaugurated three years’afje organisations have never proceeded differently. Take
collectivists, although they give themselves the the Conservatives, the Bonapartists, the Opportunists,
pretentious name of Wor ke thesRadicalg thpoltical canspiratots of preveoes er@so mi
to them the masses on whom they were cagniihen i each of their parties had a wekfined goal and their

they embarked on electoral campaigning; and as they
lean more and more towards the Radical Party, they lose

L A reference to the Third Socialist Workers' Congress of (Federation of the Socialist Workers of France), but the

France held in Marseille on 281 October 1879 which attendees soon split into different rival groups with the

declared itself as (Marxist) collectivist and committed itself to orthodox MarxistParti Ouvrier( Wor ker sé6 Party)
becoming a political party taking part in elections. It formed formed in 1880. (BF)

the Fédération de travailleurs socialistes de France



means of action are absolutely in conformity with this  criticising this programme, we are forced to agree that
goal. for a party that accepts this programme, the means of
action that it uses and the way it organises are in
accordance with the goal it proposes to achieve.-Such
andsuch an objao/e i suchandsuch an organisation.

It would take too long to analyse here the goals and
means of action of each of the partiestsaili suffice

to demonstrate this contention: to take only one and to
see if in fact it has a defined goal and if its means of *rk
action are in accordance with its goal. Take, for

) . . So what is the objective o
example, the radical or intransigent party.

And what should be its means of action and its
Their goal is well defined. The Beals tell us that they  organisation?

want to abolish personal government and to endow
France with a democratic republic copied from the
model of the United States. These are the salient aspect
of their programmé Abolition of the Senate; a single
Chamber, elected ke free play of universal suffrage;
separation of Church and State; absolute freedom of the
press, of speech and of assembly; autonomy for
Municipalities; a national militiai. Will the worker be
happier or not? Will he as a result cease being a-wage
worker at the mercy of his boss?... these questions are
of little interest to them; we will sort these out later as
we please, they reply. The social question is reduced in
their thought to reforms that will be decreed later by the
democratic State. For theitris not a question of
overturning existing institutions: it is only a matter of
modifying them, and in their opinion a legislative
Assembly could carry out this task well. Their entire
programme can be achieved by way of decrees, and for
thati they say it would be enough that power be
wrenched from the hands of those who currently hold it
and that it passes into the hands of the Radical Party.

The goal for which French workers want to organise has
been only vaguely defined until now. Howevihere

3re two settled points on which there can no longer be
any doubt. The workerso Co
them after long discussions, and the decisions of the
Congresses on this matter continually receive the
approval of the workersThese twgoints are:

collective ownership, against individual ownership; and
the affirmation that this change in the property system
can only take place by revolutionary means. The
precursors of the workersé
adopted these two clearlypmessed points the

abolition of private property as a goal and the social
revolution as the means. The commuaisarchists

better define this goal and have a broader programme:
they understand the abolition of private property in a
more complete mannénan the collectivists, and they

add to this programme the abolition of the State and
revolutionary propaganda. But there is one thing upon
which all agree (or, rather, did agree before the
appearance of the minimum programme), that is that the
That is the goal. Achievable or not, that is another goalofthewor ker s® organi sati on
guestion; but what is important to us at this momentis revolution, the social revolution.

that their means of action are in accordance with this
goal. Advocates of political reform, they form a
political party and work towards the electoral conquest
of power. Seeking to shift the governmental centre of
gravity towards democracy, they strive & @s many

as possible [elected] into the Chamber, into the
municipalities, into all governmental institutions and to
take the place of the bigwigs [currently] occupying
these positions. Their enemy being the [current]
government, they organise againstdiogernment; they
boldly wage war on it and prepare for its fall.

A whole new world opens up by these resolutions of the
workersd6 Congresses. The F
declares that it is not this or that government that it
intends to wage ar. It takes the question from a much
broader and more rational perspective: it intends to
declare war on the holders of capital, be they blue, red
or white. It is not a political party that it intends to form:
it is a partyof economic struggldt is nolonger

democratic reforms that it demands: it is an entire
economiaevolution, thesocialrevolution. The enemy

is no longer M. Gambetta nor M. Clemenceau; the
Property, in their eyes, is sacrosanct, and they do not enemy is capital, along with all the Gambettas and the
wage war on it in any way: all their efforts are directed Clemenceaus, present or future, whoaresho would

to taking over the government. If they appeal to the be its supporters or servants. The enemy is the boss, the
people and promise theaconomic reforms, itis only to  capitalist, the financier every parasite who lives at the
[help] overthrow the current government and put inits  expense of others and whose wealth is created by the
place a more democratic government. sweat and the blood of the worker. The enemy is the
whole of bourgeoisxiety, and the goal is to overthrow
it. It is no longer a question of [only] overthrowing a
government, the problem is much greater: it is a
guestion of seizing all social wealth, if necessary

This programme is certainly not ours. We also know
that it is unattainable until the regime of property has
undergone a profound traformation. But while

L Areference tothreeworkes 8 congr es s es h edcidlisthagendywith a corte8poriling changeéamtblitics

and 1879, in Paris, Lyon and Marseille. The first congress expressed. The 1879 Congress declared itself opposed to both
was predominantly attended by supporters ebperatives anarchism and eoperation. (BF)

but the second saw anarchists and other revolutionary



passing over the corpse of the bourgeoisie to do so, in war on the State without touching capital, it is
orderto restore all this wealth to those who produced it, absolutely impossible to wage war on capital without
to the workers with calloused hands, to those who lack striking the State at the same time.

necessities. What should be our means of actiarthis war? If we

This is the goal. And once that the goal is established, just set our goal to wage watr, if we just understand the
the means of action this entails flow naturally. Itis on  necessity of this war the means will not be lacking:
capital that the wdker declares war? Is it capital that he they will suggest themselves. Each group of workers

wants to dethrone?Well, it is this war that he must will find them on the spot, appropriate to local
prepare himself for this very day, without wasting a circumstances, arisingdm the very situation facing the
single moment; it is against capital that he must enter  workers of a given locality at a given moment. The
into battle. After all, the Radical Party, for exdmp strike will certainly be one of these means of agitation

does not wait until the day of the revolution falls from  and action, and we will discuss this in a later issue from
the sky to declare war on the government it wants to  this perspective. But a thousand other means that tanno
topple: it fights at this very moment, it does so at every be specified in advance in a newspaper and which will
moment, without respite nor rest: it does not miss any  be discovered on the spot, during the struggle, are at our
opportunity to wage this waand if the opportunity disposal. The essential thing is to fully understand this
does not present itself, it finds one; and it is right [to do idea:

so], for it is only by a continuous series of skirmishes, it
is only by relentless smadicale warfare, waged day

after day, at every moment, that we prepare the decisiv
battle and victory. We who have declared war on
capital, on the bourgeoisie, must do the same if our
declarations are not empty words. If we want to prepare
for the day of our victorious battle over capital, we
must, from this very day, begin the skirimés, harass

the enemy at every moment, make him rant with rage, Let us place ourselves solely on this terrain, and we will
exhaust him by the struggle, demoralise him. We must see the great mass of workers strengthen our ranks,
never lose sight of the main eneingapital, the grouping itself under the flag of the League of Workers.
exploiteri and never let ourselves be dazzled by the Then we will be a [mighty] force and, on the day of the
enemyds di st r actnedessarily playitsh e re®lutian, this forge will impse its will upon

part in this war; because, if it is quite possible to wage exploiters of every kind.

In the last issud,e Révoltéshowed that a party which deceived? It is not by forming a newlitical

sets itself as a goal the Social Revolution and which parliamentarian party that tlegonomiajuestion will be
seeks to wrest capital from the handg®turrent brought to the fore. If the great mass is not sufficiently
holders must, of necessity, from this very day, place aware of the importance of the economic question
itself on the terrain of the struggle against capital. If it (which, incidentally, we anarchists doubt very much), it
wants the next revolution to be made against the regimeis not by relegating this @stion to the background

of property and that the watchword of the next taking up ourselves that we will be able to show to the workers
of arms to be th expropriation of the capitalist, it must  how important it really is. If this preconception exists,
necessarily begin now the struggle against the capitalist.we must workagainstit, not preserve and perpetuate it.

The enemy on whom we declare war being capital, it is
against it that we wiltlirect all our efforts, without

letting ourselves be distracted from our goal by the
phony agitation of political parties. The great struggle
we are preparing for being an essentialtpnomic
struggle it is on the economic terrain that our agitation
mud take place.

Some object that the great majority of workers are not rx

yet sufficiently aware of the situation they have been
subjected to by t hwerkemsol Eétt\l/r;?ltlassg%ectlont onq side, We1rrwst now discuss

have not et understood, efaéﬁestrugx alstcatalcan
y tal&y:eBut%urr aders’realisé th |sd cu33| ncgnnot

orogrese, and of ety is he captalist and fhe workers (2K PIACE i @ newspaper. t s locally, amongst the

let thems:elves be carried along too eaéily by the groups themselves, with a full knowledge of local

bourgeoisie into the commotion e miserable circumstances and under the impetue\&fnts that the
g uestpon of practical %1ea S shoul g sr%:usse'fh

conflicts of bourgeois pogpm F?eol,tv\Pesh how in the | tcen?uryhg

is true that the worker all too often drops the prey to
chase after the shadow, if it is true thatphe alll?[ooyoften peasants and the revolutionary bourgeoisie created a
’ current of ideas directed against the lords and the

o e ol o™ monarchy. n our areson he Land League
down as lon as, the capitalist remains standing, if all Ireland, we showed how the Irish wage a war without
9 P 9, truce or mercy on the lords every day. Inspired by the

:E; Ivsvgvvi?:l \évglelltb?:’tz t(;e :%’ t?]hea:megsaofifet{]gsseh\?\-/?]gm;re same idea, it is a question of finding the means to fight
P y against the boss and the capitalist, appropriate to the
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needs okach locality. What is excellent in Ireland may those who come to give a helping hand to build the
not be in France, and what gives great results in one  organisation that they lack. The task is immense; there

country may fail in another. Moreover, it is not by is so much work for every man and wamdevoted to
following the advice of a newspaper that actiongroups t he wor ker sé cause; and th
will find the best ways to fight. It is by ping the work will certainly be satisfying to those who pitch in.

guestion on the agenda in each group, it is by discussingdt is a question of organising in every town resistance

it in all its aspects, it is above all by taking inspiration  societies for all trades, to create resistance funds and to
from events which excite minds at a given momentina fightagahnst t he expl oiters, to
given place, and by looking for themselves, that they  organisations of each town and trade and to put them in
will be able to findthe most appropriate means of action contact with those of other towns, to federate them

to encourage unrest in a given locality. across France, to federate them across borders,
internationally. Workersbo
anempty word but must be practiced every day,

between all trades, between all nations. What national

But there is a general means of struggle on whech
Révoltéwants to give its opinion. It is certainly not the

only means. Butit is a weapon that workers already and local prejudices, what rivalries between different
wield everywhee, in every country a weapon that the trades did the International not meet at first; and yet

very necessities of the moment impose on them at every
turni the strike. and this is perhaps one of the greatestises\it

rendered these rivalries and these prejudices were

It is all the more necessary to speak of it today, for overcome, and we saw in the International workers of
some time now the doctrinaires and the false friends of distant countries and trades, who were once always in
the workers have been discigatampaigning against conflict, fraternising with each other. This result, let us

strike action, in order to divert the working class from  not forget, was achieved lay organisation that
this type of struggle and to cast it into the political rut.  emerged from the great strikes of the time and which

As a result of this, recently strikes broke out again grew mainly thanks to strikes. It was by organising
across France and those who inscribed upon their resistance against the boss that the International
banners thathe emancipation of the workers must be ~ managed to group more than two million workers and to
achieved by the workers themselves stood proudly build up that force beferwhich the bourgeoisie and
aloof, not throwing themselves into this struggle in governments trembled.

which their brothers and sisters succumbed under the
hardships, under the sabres of the gendarmes, under the
knives of the foremen and under the sentencesofthe A But t he strike, o0 the theo
judges. addresses the selfish inte

. not out of egotism that the worker strikes: he is driven

by misery, by the pressing needraise wages as food

It is fashionable today to say that since the strike is not aprices rise. If he endures months of suffering during a
means to emancipate the worker there is no need to strike, it is not to become a petty bourgeois: it is to
bother with it. So let us see if this objection is true. avoid himself, his wife, his children going hungry.
Then, far from developing selfish instincts, the strike
develops theense of solidarity within an organisation
as soon as it occurs. How often have the starving shared
their meagre earnings with [their] brethren on strike!
Only recently, the building workers of Barcelona were
giving up to half their scant wages to strike#so
wanted to impose on the bosses a{@inda-half hour

*k%k

Of course, the strike isot [by itself] a means of
emancipation. It is [only] by revolution, by
expropriating and placing in common social wealth that
the worker will break his chains. But does it follow that
he will wait with folded arms until the day of the
revolution? To be db to make the revolution, the mass
of workers must be organised, and resistance and the . . L
strike are excellent means for organising workers. They day (and Igt us note In passmgthey_succeeded, .
have an immense advantage over those advocated at Where_as with the parliamentary tactics, they WouId still
present (worker candidate %e k'””}gw rqﬁeflvgsgworgmg\%l%v?nkor tvlyegv 3{% i
party, etc.), namely not diverting the movement, but ever has solidarity Been prac'dsmthln € wor

keeping it in constant struggle with the principal enemy, class on such a vgst scale thaAn during the t_|me Of the

the capitalist. The strike and the resistance fund provideI nternationalds strikes.

the means to organise not only the socialist converts  Lastly, the best evidence against those who accuse the

(these seek and organise themselbesespecially strike of developing selfish instincts is the history of the
those who are not yet [socialists], although they would International. The International wasrbdrom strikes;
like nothing better than to be. at bottom, it was a strike

when the bourgeoisie, assisted by the ambitious,
managed to entice a part of the Association into
parliamentary struggles. And yet it is precisely this
organisation which manageddevelop in its sections
and Congresses these board principles of modern

9

Indeed, strikes break out everywhere. But, isolated,
abandoned to stand alone, they fail all too often. And
yet, workers who go on strike want nothingmathan

to organise themselves, to reach an agreement amongst
themselves, and they will welcome with open arms



socialism which today are our strength; ifawith all much so that one fine day the strikers of Ostrava in

due respect to the smalled scientific socialists up to Austria went to requisitio
now there has not been a single idea uttered about and thereby declared 3t heir
socialism which hanot been expressed in the xx

Congresses of the International. The use of the strike
did not prevent the Sections of the International from  But the strike, as we have said, is not the only engine of
grasping the social question in all its complexity. On the war in the struggle against capital. In a strike, it is the
contrary, it helped them as it was used to spread the ideanasses who move; but alongside of this, there is the
amongst the masses at the same time. day-to-day struggle which can be conducted by groups,
or even by individuals; and the methods to be employed
in this struggle can vary infinitg according to local
Moreover, they say that the strike does not awaken the circumstances and the needs of the moment and the
revolutionary spirit. It is the case today that quite the situation. It would even be pointless to analyse them
contrary should be said. AlImost no serious strike occurs here, since each group, if it just grasps the necessity of
these days without the appearance of troafibout the this struggle, and if it draws inspiration within the midst
exchange of blows, without a few acts of revolt. Here  of the greamass of workers, will find new methods of
they fight with the troops; there they march to storm the struggle every day. The most important thing, for us, is
factories; in 1873, in Spain, the strikers of Alcoy to agree upon the following principles:

declared the Commune and fired on the bourgeoisie; in
Pittsburgh, in the Unite8tates, the strikers found
themselves masters of a territory as large as France, an
the strike became the signal for a general uprising;
Ireland, the striking peasants found themselves in open
revolt against the State. Thanks to government
intervention, the factory rebel becomes a rebel against
the State. Today, he still has before him a docile soldier

}'i\go SSf%Setzgeogﬁfgz ass csigggthg{riagseetcgn%i?lr to by all the means found useful, against the holders of
' P 9 y i et yiothe th\ke laeilnqta&excellent neans of
)

idemoralise,0 that is to %rgaa&is'atioﬁna d ofie of tRemo \ﬁerftﬁ\ﬁeap Asfh’

eventually open the eyes of the soldier and make him .

raise the butts of his rifle into the &iefore his this struggle
insurgent brthers? If we are able, within a few years, to form such an
organisation, we will be sure that the next revolution

will not fail; that the precious blood of the people will

not be spilled in vain, an
will emerge victorious from the fight, to begin a new

era in the development of human society based on
Equality, Solidarity and Labour.

*k%

The goal of the revolution being the expropriation of the
hol ders of societybs wealt
Qhat we must organise. We must make every effort to
create a vast workersd org
goal. The organisation of resistance to and war on
capital must be the princi
organisation, and its activity must be died, not at the
futile conflicts of bourgeois politics, but at the struggle,

Finally, the strike itself, the days without work and
without bread, spent in the midst of these opulent
streets, this unbridled luxury and these vices of the
bourgeoisie, do more for the propagation of socialist
ideas than all the public meetinigstimes of calm. So

The Trade Union Congress
(Freedom October 1896)

The last Trade Union Congress, which was helthdu to such firms as do not pay Trade Union wages, and

the month past, at Edinburgh, offers a new departure, to urged that that scandal should cease. But it has refused
which it is essential to draw the attention of all thinking admission to the Congress to the representatives of three
Socialists. papers which do not pay Tradaion wages. (why are

: , . ?
In its routine business, the Congress has not departed not these papers named?).

much from its predecessors. It has entrusted its The discussion of different technical points of different
Parliamentary Comitiee to force through Parliament industries was in all respects highly instructive. Thus, to
laws relative to the supervision of mines and factories. menion one point only, we learn that out of the

It has admonished the Government for giving its orders 300,000, or so, men and children employed in the mines

L A reference to the Great Railroad Strike of 1877. (Editor) thousand went on strike, demanding not only an increase in

2 A reference to how the Paris Commune of 1871 started, wages but also the dismissal
when troops refused to fire on disns when ordered to by troops were immediately called in; on the workers, the miners
their officers (Andr ® L ®&a, réfusedito®tarcelandtiwenbem masseDstravia and foak aime o
Sociale 8 May 1871]). (BF) the food from the shops that the strikers and their families

SA reference to a minerso6 stnekdednf Ostaawaeka @Asogialt hat h
north-east of the Czech Republic but then part ofthe Austro r ev ol uti on s prle R&dtélo DecefnBen t r i c
Hungarian Empire, wibh took place in late 1881. Twelve 1881). (BF)
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T not only one thousand, and more, are killed every struggles the workers can expect to find at Congresses

year, but that alsconsiderably more than a hundred at which Social Democrats are numerous. All the hard
thousand are wounded every ybgrvarious accidest struggles by meang which the Trade Unions of this

The accuracy of this authoritative statement evidently  country have constituted their power, ameliorated the
cannot be doubted, and it goes far to show the conditions of labour (so far as they could be ameliorated
greediness of the capitalists. without expropriation), and conquered liberties for their

The same misunderstandings as last year took place ;Jhnéosngc?;st;&k:;ZyStzgSl,gnstr:lg?:]ees %%m(gtlvrﬁitseats in
concerning the soalled Socialist resolution. It is well 9 y

known thatalthough most tradanionists do not extend Parllame_nts. In_ fact, the Frengh depdlargre;treated -
their demands farther t h awe E&‘gg%{%?‘noﬁznaa YV?,[S.tBn'PfSteﬁq‘ntéciﬁlltlles’t%%'tg's? S
there is amongst them a growing feeling to the effect el pE R L S Sbstitute for the
that the control of the whole of every industrial concern Labour Conaresses. Con rZsses of the Social

ought to be in the hands of the workers thduese And Democraticgarliaméntar gre resentatives of all nations
there is a steadily growing majority of workers in At any rate guch movem):antg as those which are now '
Britain who are more and more in touch with Socialist y ’

ideas, and who simply and plainly wish that the mines going on amongst the workers of the United States,

and the factories should be socialised, in one way or Eggggﬂ;ﬁg;ﬁ?ﬁgiggr;agy’ég ﬁ] Otnhsé'tsur:? ain trade
another, and be managed and owbgthe workers. 9ag ppIng ’

Socialism makes its way in the Trade Unions as or of all miners, and, we hope soon, of the textile trades

everywhere, and although the majority of the workers as well, and the general strike which is brewing out of

do not yet rely upon the possibility of such socialisation, ggfﬁ;oggggnésérggcr:ggn\tsrr]?;:g?nzlrﬁ] rg(:jhtgrllgok at
very few among them would be opposed to it on ’

such movements on the contrary, anything but friendly.

principle. Instance, the reception given to the General Strike
But as Socialism hasveays been advocated among resolution at the London Congress.
them in its Statebs centr

i ils, {hesre%ocrje, a%s%lﬂtemy’necgsgagy that the é:’}elmé:nts Pba
for new Labour Congresses, convoked by the Labour
Organisations themselves, and not falling under the
domination of political partie$ Socialist or not

?%?RI%, not fufttpler than
f

history of the Unions brings them to distrust the State
it is evident that the unionists hesitate to commit
themselves to such resolutions, in which Social
Democrats embodyr mean to embody, their ideal of

Afarmies of workerso underSh%“%g%gzvé);kgﬁﬁ%tgﬁ%tﬁg U resﬁi
hackneyed example of the #V?yat?egg ap.?rg:ad ?HFRWQ 3 t he

Post Ofce does ot appear o e sound minds s an (o= 002 SO b S DTl
ideal of industrial organisation. g

be Germany, while everyone knoithe recent
Consequently, the stalled Soaalist resolution is expulsion of Tom Mann only too well proves ithat

always met with a certain opposition, and accepted half no International Congress can be held in Germdrgy.
heartedly, as an i mper f ec freegtkepefore shatifiretStepaovardsthe Uni oni
aspirations. So it was also at the last Congress, at whichinternationalisation of Trade Union Congresses which
more than threéourths of the delegates voted some sort was made at Edinburgh.

of Socidist resolution, but onéourth opposed it. :
Perhaps, we must mention also the presence of a

And now comes the two points in which the Congress  German unionist delegate at the Edinburgh Congress.
departed from its previous routine. But this delegate only came ¢ay that his unions were

the true ones, while there are other labour unions in
Germany which araotthe true ones probably

tbecause they keep apart from Social Democracy and do
not contribute to the Social Democratic elections.

Two delegates of the American Federation of Labour  Labour unions ought to bewse of such delegates, who
were received with the heartiest greetings; and although already divide the young labour movement in Germany

Owing to the presence of two American and one
German delegates, the Edinburgh Congress made a firs
step towards assuming emernational character.

they limited themselves to reading at the Congress into two parts the orthodox and the unorthodbxot
reports on the general conditions of labour in the States, because the latter would not be serious enough in their
it is evidentthat the questions of the International struggle againstapitalism but because they do not join

Federation of Labour Unions and of international strikes the ParliamentarySocialDemocratic movement.
must have been discussed between the American and

the British Unionists. An international union of labour organisations ought not

to know such divisions. Capital is its enemy. Direct
We heartily greet the appearance of other unionists thanwarfare against it its weapons. Let others use other
British at the British Congsss. The last International weapons, if they like; but do not prevent the labour
Labour and Socialist Congress has proved now little uni ons from using their ow
interest in their economic affairs and economic
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orthodoxy of labour unions by their willingness to use
other weapons than those of their own choice.

As to the second new venture of the Edinburgh
Congress, it is, perhaps, of even still greater importance
For the first time Trade Unionists have joined hands
with Co-operators.

It hardly need be said that the shameless behaviour of
bosses in Glasgow and Edinburgh, some of whom
boycotted the coperators and even the sisters of those
who wereemployed by the coperators, was the last
drop to bring about the alliance between the Unionist
and the Cepperator; but that that alliance was preparing
long since is selévident.

The fact that the Manchester Wholesaledperative
subscribed £3,000 the Yorkshire miners strike fund,
and opened a considerable credit to the local co
operative stores in the strike region, was a quite new
move in the right direction in the history of the-Co
operative movement.

True, that in the productive aaperative wakshop.
labour continues to be exploited for the benefit of the
shareholders; and the small share of profits which it
allotted to the workers is nothing but what every
reasonableapitalist could do to consolidate his
monopoly. True, that in some-aperatve workshops
even the trade union wages were not strictly adhered to.
But the Socialist ideas penetrate into theoperative
movement as well. The great bulk of the buyers at co
operative stores, especially in the North, are workers;
and, as such, theyeaforcibly brought to be members of
their respective unions, which again must be brought
more and more to understand the necessity of taking

possession of the necessities for production. The
Socialist ideal is thus bound to permeate both the unions
and theco-operative organisations.

But if these two movements come to join hands (as was
the ideal of Robert Owen and all the earliest Socialists),
a new invincible force will be created.

And1 what is still more importarit that now so much
asked for form of emnomic organisation of Society
without Capital and State will be indicated by that
union. While the State Socialist knows nothing to
advocate but State property, State capitalism, and State
management of industries, after the land, the mines, the
factories the railways, and so on, have been socialised,
and sees in the Post Office and the railway the ideal of
the future society Life indicates another, far more
reasonable and practical solutiontside the Statdoy
means of a direct agreement betweerctirsumer and

the producer.

That this union cannot be strong, and still less general,
so long as the present monopoly in land, factories and
capital continues to exist, is s@fident. That co
operation and unionism cannot shake off the yoke of
monopoly nerely by obtaining fair wages and making
economies in the cost of living, is again selident.

But their union points out in which direction we must
look for the economical organisation of Society when
monopoly has been destroyed by the Social Revolution

One word more. The resolutions of their Congresses are
mere suggestions to the body of the workers. Are they
less important for that?

Servitude or Freedom?
(Les Temps nouveau0 January 1900)

Up to the present, all the popular uprisings, all the
struggles of the workers against their exploiters and all
the revolutions, have resulted in only one thing:
abolishing personal servitude and the compulsory
labour that ensued. However, through a seidaws
passed during the abolition of serfdom and after
(imposed redemption, seizure of the land for the benefit
of the lord, abolition of workers unions, treated
henceforth as illegal coalitions, industrial monopolies
created by the State, and so or)fdom was
reconstituted in a new forineconomic and impersonal.
A whole new science was even created (the science of
laws, political economy, etc.) to persuade society that
this new form of serfdom represents a natural necessity;
that it is also the onlpossible guarantee of individual
freedom.

So our modern societies are in this state, that the
plundering of the workers continues but the principle is
totally changed. They do not speak to us any more of
divine right, or historical rights. But they seekassure

usi and unfortunately the immense number still believe
it T that the system of bourgeois exploitation under
which we live is theonly form [of society] that can
guarantee us the little personal freedom we enjoy. It is
to guarantee to us this initilual freedomi we are told

I that the masses must d@omedo misery, to

insecurity about tomorrow, to crises, to economic
servitudel such are the laws of nature; and any attempt
to end this exploitation by socialising production or
consumption, eachep we take in the communist
direction, would bring us back to the old regime of
personal serfdom, festablished under a new name.

* k%

Indeed, when we say that the peasant who takes land by
leasehold or who buys it by getting into debt with a
usurer isbound to work three or four days for the
privilegedi just like the serf formerly; that the lord, the
usurer, the railway companies, and a thousand other
drones pocketed all that the peasant gave to thed land
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we are told: fAyespeasahtisnes Garmae socialistsand their colleagusstfront tie Latin
longer the serf of anyone. He has a certain amount of  countriesi socialism enamoured with discipline,
freedom; his person is inviolable; he feels himself the  authority and officialdom. And, no matter what anyone
equal of those who were formally his lords; he can even says, the pyramidal organisation of labour armies,
nourish the hope to one day leave the caste of the commanded by socialist generals, isugnant to the
exploited. If he is noyet free, at least he has the vision great mass who do not wish to risk the little freedom it
of the free mati do you want him to become again the has for a Socialist dictatorship or caesarism. It does not
serf of the commune or s osee &sblyti®ndo the social question there, it does not get
enticed by that, since it already vaguely senses the
possibility of another solution; and while timegative

side of the struggle develops from day to day, nothing

pavement at the age of fifty just as destitute (except for positivehas yet emerged from the grand struggles which
more infirmities) as he was at the age of twéntiye our century has the right to be proud of. Continually,

bourgeois economist repl:. %vgry_yeaﬁ:yees%e7|mn}eq13%’s:‘[ruggle§ be&"?§£ n tr
But ask him if he would prefer to become the serf of a explmted a d th_e exploﬂe_rs. ere erupt foridable

lord, a company, or even his municipality and thus lose strikes which, W!th an evencreasing zest, assume the

the little personal liberty he possesses? Misery is the character of uprisings, or wars conducted with a

price he pays for this freedom. And gradually, thanks to bitterness and a recu_oroca_l hatred, alyvays growing.

this same freedom, by grouping and forcing society to There thle populatlons_ fse up qgamstribla, as, for

take care of his needs, he will eveaity obtain a example, in the countryside and cities of Italy. And

greater share of the riches he produces, without losing Wheneyer a big Smk? e place in Paris or London, in
his freedom. o the United States or in Russia, we feel the bloody

conflict ready to erupt. And yet, for all these struggles,
strikes and riots, foall these congresses in which the

very words Social Revolution stirs the enthusiasm in

t housands of workersod ches
on what we will do: on what are we going to get our

Likewise for the worker in the factory. When we say
that when being hired by the factory he works to enrich
his boss while he himBewill be thrown onto the

* % %

This discussion between socialists and bourgeois
economists has already lasted for more than fifty years.
ASer f orivexgnioescape this. And let us _ _
frankly admit it, since the socialists have until the hands on? How are we to organise consumption and
present been only able to offer the worker employment Production vithout bosses or monopolies? For to say
one day in fAlabour armiestBatommaWabkl B¢ LhaiBpPgeeh
of functionaries named by the State, the worker has WO T ker S dictatorshipo, as
answered until the present, not wrongly, thég future peopleo, as so many anarch
was not a happy one. He saw in the new chiefs that he Might as well say: I do not know, | do not see pagh

was offered the same exploiters as today, in addition Y&l | have not thought about it yet. When the mass of

dressed up in the uniform of a functionary. And he was P€OPI€ ask us who, by calling ourselves socialists or
absolutely right. anarchists, declare by this very fact that we study these

_ _ . . ~ things, when it asks us, if only for purposes of advice or
He knows how illusory his personal liberty is; but he is  for a vague suggestionnat we want to establish in the

of soup cooked in socialist barracks. He needs or reply with ambiguous phrases.
something else, and it is this other thing that he still has .
to find.
* % * On only one point is opinion formed. Since the day
over fifty years agd socialism clearly appeared, red
The anarchists have tried many times to find, to flag in hand, in thetreets of Paris agreement has been

formul ate t himltrétaehasinfact, & i pgtned onBrik essential point.

whole series of works whose authors, anxious above all , _ _
to preserve the liberty of the individual, have tried to " 1848, the working masses still hoped that a change in

show how the common possession of the earth and all 9overnment, that a popular Republic, could tackle the
that serves to produce wealth could be combined with 9réat social question; that the workers unions, aided by
complete feedom of the individual. But our ideas, the Statewoul_d gradually take possession of the wealth
fought by both the privileged bourgeoisie and by the ~ @ccumulated in the hands of a few; that they would
socialists of the old school, are little known by the great Préak privileges, and abolish economic servitude.
worker masses. Most of them are familiar with-p8#8  Todayi at least in the Latin countriésthat illusion is
authoritarian socialism, reprised on their bébg the destroyed, and socialists of every shade undetstei
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to accomplish anything it is necessary to destroy whose benefit a large section of the socialists proposes
property rights ovethe social capitatreated upon the to expropriate? Such are the questions which arise in a

ruins of personal serfdom. This idea emerges quite more or less clear form in the mind of every worker,
clearlyi take possession of the land, housing, factories, every peasant, every exploitpdrson, every man or

mines and the means of transptidn. The word women who at last felt in themselves the breath of
Afexpropriationo has made teedordway during the | ast ha

century: it has become established. It is these questions that we will try to answer again and

This is undoubtedly an immense step forward. But how again. For nothing but a more or less clear vision of the

to proceed with this necessary expropriation? In whose future we are aiming for can inspire the masses with the
name will it be done? For whose benefithie inner fire every Revolution demands.
revolution achieved? What, finally, is this AStateo

The Conquest of Socialists by Power
(Les Temps Nouveauxl April 1900)

We have all read day by day the debates of the socialist Leaving aside individuals, we should expect a response
Congress, convened in Paris aftee entry of Millerand of this kind from such a Congress. Two or three

into the cabinet. But when we read again in their delegates tried tgive that direction to the debates.
entirety the two reports of this same Congress given in When you are a party of reforms, it is the least that you
Humanité Nouvellby Hamon and Cornelissen, we owe to the peoplé to frankly declare what your

cannot help but make certain reflections; and our programme of reforms is. And, once the programme
readers will perhaps forgives returning to it. was formulated, it settled the special question, leaving

Over six days, more than six hundred socialistse no roomor ambiguity from now on.

elite of the French parliamentary socialistsere Well, that is precisely what the Congress did not do.
gathered in a hall. They argued, they fought. And itis in Instead of clearly formulating what it expected of its
struggle, as we know, that the great ideas of the future representatives, what did it give usRothing,

spring. Theravere amongst the six hundred delegates absolutely nothing! Zero, nil, nought! A cry of rage
many very intelligent men. Many amongst them had to escapes from thehest when reading about these

be absolutely sincere, many claimed to be debates. We knew, without doubt, we had even
revolutionaries, while a certain number had taken part predicted here, what would become of parliamentary
in the communalist revolution in Paris in 1871. socialism. But we never thought that in so few years

parliamentarianism would bring French socialism to this
point of intellectuaimpotence. Our predictions fell far
below the sad reality.

The subject of theidebates lent itself admirably to a

clear exposition of principles; it allowed the formulation
of a great and board programme of the reforms aimed at
by the socialists. Let us say more, it was a programme *oxox
of this kind that the socialist worker masses ek of

the Congress. The Paris Congress was definitely not a revolutionary

Congress we know that and it is not from this point of

It was called, as we know, to pronounce on this view that we judge it. We know that the members of
guestion: Awas Mill er and this @ohgressdake varptlifent atitudesirt relationtoh e
Galliffetand WaldeckRou s s eau c abi n et tletsocial reqolutton. Some do not believe in it at all;
which, necessarily, was transformed during the course others do not see it coming any time soon; other ones

of the debates into this othesomewhat broader, abhor the very idea of the people in the street. Some are

guestion: ACan a soci al i steadyte shaulder a rileticealqy twhea wepnil fightfino | i

bourgeois cabinet?0 the street; others will hasten on that day to organise
Aforder, 0 that -riewlutbno savy, t

Well, the only responsible answer that the Congress
could give to this question would have to be conceived But, ultimately, all agree on one point. Whether the
roughly in the following terms: revolution comes or not, they will do their best to obtain
in the current State a certain numbgredorms which

A The Co nanty dogsnotecepresent a party of they call fsocialist o

revolutionaries; it represents a party for economic and
political reforms, driven by its socialist aspirations. And Granted! Let us take them for what they say they are.
as these reforms are considered by the Congress as  Socialist reformists, while awaiting better.

absolutely urgent and necessaitiyere is the
progmamme. If a bourgeois cabinet accepts this
programme of immediate reforrisa socialist can enter
this cabinet. Otherwisen o ! 0

Well! It is on this duty of socialists and reformists that
the six hundred delegates at the Paris Congress have
failed on all points. It is in this respect that they have
been absolutely useless.

* k%
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We know, however, reformers of a very different
temper and a whole other intellectual power.

Take Necker and the Abbe
Tiers Etatand thePouvoir Exécutibf the other. Both
lived under vile absolutism. Both loathed revolution.
But they had other higher ambitions for their pdrthe
bourgeoisid whose power they sougttt consolidate.
With a firm hand and with broad aims, they sketched
the political constitution which was to take power from

the hands of the nobility and put it into the hands of the

bourgeoisie. Their treatment of the people was
detestable, they were enies of the people; but at least
theydared to thinkfor the party they represented. The
parliamentary socialists do not dare to do this at all.

Or take a modern reformerHenry Georgé also an
enemy of popular revolution. We saw him fight when
he stood s a candidate for the mayor of New York.
This one again dared to think. Not only did he promise
the people that thHael [tdh,i
had plundered New York for ten years, would be
arrested after his election, but he demanded his
nominationtcc ar ry out his great
taxo (taxation by square
of wresting the land from the landowners, of giving it
back to the people, of communalising addetlie [by
economic rent]. He bluntly developed this pragrae
before the wretched of the American city and appealed

to them to achieve his reform whose plank, as everyone

knows, borders on an agrarian revolution. Like Eudes,
he fell dead at a rally.

But where is the programme, where is the nobility of

But the others? But the other six hundred delegates
present? Did they also have nothing to say?

* *x %

Toi call yorirself a Ra@alistidods hot mebra oweeer, 6 s
renouncing any idea @hanging, even overturning, the
current political machine. On the contrary. The socialist
is forcedto conceive of another political structure than
that which exists.

Here, in fact is a State, France, which has already had
its first sketch of communal relution but which still
remains, under the name of republic, the centralised
imperial State that it was in the time of Napoleon. So
centralised that the Caesarists base all their plans on it.
The first Caesar to come will find, on the one hand, a
completecrushing of local life and, on the other, a
whole powerful machine made to drown in blood any
attempt to revolt.

Here is a State in which a forest ranger dares not sell a
tree felleq by th wind without fiftywo papers being

ew hlea>?(§han%ed betweeah M SHidashree ministries; a

municipality dares not open a school or give 100 francs

to hun ry Work rs, Wlt out the kinglet, the prefeFt

stlekm% Tu scr ﬁg th'e aeu r?%tate
axes g\f& moﬁo ofles thit dellv m

unprecedented paw to the bourgeoisie. A State in

which the clergy, thanks to its immense possessions and

political influence, is still the master and still holds [in

its hands]a third of children going to primary school as

well ashalf the young people receiving secany

education in its religious schools. A State, simply put,

which is still within the administrative customs of the

former regime, which is still a prey and a monopoly of

thought, tke audacity of the Paris Congress? It talked of the bourgeoisie. And these socialist reformists find

theconquest of powebut it knew only how to show us
its conquest by powethe conquest of socialism by the
bourgeoisie.

* % %

Do not quibble over the resolutions of the Congress. Let

us suppose that under the penalty of a
rupture between the two factions of the
party, the Congress could not do
otherwise than vote ifé space of
twenty-four hours for two contradictory
resolutions: today to say that a socialist
deputy must not enter a bourgeois cabin
and add tomorrow that he could do so
under fAexceptional
circumstances. It is true that, in our
opinion, an haest division of the party
into two factions would have been preferable to the
latent schism that continues to exist, and which
paralyses both. But let us move on.

Let us also say that the ten or twenty leaders could not
say anything but banalities or matezriminations. For
them, questions of personal influence dominated the
rest.

nothing wrong with this machinghich they
nevertheless should work to remake, if not to demolish,
in the very interest of socialist action!

Finally, France is not Germany, which is still waiting
for its 1848. It experienced the Paris Commune which,
taking in its true sense the sayifrgo Pr oud h on:

Socialism cannot be

reformist. If it refuses to be
revolutionary, it necessarily
falls into the arms of reaction.

Commune will beall or it willbenothing 6 one da
affirmed this so correct idea on the barricades and paid
with the blood of 35,000 Parisian workers.

A whole programme of economic and political
reconstruction of society can be summarigeithis
single idea of the fr-ee Co
Al'l 6, becoming the startin
differently republican than that of Millerand and Co., as
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well as the beginning of the expropriation and the not the duty of the reformist socialists, sons of the

sharing of housing, shops, factories,gurction. This communards, to at least raise the flag of this reform, if
idea represents at least a tangible form to begin the theydo not dare to go further?

social revolution, an idea already more or less familiar . %

to the French worker, especially for those who do not

want to know anything about anarchy They did not; they did not dare do anything. For to do

Welll None of this exists for these-salled so would have required the parliamentary socialists to

fconquerors of power,d we Eave had th(g audarcitgﬁgappear before therCthbe%
bourgeois power ’ ol as S‘eag rs \R/ho o é( ha?ir?h%nqj,qn?o the Shrind &f
' ther dreams, but as proud conquerors who want to
*kx conquer a better future for the people.

It is not for us to write programmes for the reformists.  But no! Except for a moment of enthusiasm at the close
But we can see from here what a proud programme of of the Congress made brief, to make amends to the
political and economiceformscould be devised on this  bourgeois calling themselves socialighat is all they
basis aloe. The Communi master of its destiny, haved o n e é

regulating itself the conditions of labour within it, Is thatall. thouaha We should be deliahted to be
completely reorganising from the bottom to the top the mistaken, we V%Omd be happy to be wgrong but we

?hzsaﬁgléaé?gzz’cg?iil:l r;?n;l)lzgr(l;[s :igﬂgeswgicgjgﬁctmg strongly believe that what was established at this
» EXProp 9 Congress$ tacitly, in such a way as not to have been

e e el of  PeEENe by h sincre members ateeing i
Parliament a’re not all the elements of a proud TH.E PARTY OF S.OCIALIST REACTION; th_e party
programme there? which, one day, will seek to strangle the social

| revolution by covering itself with the label of socialism.
For us anarchists, this is not our dream. We go much
further in our demands. But ti@mmune master of all
its destinies and the shredding of the centralised State is
certainlya reform already needed in old Europias it

Economic Action or Parliamentary Politics
Les Temps Nouveau®s June 1910

Socialismcannotbe reformist. If it refuses to be
revolutionary, it necessarily falls intbe arms of
reaction.

Let us recall once more the essence of the ideas inspiretio thus awaken in the working masses the consciousness
by the international proletariat wheraitvoke during the  of their interests and thgiiower: to make them
years 18661870. understand the necessity, for all of humanity, of a

After being convinced during the 1848 Revolution that profound revolution which would restore to Society the
immense capital accumulated by the work of all during

even the most radical of the bourgeoisie had neither thethe course of the centuries: to study. amonast the
intention nor the ability to solve the social problem, and workers themselves thnaea1ns o ac?:/,om ”Sr? this
that they would not stop at mass massacre to prévent ’ P

. X : immense economic revolution, which France tried to
proletarians from reaching that by the revolutionary ﬁjﬁetch by its communes and its sections in 1793 and,

route: after assuring themselves, later, that the Caesari ) )

in which a certain number of proletarians had had ?ater, with the support of the State_ln 1848. Such was the
r;})roblem that was taking shape, still vaguely perhaps, but

was alreag emerging in the consciousness of the

the bourgeoisie; after having derstood, finally, the workers of the Latin countries and England.

weakness of the proletariat as long as it did not rally
around a general idea and did not itself elaborate a clear *x ok
conception of the solution to the social probliem

intelligent workers had agreed upon this idea: The Revolution of 1848, followed by the Empire of

Napoleon I, and the Owenist movement in England,
1) To organise thenatves internationally by trade to followed by the bourgeois selfishness of Chartism, had
conduct a vigorous, direct, struggle against the capitalistpened theyes of a certain number of proletarians.

in the workshop, the factory, the construction Bibsy

the strike or by any other available means: Before 1848, the hopes of proletarians had been

awakened by socialist propagarnd&aint Simonian and

2) To study in every group and local and regional Fourierist in France, Owenist in England. This
federationthe various solutions to the social problem, awakening represented a real force, especially as the
with the aim of transferring the land and all the tools of bourgeois dily press then had not yet reached the extent
production and exchange to the producers and consumerkich it has today, and that the socialism before 1848
themselves. boarder, more humanitarian, and much deeper than the
State capitalism and sociological metaphysics preached
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today under the label of socialigimhad arninfinitely
stronger hold over the intellectuals of the time. Let us

And it isdirect, economie@mancipation that must be
aimed for, added the French who had already

remember only Eugene Sue, George Sand, the socialisexperienced the rahl republic in 1848.

and populist spirit of the literature of the Romantic

period.

So, when the days of February [1848] came, the blue
blouses overthrow thgourgeois parliamentary royalty.
And for three months the advanced minds of the whole
of Europe followed, anxiously, the work of the labour
Commission of Luxembourg, hoping to learn from it the
practical basis for great social reform.

iThrough

name.

t he

Republic
illusion. We will make the social Revolution or, at least,
we will begin iti or we will have the Republic only in

Having that, in principle, the workers would, first and
foremost, form a separate group. Certainly, the Great
principles of liberty, of equality, of fraternity proclaimed
in 1789 remain true for the workers, as for any other

All this ended, as is well known, with the impotence of class in society. That must never be forgotten.

the Luxembourg
[commission], with
the massacres of
June, with the
panicked persecution
of socialism by the
Blue Terror of the
bourgeoi si

After that, we could
still see the
impotence, the
inability of the
republican Chamber
elected in 1849,
which had more than
120 socia
democratic
representatives sent
by more than two
million voicesi all to
end up with
Caesarism. With the

support, let us say it, and especially with the indifferencelecrease. But, with this, it must not be forgotten either
[le laisser fairé of a large part of the socialists, after the thatthose who producall social wealth have a thousand
revolutionary elements were massacred or paralysed
during and after the defeat of the proletariat in June

1848.

Initially President, then Emperor, Napoleon lll, after
having shot and deported the republicansirpsed in
his turn the abolition of the proletariat and ended in the

mire of Compiégne.

Thinking Europe understood the meaning of these two

terrible lessons.

Then a quite natural conclusion just imposes itself.

Never to count on the radical or other bourgeois. They
have had their timeNow, even the most well
intentioned amongst them will be either useless or
dangerous if the workers do not take into their hands
social emancipation. A large, powerfabour

* % %

Since Capital and
two hostile camps in
continual struggle
reduce Labour to submission
and the other to free itself
from the yoke of Capital
Labour must itself organise
its forces,  which it can only
do by remaining on the
terrain of its own struggle

Labour are

d one to

d

Sacrificing these
principles to give
power to a socialist
saviouri as was
sometimes thought
before the
of December 1851
would have been a
crime, especially said
the French, who no
longer believed in
Caesarism.

The few liberties
acquired at the price
of so much blood
remain a preous
heritage, doubly
cherished by the
workeri a heritage
that must always be
increased without
ever letting it

interestof their own Thefactory, the mill, the building
site, the mine, is a whole woridintimately linked

without doubt to the political structure of society, bhut

world apart.

The relations of Capital and Labour is the interest that
prevails there. The essence of everyeatyds made up

of the intimate organisation of these three immense

branches: consumption, exchange of products, and the
production of wealth. And those wipooducethis

wealth are the only ones able to exprss views on

struggle

all that concerns this immenseganisation.

More than that. Since Capital and Labour are two hostile
camps in continual struggieone to reduce Labour to
submission and the other to free itself from the yoke of
Capitali Labour must itself organise its forceghich it
can only do byemaining on the terrain of its own

organisation is necessary to do thiie emancipation of And when it feels the strength to stipulate terms to

the workers must be the task of the workers themselvesCapital, it will have to do it not with cap in hand asking

proclaimed the International admission into capitalist Parliaments. It will have to do it

in a body, dealing on an equal foa with the power

17
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formed by capitalisniii| i ke t he prol etarians who***

withdrew to Mount Aventi "We'cdh no%vsude}stgand Kot the I?n&li&h%rgdaign%t' d a

time in the International. movement, reinforced by its economic experience, and
Conscious of the strength that the intelligent conceptionthe French worker current, reinforced by its political
of what they want will give them, workersligtipulate experience of 1848852 met, were strengthened when
to the Capitalists the terms they want, and they will makdhe French came to London in 1862 for the first uniaders
them accept. exhibition; how they united to form the International

* %% Workers Association.

When the French and English initiators of International
H&us wanted to createoutwith any relation with
government a powerful machine of worker war against
Capital, they thexfore acted as infinitely more profound
sociologists than these sirs of government education
We read the other day that the miners in the north of  think.

England would strikagainst the eight hour day law . xx

passed by the English Parliament. And that reminds us of

the very fair words of old Gladstone. When they came t&We do not know what parliament would be in an

ask him to pass the eighour day law in Parliameiitii |  egalitarian society in which there would be neither
hesitate to do it, 0 he s aexpbitersidr exploited.lPeobably) igwouldsnbtsxt o r k e
discuss this matter well argjree upon itlf they do, all. As it is in our current societies, parliament is what
they will let me know and then | promise that | will put has replaced the camarilla, that is to say, the rabble of
everything at their service to getthe lpva s s e d . 0 people who once had influence at Court, and placed
pemselves between the king and the people.

Furthermore, Parliament is the not place where we can
discuss with the slightest chance of success the thousa
guestions arising from the relations between Caaitdl
Labour.

This response was deeper than it was previously thougﬁ
Indeed, it was not in Parliament that it was necessary toToday, the mission of Parliament isalto place itself
discuss whether the eighbur day should be madlegal  between the executive (the king, the cabinet, the

for all. If the workers, or only a large minority of president in the United States) and those they govern:
workers, agreetb impae the righthour day on the preventing these from oppressing them too much; but at
bosses, the eigiftour day would become an the same time, to maintain the privileges of the rulers
accomplished fact. and the establishedterests of landowners of all kinds

But alegal day represented a double danger. and industrial Companies.

To hold the executive in check; to only grant the powers
it demands which are needed to subdue the people and
deny those which could be a danger to the bourgeoisie;
to protect alreadgstablished monopolies and to create
new ones, without, however, weakening the old dnes
that is the function of every parliament. And we must
recognise that where there are a State and Government,
this kind of control certainly represents a guarantee
aganst autocracy and the rule of the camarilla. Without
this it would be the return to the regime of the whim of
the King and his minions.

First, because a certain number of workenstably the
Durham miner$ were already workintessthan eight
hours: andecond, because once legalised, the dight
day would soon becon@bligatoryfor workers. They
would not dare to work less. Indeed, the conservatives,
like John Gorst who flirted with socialist politicians,
expressed it differentlyf the State imposethe eight

hour day on the bosses, it will also impose it on the
workers This is what has always made several English
trade unions resist all protective intervention by the
State, and refuse its patronage.

But todestroythe monopolies established by the same
bourgeoisie, téesserthe power of the monopoliststo
accomplsh arevolutionin the relations between the
various classes of society,dbolishexploitationi no
intelligent and honest man has ever said that it could be
within the powers of a parliament. On the contrary,
whenever it has been a question of accorhiplgsthe
slightest of political or economic revolutions, those who
The danger, moreover, was foreseen already in the really wantedit were alwaysutside the government and
sixties when some of the English trade unions refused teational representation.

ask the State to legalise and protect them like
shareholders of copanies.

They were a thousand times right, and it wasatgble
that they have yielded to the statist sirens. The English
judges who have just refused to grant the trade unions,
taken under the tutelage of the State, the right to give
part of their dues for the expenses for the election of
their members of phament were logical. Patroniséd
ruled! There is no way of getting around this.

In France, during the Great Revolution, it was the
municipalities and, in the big cities, the sections,asw
These workers did not want the State to intervene in thefihally the clubs that were the organs fevolutionary
struggle against Capital, and they were perfectly right. progress. In England, it was for nearly a half century the
Protective force of Capital, its intervention would only trade union$ secret at first, and then later openly

be interested and eventually became a danger for Labowhich undertook to conquer new rights for the people
18



and which have conquered seserious concessions for And it was this attempt that the socialist politicians
the workers by a thousand means that were resorted tosucceeded in causing to be abandoned by dangling in

without too much talk. front of t he workers the mi
This is also what the workers of other nations tried in powero for the | ast thirty
186670, by founding the International. Let us now see what the results were.

The Bourgeoisie and Parliamentary Socialism
(Les Tenps Nouveayx23 July 1910)

Let us now see what were the results of the tactic which Take all the labour legislation of the last forty years in
consisted in organising 0Aalohe éoentes of theawordd;] apdssay: Iothere & single i a
partiesd marching t owianm ds law, h nglémeasurg, that has reverfsed the prapartions

the bourgeois State, of cour$ghat is the outcome of of produced wealth that goes to the capitalist exploiter
the forty-five years during which this tactic was on the one hand, and to the exploited worker on the
followed? other? Name only one that has just alteresl t

proportion in a way to enrich the worker a little or else

Let us say it clearly. It was, on the one hand, almost halfcurb the enrichment of the bourgeois?

a century of respite for the bourgeoisie, from which it
intelligently took advantage to increase and extendits For thirty to forty years
power, consolidate it, give it a broader and more solid has increased thredour-, ten fold. Let us only recall
basis. that where the weaver supervised twohvee

mechanical looms in 1860, today he monitors ten,
twelve of them, and even up to twenty in the United
States; that where it took man a month or more to

ol produce the wheat necessary for his subsistence for a

Al'l the time we were toldY¥8yp SR{C}T ducgs f foda 'E‘?“'X%df‘y wPningf 4| e
was in the name of a ckastruggle that the workers branches fof the economy

were called upon to enter into parliamentary struggles, The progress of science, the development of the

as a distinct political party. technical spirit, the invention of new machines, the
extension of networks of exchange, and above all the
blossoming of ideas of freedom, thrown into the world
by the evolutions of 178®3 and 1848 for it is they
which gave to the sciences, to the spirit of invention and
to technique the audacity which characterises the
second half of the nineteenth centurgll this has
increased our productive power in very high
proportions.

And, on the other hand, it was the conquest by power of
what represented the bulk of the labour movement.

Well, as a class, as producers, the workers, by their
parliamentary action, have not approached by a single
step towards the conquest of pawethe State. The
bourgeoisie has indeed made way in its councils for
some representatives of the working class, after being
assured that they would offer no danger. But as for
losing the least part of its political or economic power,
that did not happeWe can even say that this double
power has increased, for the simple reason that the But, this being an established fact, how then is it
immense, incredible increase of wealth, the immense  possible that welbeing has not already established
accumulation of operating capital and the concentration itself in the working class? Our fathers, the French

of political force in the hands of modern States were socialists of the last forty years, had already proved that
made fo the benefit of the bourgeoisie, and the worker at least half the product the labour of the worker goes
masses themselves contributed to this. to his boss. That i nsphered
full (entire) product of his labour to the workeslt

since the productive capacity of the worker has doubled
or tripled since then, webeing should have already

Is there a single bourgeoisie in the world today who
fears the socialist party in its parliament? Not a single

one: been established in his home if this exploitation had

iThey recko wi t h us, 0 t henl beergreduckd by hale mwotildhave Begrpaluséribus S
tell you, but it is a si mpegitindfer welldeihg if hé dld progortieh thad orya f e
replied the intelligent b vedn nthidt&ined . Ailf they had not

we would have brought the W
indeed what the English liberal bourgeoisie had done by | in a hundred K ho K .
backing the candidature$ @ few miners as soon as the scarcely one In a hundred workers who know a certain

miners began to become dangerous in the years 1860 We”'be"?g’ while thousands and thous_ands of
1870. bourgeois, small and medium, are enriched every day at

an appalling level. Despite the noise that hesnbmade
about labour legislation, the enrichment of the
bourgeoisie by the exploit

Jfqﬂs }s no? theecasg, Horwgvgr.l V\Ye %le}]oev th;tnt l|s. S

* k%

And why should the bourgeoisie fear the representatives
of what is today called socialism?
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always growing. The insolent mob, mocking the Their first care here, as in the eigitour day law, in
socialists, always increases. t he wor ker s aw op eniossiara alisthe rest h e
T their first care is to ensure that the monopoly of the
exploitation of labour, assured to the bourgeoisie by the
modern State, is neither undermined nor threatened in
any way. Their great preoccupation is to secure
themselve and to prove to the exploiter that monopoly
will suffer no infringement from the new measure: that
with a |ittle Aknow howo t
e the strength of monopoly and give it a more solid
foundation: the consent of the exploited themsshAt

most the new law will serve as a slight stimulus for

those of the bourgeoisie who would be likely to sink

into the life described by Zola ire Ventre de Paris

Why then would the bourgeoisie fear the statist and
parliamentarysocialists, who serve it so admirably as a
safety value? Are not those who have allowed it to
pocket almost the totality of the immense increase in
wealth over the last hatfentury, without putting up any
resistance, not its reliable allies?

Perhag you will say that it is going too far to represent
the parliamentary socialists as the guard dogs for the
enrichment of the bourgeoisie? Well, take any law
regarded as the embodiment of socialist thought. Take,
for example, income tax. And whether it be income tax, the eigidgur day law,

the law of associations, or penss the somewhat
intelligent bourgeois easily understands that these laws
do not in any way affect his monopolies; he realises that
they ensure his privileges. The less perceptive, after
some resistance, are finally convinced when they see
the immense acooulation of wealth in the bourgeoisie
and the incredible development of the class of owners
The men of 1793 understand perfectly that a progressivewhich they themselves observe around them, and of
tax, which would rise very rapidly to hit large incomes  which each new census brings them striking proofs.
would disrupt all production and deprive the bourgeois
of the lure of enrichment by the labour of the masses.
They knew that the abolition ofddal rights without

any redemption, the income tax such as they wanted,
the limitations on the right of inheritance —
they had introduced, production by the | \Why then would the bourgeoisie fear

communes and the organisation of h . l
exchange based on the saocial the statist and par |amentary

establishment of values, which they wer|  gocialists. who serve it so admirably
trying i all these wereneasures for the '

expropriation of the rich, for the as a safety value?
equalisation of fortunes equality in fact,
as they said then.

The idea of a pragssive tax on income was launched
by the Great [French] Revolution in 1793. What was
wanted at that time was to trim by taxation all income,
landed and bourgeois, so that they were kept within
certain limits: from 1,200 to 20,000 francs per person,
without ever exceeding the latter lindit.

No, nowhere does the bourgeoisie fear the
parliamentary sociadis. It recognises in them its allies.
If there is a black spot which it currently dreads, it is

precisely the workers who are not recruited into
It was the overthrow of the economic system hitherto  political parties: the miners of Colorado, the metallurgy
based on the exploitation of the poor. and metal workers around Pittsburgh, and, in Europe,

. . , the French, Spanish and Italian unions rebelling against
And what do the parliaentary socialists now do with statist regimentation.

income tax? Do they even dare to advocate the theory as _
it was understood in 1793? Even to draw it to the Only those who are not conquered by power arouse its
attention of the workers? Never! fears

Natural Selection and Mutual Aid
Humanity December 1896

After remarking that the subject of mutual aid is than science can give; and this, together with the
essential to any philosophy of humane science, the patronage of Church and Statends to impair the
lecturer pointed out that, in the continual development usefulness of Science. Political Economists who know
of science, periods necessarily oct@as nowi when nothing of the life of the people and the actual

there seems to be no satisfactory progréssetbeing a conditions of production, write learned works which are
temporary pause while preparation is made for a new accepted as scientific; and in the same way Natural
step, an advance to further generalisations. Untrained History is studied in clad laboratories and not, as
minds, impatient at the delay, attempt to supply more  Audubon studied it, in the open forests. Thus

I For more details, seEhe GreafFrencH Revolutionch.
LVII and LIX

20



conclusions are arrived at which are antagonistic to
human nature, and it is believed that science is

somehow instructing us to take each other by the throat.

But science has no suphescription for us, and indeed
no prescription at all; it merely tells us faitashat
consequences foll ow what
a-days made to answer for every sort of outrage, is the
explanation of every villainy, as, for example in our
recenttreatment of the Matabele, whose extinction is

justified on the pleatha
cruel , but it i s their n
equally fAscientificd asse
Huxl eybés theory, torelshow, be

where each being is against each, and there is no need
for the spectators to turn their thumbs downwards (the
signal for thecoup de gracg because no quarter is ever
shown in any case, since life is a continual free fight.

But, said thdecturer, Darwin does not teach this. He
proves that there is a struggle for existence, in order to
put a check on the inordinate increase of species. But
this Astruggled is not to
petition, but there is also what is still more ionfand a

law of mutual aid, and as soon as the scientist leaves his
laboratory and comes out into the open woods and
meadows, he sees the importance of this law. Only
those animals who are mutually helpful are really fitted
to survive; it is not the strongut the ceoperative

species that endure.

Instances of mutual aid, of which any number might be

of association among animals is of course to be seen
among Monkeys, whose combined defence is so perfect
that it has been said that they seldom die any but a
natural death, anidstances are recorded of their

carrying off the dead body of a comrade from the tent of
bisshunsae murder@&rDar wi ni smo i S now

Mutual aid is thus a very substantial element in
existence, and not for utilitarian purposes only, but for
hes enjoyment of life. The higét developed in , .

28 St Ut cbus Il indrealel
i §g§gﬁttéh§°?“ Sl e

{hel cre%s%of xpege%cee’adl a

It remains to apply this p
may be true of thébaniimali
man? |Is it true of savages

Spencer and Huxley have in some degree lent their
sanction. But those who have lived among savages
know that it is true. The records of the early travellers in
Oceania and the Pacifisles led to that conception of

hag beeenupgu?eg bry Fat%r(?/vﬁt(a Butn as g ma(ftér Eﬂf ijja(r?t,e

scientific investigation has revealed in these races a
“remarkable wealth of institutions for mutual aid, dmel
existence of a happy and peaceful society without
authority or government. In the tribal state which
preceded the family every possession was shared in
common, and whatever was held by the individual
returned to the tribe at his death. In the village

communitiesofs&c al | ed nAbar barians.

guoted, may be seen even in the less developed forms ofommon ownership of land, and a jury system which

life. Land-crabs migrate in columns from sea to land;
and the lecturer narrated how he had watched an
overturned kingcrab at the Brighton Aquarium
laboriously set on its feet again by the repeated efforts
of its companions. The good will of ants is signified by
a free gift of food from full crop to empty crop, and this
pact of friendship is not confined tndividuals but
extends to whole nests, thus showing that the Stomach
exists not for individuals only but for the community.
Natural Selection comes to aid those species that are
social.

Much is said of birds
prey arecomparatively few in number, whereas the

other kinds, where man has not come on the scene, are

countless, as for example, the passenger pigeons in
America, which once flew in such flocks as to obscure
the sun for days, or the various species which in high

northern latitudes breed in immense numbers and all co

operate to scare away the intruding robber.

So, too, with the mammals. There is much talk of the
savagery of lions and tigerbut how few they are by
comparison, let us say, with the whole villages of
prairiedogs, who live in perfect amity and
comradeship! The lecturer further instanced the vast
processions of buffaloes that might once be seen in
North America, the beasts pfey that followed them

being merely the scavengers of nature. The highest form

settled quarrels by arbitratidnintelligence having been
developed to this extent out of mutual aid.

In spite of the teachings of supposed scientific
authoities, mutual aid exists largely among the poorer
classes of talay; and if we leave printed matter, and go
to study the actual facts of life, we find great material to
support this belief. It was because Huxley eloeked

this law of mutual aid, that liwas driven to look for

help from another quarter, and so gave some
countenance to the idea of a return to supernaturalism.

6 %nocesE osf Mutual fA\Id has been develoged r{romtthle "
f|r l%lfg countleSs ageg 5n$0|¥g afimalR s

application to Man is only a continuance of the same
law. Let us note the lesson of Nature. In times of
scarcity, how do animals and birds act? They migrate;
or, like the ants, take concerted measures to provide
themselves with food. Yet Man, the hagt of animals,
thinks he has no option but to rob his fellows, as
Englishmen have robbed and spoiled the Matabele
There is no need of any extraneous or supernatural help
or admonition. All the elements of morality are inherent
in Nature, if we would buttady them.

Only those animals who are
mutually helpful are really
fitted to survive
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A Letter from Russia
Le Libertairg 22 July 1921
Comrades and Friends, administration, the mass of the people is excluded from
The last war has proven, beyond all doubt, that in r%corrLstLLichloS;eaanud ':hteso[lgctattl)rlagspo;/v?r];? cr);thlf viati
todayobdés society it is abst%?ekj/h&s%nﬁ) ra@a%e hgltn?Sy ﬂT@pg TY'3"9 a
will come when wars would become impitds as long ' 99 '

as the present exploitation of labour by Capital and It is therefore obvious that the workers of central and
backward nations by nations more advanced in industry western Europe, particularly the Latin ones, when they
continues to exist. As long as this exploitation lasts, know the results of the Revolution in Russia should
wars will devastate humanity and hinder its look for more effective means of reaching their goals.
development. The foryear war (whib still continues) Already in the Firstnternational, when they were

has confirmed once again what socialists of everyshadest udyi ng fipubl i c services

have repeatedly stressed: As long as Capital can buy thesought the solution of the social problem by the
strength of Labour and enrich itself by the toil of others, socialisation of production and exchange; but they
there will be internal wars. And what is true for a nation wanted to get there not by the centralised State but by
is also true for the society of peoples. The nation which the federatiorof free Communes, the decentralisation of
precedes other nations in its economic development (or production and exchange, and the awakening of the
else, only believes that they have preceded), will local initiative of groups of producers and consumers.
inevitably seek to enrich themselves by force of arms. In short, they studied the question of how to build the
new society not by orders from the centre, but by
corstruction from the simple to the complex, always
encouraging local and individual initiative, instead of
killing it by armies of functionaries who carry out the
will of the centre as best they can.

Under the present conditions wars willuet; and their
character, as we have seen recently, will be more and
more ferocious, more and more abominable, and more
and more disastrous for the generations to come. Under
these conditions the need for a profound reconstruction
of society upon new baséghat is to say, for a social The experiment conducted in Russia has confirmed the
revolutioni becomes more and more obvious. The needto develop these tendencies of autonomy and
bourgeoise itself is beginning to realise it. And thatis  federalism, and it is in this direction that without doubt
why it is absolutely essential for those who are most the efforts of the workers will head, as soon as they
interested in reconstruction to discuss thoroughly the  delve into the great and difficult questions that confront
essentiafeatures of the changes in the structure of every revolution, as had been done ia fibderalist

society which it is a question of achieving. International.

So far, the workers have had little interest in this kind of Brothers and friends of Western Europe, history has
discussion. They did not believe in the possibility of an imposed a formidable task on your generation. It falls
impending social revolution. But they must nege that upon you to begin to apply the principles of Socialism
they were wrong. Life itself, and above all the war, has and to find practical forms. And it is upon you that falls
imposed reconstruction. The social revolution knocks at thetask of developing the new structures of a society
our doors. Furthermore, as you will undoubtedly learn  where the exploitation of man by man, as well as

when your delegates return from Russia, the attempt at alasses, will have disappeared and, at the same time, a
Jacobin social revoluin which has been taking place society where, instead of the centralisation which brings
on a large scale for nearly three years has not produced us oppression and wars, will develop ausend centres
the results we were hoping to obtain. of life and constructive forces in free Trade Unions and

They will explain this failure by the war, which is still ~ ndependent Communes.

on going. But the cause is much deeper. History pushes us in this direction.

The Revolution of November 194dught to establish in ~ Well, let us courageously get to work!

Russia a mixed regime of I_Be?ul% ﬁréjalf&v%tﬁ the%o%rkéjbdyces ((‘)f(:E")ennéfa{cti%‘rIy Ise

aut h oritarian Commun i s m.. (‘e/a'pi{al hnd'the Broq/iﬁe%&gteq Rrd iﬁo(ﬂjrug%ups
centralised Collectivism, which has been popularised in and congresses, in our Trade Unions and in our

EL."Ope for f_o_rty years under the nar_T_1e of Marxi_sm. And Communes, we will find the necessary elements to

tnhc;f aiggnmtpr’:eltrgﬁsbﬁoac:g(f)(\)/\:ledged has certainly build a new society, the Society of Labour and Liberty,
9 P ) free from Capital and the State, and from the cult of

The attempt to establish a highly centralised power, Authority.

imposing the communist revolution by decrees and by

armies of bureaucrats [employédid not succeed. The Moscow, August 1920

usual vices of every centralised State gnaw away at this_
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Kronstadt: The end of the Bolshevik Myth

For most anarchists, the Kronstadt rebellion of early 192These events resurfaced 17 years later when Trotsky
needs little introduction. Rightly so, as it is one of theentered into discussions over its meaning and importance.
critical events of the Russian Reviddun and for This provoked Emma Goldman to pen the classic
revolutionaries your position on it indicates your positiom Tr ot sky Protests Too Muchc¢
on a host of other issues (although some more questio@emmunist Federation in Glasgow, also in 1938) as well
are needed to differentiate the Trotskyists from thas Ci | i gi afoisr satr ta gp ea rTehd sa ¢
Stalinists). de Cronstadt et la destinée de la Révolutiorsrs eLa i n
Révolution Prolétarienne 10 September 1938 (a

The revolt broke out in Kronstaat naval base protecting ndicalist magazine established by Pierre Monatte in

St. Petersburg (then named Petrograd), in solidarity wiffy_ . A .
a strike wave in Petrograd, one of a series of gene Aprs at the beginning of 1925). The artisks translated

strikes taking place across Russia at the start of 1922;%%?;%;05?&:?;?3 jzs egé\:cgr ggm&n?g;iga Ft(;]re

These strikes, provoked by supply problems but so . ,
raisingpolitical demands such as Ofre)llowmg month as a pamphlliv%rrttl\f\lﬁﬂ?f Eron?arslt o

soviet democracy, were subjec
to immediate Bolshevik
repression (martial law, arrestin
of strikers, arresting Mensheviks
SRs and others, etc.). The sailo
of the two main battleships
stationed at Kronstadt (the
Petropavlovsk rad the
Sevastopol) held meetings an
sent delegates to the city t
discover what was happening
These groups reported back ar
the sailors passed the famot
Petropavlovsk resolution
(included by Ante Ciliga in his
article on the revolt, reprintec
below). This was brought to a
mass meeting of sailors, soldiel

OThe

revol
workers must not only
destroy the bour
state: they must also
guard against the
growth of a new
apparatus which may
wrest power from

ut introduction. It soon sold
out, necessitating a
reprint in July 1942. It
then appears to have
fallen out of print before
last appearing inThe

Raven: An Anatuaist

Quarterly No. 8

(October 1989), which
was a shame as it
addresses  well the
fundamental issues
expressed by the revolt
and indicates the lessons
to be drawn from it as
the Editors of the
Freedom Press pamphlet

geois

and workers at Anchor Squar t hem. 6 suggest:
and was passed almos The revolutionary
unanimously (only three workers must nio only

Bolshevik functionaries voted against it).

The resolution invoked the spirit of 1917, demanding that
the promises of Octobeelkept now that the civil war had
been over for months: soviet democracy, trade union
autonomy, freedom of speech, assembly and organisation,
amongst others. The Bolsheviks replied with an
ultimatum: surrender or face the consequences. No
attempt was mad® negotiate with the rebels, who were
slandered as following a White General, while the base
was isolated as martial law and providing provisions
ensured the end of the strike in Petrograd by Malth 4
Kronstadt fell to Bolshevik forces on the"@f March
1921.

For Emma Goldman and Alexander Berkman, the
crushing of Kronstadt crystallised their steadily growing
uneasiness with the regime and they finally broke with it.
As news of the revolt spread, libertarians across the world
followed their example ah any lingering support for
Leninés regi me
Bolsheviks justified the repression, spreading lies to do so.

evaporated.

destroy the bourgeois state: they must also guard
against the growth of a new apparatus which may
wrest power from them. Any political party
seeking to centralise control in its own hands, has
to set up instruments to ensure that its plans are
carried out; to control not only the defeated
bourgeoisie, but also the revolutionary workers
themselves. Inevitably, conflicts will arise
between it and the economic and social
organisations set up by the workers. They can
only end in the suppression of onengo by the
other.

Such a conflict may however be masked by
certain aims which both the workers and the
Airevolutionary gover nmi
common. Both aim to overthrow the Bourgeoisie

at home and abroad. In withstanding the counter
revolutionary attaks of the Bourgeoisie, the
cg\n{lict b?t\_/%e n _thes V\éorrlﬁeers an{j ﬁhg = new stat(? i% e
concealed in their common struggle; under cover

of which the new state power seeks continuously
to entrench itself at t
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organisations, until it finally werthrows them quartes of the DOT rating$ the Kronstadt mutineeiis
altogether. had served in the fleet at
. P .. data suggests Afor the DOT
Thls c_on_sohdatlon_of the power of the 9OVEINING; 3 504 could have been drafted before 1911, 52% from
minority inevitably involves ruthless suppression, 911 to 1918 and tefms offhestwa f
and the workers, their liberty lost and deprived o attleships whose sailors played the leadin roleoin 1921
responsibility in the ordering of their lives andrevolt thF:a Petropavlovsk zng the Sevastogol he shows
economy, sink back into their prevolutionary t h a’t A a tp the time opf ’ the
apathy The rgvolutlonary opportunlty has Once%0.2% were recruited into the navy before 1914, 59%
more been missed. Meanwhile the new state i3 , o i o i
forced to go further and further down the road tdomed in the yars 191416, 14% in 1917 and 6.8% in the
years 191&81. So 93.2% of the sailors who launched the

a bleak totalitarianism. To prevent the initial
setting up of such a new governing power is the
lesson which must be lgd from the Kronstadt
tragedy. The Kronstadt Revolt[London:
Freedom Press, 1942], 6)

Ciliga (18981992) was a cfounder of the Communist
Party of Yugoslavia but came to reject Leninism after
seeing Stalinism in practice in Russia. As recounted in his
book The Russian Enigm@940, 1979), he waarrested

by the secret police as a Trotskyist and deported to a
labour camp in Siberia. Expelled from the Soviet Union
in 1935, he soon broke with Trotsky over the nature of the
Soviet Union, which Ciliga correlgt argued was state
capitalist, and moved towards a libertarian socialisrfi
position for a number ofyears (9d¢ c hael S.

(FigTxh, e fARA@lt tei C

Ante Ciligg18981992)

revolt in 1921 had been there in 1917. In short, the

seem to h
a%odiet t h «

maj ority of men

Fl eet

Ciliga, Trotskii, and State Capitalism: Theory, TacticsStudiesvol. 24, no. 4, 508) Thus:

and Reevaluation during the Purge Era, 19B® 3 9 0 ,
Slavic ReviewVol. 50, No. 1). As such, he was well
placed to refute Trotsky both theoretically and from
experience.

Yet while Ciliga summarises the importance of Kronstadt
well, a few extra comments are needed.

First, it must be noted that Kronstadt in 1917 was not a
Bolshevik stronghold, although they were influential. The
majority trend was SRlaximalist T a grouping
somewhere between the L&Rs (the main peasant party)
and the anarchisisand this resurfaced during the revolt.
This explains the clear oppositioto wagelabour
expressed in the Petropaviovsk resolution and in the
articles published during the revolt in the newspaper
Izvestia (Paul Avrich quotes from these articles
extensively inKronstadt 192 Princeton, N.J.: Princeton
University Press, 1970as does Voline iThe Unknown
RevolutionOakland: PM Press 2019]).

Second, Trotskyds cl ai ms

academics. However, as this claim is regularly repeated
by Leninists of Atypes, it is worthwhile summarising this
evidence.

Academic Evan Mawdsl| ey
reasonable to chall enge
there had been a fdAmarked

Although the number of ratings in the Baltic Fleet
as a whole rose by 1 December 1920 to 24;914
still 1,079 below the establishmentthe basic
composition of the DOT did not change greatly.
The important point isthat the 10,000 new
recruits were trainees, not replacements . . . and
these men were in training depots in Petrograd,
not at Kronstadt; furthermore, as at 1 December
only 1,313 of a planned total of 10,384 had
arrived. It also seems unlikely that the new
volunteers could have been appearing in large
numbers by the end of February 1921; those that
did were probably in Petrograd and not aboard the
ships of the DOT . . . [and soO] remaobilisation,
difficulties in finding suitable replacements . . .
[meant] thaas many as threguarters of the DOT
ratingsi the Kronstadt mutineeiishad served in
the fleet at least since the World War.

By the time of the rising the demobilisation of the

t hadigert Jalses’ Fall Phrdhyt be§uh 2 T.Y. TH& |
1917 had been replaced in 1921 has been debunked by er classes 1 rdy’ bellul .. 7.

composition of the DOT had not fdamentally
changed, and anarchistic young peasants did not
predominate there. The available data suggest that
the main difficulty was not . . that the

c o n ceaxperieeced sailpre werefileing dereobkiliaes.
t h e Rpthes theyavers notibeing demphilized rapidly o |
c h @emogob. 58-¥)) t h e

composition

the men in the fleet . . . particularly . at the Kronstadt another academic, Israel Getzler in his excellent account

Nav al Base. o From t he
t hat the situation in
that Athe majority of

and available information indicates that as many as-three

A s tbhrktohstadt EEuFi
t h eqyP Oghg
me NyepibAsHafed it 6f thos¥ Selvifigf it tReSBaltt fleetlor 1

n% the rAvBIGtiGn: alsd ifvesiilQteh this
ehtéd" Sdentc8it 2ondiudidhd ¢ e
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1st January 1921 at least 5% were drafted before 1918. InternationalWorkers of the world and ppessed peoples
Over 80% were from Great Russian areas, 10% from thmite!: proceedings and documents of the Second
Ukraine and 9% from Finland, Estonia, Latvia andCongress, 192(QNew York: Pathfinder, 1991], vol. 2,
Pol and. He argues that t hlBl-2yi wuch ear perspeptigel iwvduld chardly daccépe d
still predominated in Kr&momnmasdtadadst heealelnd f of  1s902v0i
presentsmar e fAhard statisticakctircuhstanee® | i ke that just quo

by also_ investigating the crews of the two malg such, the crushing of theréhstadt revolt as well as

battle'shlps, the Petropaviovsk a'?d the Sevastopol e general strikes across Russia which inspired it

shqwmg that of the 2,028 soallors where_ years C)Ejefinitely marked the end of the Russian Revolution but

enlistment are known, only 6.8% were recruited in thE’liS did not come out of the blue but rather reflected a

yeas 191821 and they were the only ones who had no ountefrevolutionary process which begun nearly as soon

] . . as the Bolsheviks had seized power in 1917. The

é%zrr%l.)ri-trjhi UFr?i&/eergrt aprsez\éleiggg]mgg]rja@ambrldge. Bolsheviks had been undermining soviet democracy and
9 y ' ’ disbanding soviets elected with rBolshevik majorities

The available information indicates that by length of r om t he spring Toef Statt id8

servce the sailors of Kronstadt in 1921 had been thef@evolution Theor y a nRloodBtaired: Onec e O

since 1917 including the sailors manning the battleshipdHunded Years of Leninist Counterrevoluticed. Friends

whi ch were fAthe powder k efdh®on Barbn Edinbegh/rOakiandhkgPress, 2013]y. e 0 v

n [. g] i ven t heir ma turity %i\r}eﬂ thise, thdeVents & Mdrch 1921nm%stt nottbé’vie\ﬁee €

their keen disillusionment as formearticipants in the

revolution, it was only natural that these seasora-

bluejackets should be thrust into the forefront of t N ; ;

uprising. o (Avr i-whieals®: cactivists o f t he

been there during the 1917 revolutiodrgnstadt 1917

noted that fa good ma had been participants of the ’
ample experience in organigatal and political
work since 1917. A number had lostanding 1917 revol |

associations with Anarchists and the Social

Revolutionari es o fRossiid . L S .

joined in the decision to felect the Kronstadt in isolatin. This also refutes the lorgganding Leninist
Soviet and its Tfcrewame ngéefidne that KeoAstadt Yhado fto Igel eusted as
(The Growth of the Red ArmjPrinceton: Princeton i Revol uti onary Russiaod had
University Press, 1944], 155, 138) took place elsewhere. Ignoring the awkward fact that there

So Getzler was right to c@nethinglelofihereyelutignianypdereveiution, 5
caseod that the fAacti vi st Wouldhavepgenmarkeg Hyjthe [deplogy and practicgof
participants of thehel 9y BHRBVENINAUS®Enso as had t

veteran sailors of thPetropavliovskand theSevastopol This included the dogma on the necessity of party
who spearheaded it. It was certainly true of a majority dfictatorship and so we see, for example, during the
the Revolutionary Committee and of the intellectuals . . Hungarian Revolution which had seen libertarians form

Likewise, at least threquarters of the 10,000 to 12,000the firstwor ker s councils in D
sailors-- the mainstay of the uprising were old hands t h ey Aifelt t hat t he powe
who had served in the naVRgvolutibnarg Ga/drning Eduncit [ofdBels Bunjowere t i
(226) excessive . . . For the syndicalists the legitimate holders of

Third, Ciliga mentions but does not dwell on theProletarian sovereignty were the Worl_<ers co_uncils It
ideological context. The notion that the dictatorship of th&/@s not long before they saw their cherished ideals
proletariat required, indeedtas the dctatorship of the 9 €f eated Dby the wunited part
party had been Bolshevik policy since early 1919 atthg! €ctions were held for thg
latest and practice since July 1918 (ideology often takea" d ~ Sol dierso  Deputi es. L
while to adjust to practice). By the time of the Seconéfudapest Eighth district edeed a slate consisting solely
Congress of the Communist International, leadin f syndicalist and anarchist write deputies in place of

Bolshevik Zinovev was proclaiming to the assembled® Singleparty ticket. The Revolutionary Governing
militants seeking to learn the lessons of an apparent uncil voided t_he rgsults of the election ang aweekAIaEer
successful socialist revdhftiodd i €hal Fl A} 6B§A ’nandpgo‘
Kautsky come along and say that in Russia you do nHte Hungarian Soviet Republic: The Origins and Role of
have the dictatorship of the working class but th&® Communist Party of Hungary in the Revolutions of
dictatorship of the party. They think this is a reproactt9181919[London: Pall Mall Press, 1967],38, 12) As
against us. Not in the 18adfiusgi #pidhGadwphenRgospeq
dictatorship of the proletariat is at the same time theOViets and so the Communist regi simply nullified
dictatorship of the ComMORKETF SOpd&MOCy @€ ¥ommuni st
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The same perspective was expressed in other countriesphrty dictatorship to his fellow countrymen. Victor Serge
Italy the preBolsheviks were also raising the necessity ovasdoing likewise in French while American Trotskyists
party dictatorship and were being opposed by theere defending the necessity of party dictatorship at the
libertarians during the revolutionary crisis in 1920: same time and in the same journal that Trotsky was

Up to now, whenever we said that what theseekmg to justify the grim outcome of any such

socialists termdictatorship of the proletariats berspective would inevitably produce which koplace

. . . during March 1921 at Krons:
only, in fact, the dictatorship of some men who, o .
with the assistance of a party, superimpose an%ChOOI of Falsificatio, ASR79 [Spring 2020]).
impose themselves on the proletariat, they used tourth, Ciligia, like many libertarian Marxists, pointed to
treat us as if we were little short of slanderers. .t he Wor ker s6 Opposition an
Moscow had become the Mecca of the proletariabf any genuine socialist rexdl. However, that grouping
the soure of light, and . . . peremptory orders asonly questioned Bolshevik ideology on economic issues
to the ideas that those who, with permission fronand supported party dictatorship. Unsurprisingly, its
their betters, wished to call themselvesmembers volunteered at the Tenth Congress of the
communists ought to profess and the conduct thegussian Communist Party to join the forces attacking
should observe . . . the official Italian SocialistKronstadt, althoulg this did not save them from being
Party daily, up to n@ the most authorised banned along with other factions (Avrich, 18R Even in
mouthpiece for the word from Moscow, . . .economi c ter ms, t heir p-r ai
Avanti! of the 28" [September, 1920] . . . said:  activity was very much nullified both by the predominant

6l n Russi a, under t h eroleéhg I\:;a{:]yev%?uld Pl%élgnld Wetrh],e ﬁthrﬁllgedn_gnécr y
really directs all State policy and all puinCstructures ey favoured~As such, their reputation as (to |

activities; individuals as well as groups being se Leni nos expression ) a |
utterly subordinated to the decisions of the Partygxaggeraée_d even If the likes of Ciliga and Goldman
so thatthe dictatorship of the proletariat is really uggested it at times.

the dicatorship of the party and, as such of itsFifth, Ciliga correctly notes the role of the State
central committe@. bureaucracy in events. While Trotskyists portray the
revolt as a peasant upri s

Well now we know what we have to Iookforwardre ime, in reality, there were three classes at the time: the
to: the dictatorship of the Leadership of the gime, Y, :

Socialist Party, or of the as yet unbor nproletariat, the peasantry (the vast majority) and the

Communist Party . . . a revolution made with anbureaucracy. The toilers had begolitically and

authoritaria outlook with dictatorial objectives . Eﬁ(r)enggléaglyitsdlrirl)gsrzei?rzdd gy 1t9h2el {)haerz Waer:g o;[/r:aer
. . through authoritarian imposition from above y 9 - BY :

(Errico Malatesta,  n e mioy byeaucras, her nupbers, popers and

. |
T : . leges _sfeadily. wing, gom tRe momenit the
6dictatorshinp oAfnarchustee,prgele p.l QVHG; . )
Socialistes et Communistg&nnecy: Group ler B%Ishewks hac%selze% power and apgltheir centralist

Mai, 1982], 20810) prejudices.

Later, with regards to the Chinese Revolution, Trotsky i
May 1927 reiterated thisdishevik truism when

ghusthe new State had swiftly produced an old enemy,

he argued that A[w]i 0t h e w@a@nmunist bureaucracy e
party (quite falsely disputed theoretically k . . . .

Stalin) is the expression of the sociali and |neff|C|ency ... Was acrUShmg
dictatorship of the proletariat . . . Th indictment against the Bolsheviki,

dictatorship of a party is a part of the social . .

rev o | u t Lieam firdtsky off ChinNew York: their theories al
Monad Press, 2002], 251) T Emma Goldmany Disillusionment in Russic

In other words, if the revolution had spread then the bureaucracy. Anarchists in Russia saw this

it would not have meant an end to the party dictatorshipgievelopment firshand. Emma Goldman, most famously,

Li kewi se, the NEP was congicdenheddahdéreexpatrodoehygese
from the centralised eoomic regime which had donesoBo| shevi k machine and gene
much to make the economi ¢i hwglalalgsingwastie effect of theburdascratic e tape f
revolution in the West and moderfday Leninists are just which delayed and often frustrated the most earnest and
as convinced as the Bolsheviks then that is impossib&hergetic efforts . . . Materials were very scarce and it was
without a vanguard party to seize and wield State pdwermost difficult to procure them owing to the unbelievably
would have imposed a party dictatorship and a centralisgéntralised Bolshevik ntieods. Thus to get a pound of
economic structure. nails one had to file applications in about ten or fifteen
é)direaus; to secure some bed linen or ordinary dishes one
days. o0 The #dAnewly f
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hard to cope with as thei ohidn b2dediwauracyYyo Nwhifl er et
i b uucratia officials seemed to take particular delight inntervene. The Bolsheviksvere so afraid of renewed
countermanding each ot he rmiigry iotervérgionshatby ebrly 1921hthey demobiliSed h ¢
Communist bureaucracy and inefficiency, and thdalf the Red Army (some 2,500,000 men). (Avrich, 219,
hopelessness of the whole situation . . . was a crushiag6, 105, 119, 13)

indictment against the Bolsheviki, theiheories and Lenin himself admitted on the day before Kronstadt fell,

rgistrzb htié)rll\diéioalls?llmio(rggegé|n6F7Quics)[7aondon: Active March 18t hat Tt he e heBoishevik statea r o
ution, ], 61,62, 66, 67, ) were Ano | onger able to wa

As such, we should never forget that the Bolshevika nd so wer e | aunching a pr
confirmed Bakuninés war niobjestoftdisrapting the nagetiations fpraartrads agiteemerm
the rule of the new society by soéiad t s a v a nt with Brtainyu dnd thebferthcoming trade agreement with
Aithe worst of all despotiAcnegocedwmerstee! a hAlhe wh&t at
always been the patrimony of some privileged class: @ractical angle of international capital, is the resumption
priestly class, an aristocratic class, a bourgeois class. Anfl proper trade relations. But they will fail in their
finally, when all the other classes have exhaustedlt t e mpt s t o Giblieded Wprks32:t2@03 m. ¢
themselvesthe State then becomes the patrimony of th8upport for Kronstadt remained verbal,hft. The only
bureaucratic class and then faller, if you will, risesi fAdanger 0 it represented wa
to the position of a mac hheldley.the Bdidhavikse thefidarigér Irepresented bynthee w
a new hierarchy of real and counterfeit scientists anspirit of 1917 to every ruling class regardless of its
scholars, and the world will be dided into a minority rhetoric or origins.

ruling in the name of knowledge, and an immens
ignorant majority. And then, woe unto the mass o
i g nor anBakuaimaon Anamghis§Montreal: Black

Rose Books, 1980], 295, 318, 319) rightly mentions | da Mett o

Sixth, Leninists argue that Kronstadt had to heskhed many times since it was translated by Solidarity in 1967
due to the danger of foreign military intervention. Yet thiand which has most recently been publiskked A T h ¢
threat was extremely low. The revolt broke out month&r onst adt CRlovdstaimed This wdrknhas

after the end of the Civil War in Western Russia. Wrangemu c h  t o recommend it as (
the last of the White Generals, had fled from the Crime&922 pamphleThe Kronstadt Rebellion

in November 1920fter being defeated by the Red Army.l.o conclude. As libertarian socialist Maurice Brinton put
and Makhnovists (who were then betrayed by thﬁ on the Russi a'hannResamy,ICU ti igeam

BoIshewks). His forces were in no state tGLﬁane art iiscar(] eelcellﬁr(ljt sh?r account which squarely faces
Russia as they were ndIS[?u rged-  andTiURen i meT A
and it would have taken Y r?opngalbe?ts 10banhiversaryr3r$dronetllwayann{jv rsarg]0

his men and transport them from the Mediterranean to thgf the Kronstadt reyolt all genuine sacialists must leadm
l

Baltico while a second ftrheolens§0n5 'dﬁ(r)‘thral% bih aresir%irlﬁateyb Und Bdkthét

meant almost certain disasgtel,nOoifhd a3 thé'BbrRhevik Mt Jilhbtbe! 9

a call issued by the Bolsheviks on March 5th, when the . , ; : . .
asked the rebel s hatfappenekto %bunl§/e% ta}/ |t5ﬁlfe|naspltg of \%s terrible practice then as

uch more could b& and has beerni! written. Indeed,
here is a substantial appendix on Kronstadt An
Anarchist FAQwebpage (www.anarchistfaq.org). Ciliga

Wr angel 0s me n , wh o ar e ying i ke flies, i n t hei
thousands of hunger and disease?0 The cal |l tioMKayon
A[t]his is the fate that awaits you, unl ess you su

The Kronstadt Uprising and the fate of the Russian Revolution
Ante Ciliga

La Révolution Prolétarienne 0 September 1938.

The correspondence between Trotsky and Wendelin  happened at Kronstadt 17 years ago, and the recent trials
Thomas (one of the leaders of the revolt in the German at Moscow, is only tooparent. Today we witness the
Navy in1918, and a member of the American murder of the leaders of the Russian revolution; in 1921
Committee of Enquiry into the Moscow Trials) regardingit was the masses who formed the basis of the revolution
the historical significance of the events in Kronstadt in who were massacred. Would it be possible today to
1921, has given rise to widespread international disgrace and suppress the leaders of October without the
discussion. That in itself indicates the importance of theslightest protest from the people, if these leaders had not
problem. On the other hand, it is no accident that specialready by armed force silenced the Kronstadt sailors and
interest should be shown in the Kronstadt revolt today; the workers all over Russia?
that there is an analogy, a direct link even between what
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Trotskyds reply to Wendelauspice3df thismew polgchbenimrigidiyt caraed it
unfortunately Trotsky who is, together with Stalin, the through, Trotsky sang its praises. The Bureaucracy
only one @ the leaders of the October revolution prevented the bourgeois restoration... by eliminating the
concerned in the suppression of Kronstadt who remainsproletarian character of the revolution.

alivei still refuses to look at the past objectively.

Furthermore in his arti € magt i é A Wor k
Kronstadt (‘),he increases pftﬁ/ SUaIO Q%| é’peroletanan
’ off in tﬂe par |ts<\—’3\ff ut 8I by the grgat n?ags 01‘e

tr',(r;lehgg.tt\’;feena}?; \;]v;)\r/rrl]régorrr(ljaesrzzstﬁgf Qggsbil; d?feg?m unorganised workers, the general strike of the Petrograd
1921 to describe these meworkersagn ort time before the Kron tadtﬁevotand
demoralised elements, men who wore elegant wide flnally th% stirfectidn’ |tseﬁ! all e)%Pe séd th
frousers a’n d did their pnatlolns oLthe masses tho felt, more or less clearly,

ath tPn'i MPy partyo was al
No! It is not with accusations of this kind, which reek of The movement of poor peasants led by Makhno in the
bureaucratic arrogance, that a useful contribution can b&kraine was the outcome of similar resistance in similar
made to the lessons tfe great Russian

revolution.

In order to assess the influence that what oth er programme which is at
Kronstadt has had on the outcome of the .. :
revolution, it is necessary to avoid all all socialist could be set up against

personal issues, and direct attention to . .
three fundamental questions: the bureaucratic oligarchy except

1. In what general circumstances the t hat of Kror
Kronstadt revolt arose? 2. What were the
aims of the movement? 3. By what

means did the insurgents attempt to achieve these aims@rcumstances. If the struggles &20-1921 are
examined in the light of the historical material now

available, one is struck by the way that these scattered
Everyone now agrees that during the winter of 1920 to masses, starved and enfeebled by economic

1921 the Russiarevolution was passing through an disorganisation, nevertheless had the strength to
extremely critical phase. The offensive against Poland formulate for themselves with such preerstheir social
had ended in defeat at Warsaw, the social revolution ha@nd political position, and at the same time to defend
not broken out in the West, the Russian revolution had themselves against the bureaucracy and against the
become isolated, famine and disorganisation had seizedourgeoisie.
the entire country. The peril of bourgeois restoration

knocked at the door of the revolution. At this moment of

crisis the different classes and parties which existed ~ We shall not content ourselves, like Trotsky, with simple
within the revolutionary camp each presented their declarations, so we submit to readkes resolution

solution for its resolution. which served as a programme for the Kronstadt
movement. We reproduce it in full, because of its
immense historical importance. It was adopted on

. . L F 2 h il f th leshi
increasing the power of the bureaucradye attribution ~ebruary B by the Sa' ors o t € batt es |p

2 |
of powers to the fExecutibeel ol ahiueit oot e

hitherto been vested in the soviets, the replacement of t

The masses and the bureaucracy in 1220

The Kronstadt Programme

The Sovi¢ Government and the higher circles in the
Communist Party applied their own solution of

dictatorship of the class by the dictatorship of the party, After having heard the representatives delegated
the shift of authority even within the party from its by the general meeting
members to its cadres, the replacement of the double on the situation in Petrograd this assembly takes
power of the bureaucracy and the workers in the factory the following decisions:

by the sole power of the formetto do all this was to

fisave the Revolution!(‘J'It Watﬁev\ﬁseséf Workdis Ay éhantx[%res?
Bukharin put forward his pl eggfismméiadiPietto tothé otets
Bonapartismo. By placing r es\)i/ltﬁééé&ét\/?)t@ 3nd Qith cdreltc®ofy nfsefrfeé‘e

proletariat would, according to him, facilitate the electoral propaganda for all workers and
struggle against the bourgeasunterrevolution. Here peasants.

was manifested already the enormous guasssianic

seltimportanceof the Communist Bureaucracy. 2. To grant liberty of speectma of press to the
workers and peasants, to the anarchists and the

left socialist parties.

Seelng that theresent soviets do not e

The Ninth and Tenth Congresses of the Communist
Party, as well as the intervening year passed beneath the

28



3. To secure freedom of assembly for labour  and no calumny in the world can cast a doubt on the
unions and peasant organisations. intimate connection existing between this resolution and

4. To call a nompartisan Conference of the the sentiments which guided the expropriations of 1917.

workers, Red Army Soldiers and sailors of The depth of principle which animates this resolution is
Petrograd, Kronstadt, and of Petrograd province shown by the fact thatis still to a great extent
no later than March 10 1921. applicable. One can, in fact, oppose it as well to the

Stalin regime of 1938, as to that of Lenin in 1921. More
even than that: the accusations of Trotsky himself against
Stalinds regime are only r¢
true, of the Kronstadt claims. Besides, what other
programme which is at all socialist could be set up

6. To elect a Commission to review the cases ofagainst the bureaucratic oligarchy except that of

those held in prisons and concentration camps. Kr onst adt and the Workerso

5. To liberate all political prisoners of Socialist
parties as well as all workers, peasants, soldiers
and sailors imprisoned in connection with the
labour and peasant movemant

7. To abolish alpolitodel* because no party The appearance of this resolution demonstrates the close
should be given special privileges in the connedbns which existed between the movements of
propagation of its ideas or receive financial Petrograd and Kronstadt. Ti

support from the goveament for such purposes. workers of Petrograd against those of Kronstadt in order
Instead there should be established educationalto confirm the legend of the countevolutionary nature
and cultural commissions, locally elected and  of the Kronstadt movement, comes back ootSky

financed by the government. himself: in 1921, Trotsky pleaded the necessity under
which Lenin was situated in justification of the
suppression of democracy in the Soviets and in the party,
and accused the masses inside and outside the party of
9. To equalise all the rations of all who work  sympathising with KronstadHe aghitted therefore that
with the exception of those employed in trades at that time the Petrograd workers and the opposition
detrimental to health. although they had not resisted by force of arms, none the
less extended their sympathy to Kronstadt.

8. To abolish immediately atlagryaditelniye
otryad?.

10. To abolish the communist fighting
detachments in all branches of the army, aswellTr ot skyds subsequent asser:
as the communist guards kept on duty in mills inspired bythedestr t o obtain a priv
and factories. Should such guards or military  still more wild. Thus, it is one of these privileged people
detachmentbe found necessary they are to be of the Kremlin, the rations for whom were very much
appointed in the army from the ranks, and in thebetter than those of others, who dares to hurl a similar
factories according to the judgement of the reproach, and that at the very men who in paragdagth
workers. their resolution, explicitly demanded equalisation of
Jations! This detail shows the desperate extent of

11. To give the peasants full freedom of action i - . .
Trotskyds bureaucratic bl it

regard to their land and also the right to keep
cattle on conditionHat the peasants manage withTr ot skyodés articles do not ¢
their own means; that is, without employing from the legend created long ago by the Central

hired labour. Commitee of the Party. Trotsky certainly deserves credit

| from the international working class for having refused
since 1928 to continue to participate in the bureaucratic
degeneration and in the ne\
destined to deprive the Revolution of igdl left-wing

13. To demand that the press give the fullest  elements. He deserves still more to be defended against
pubicity to our resolutions. Stalinds calumny and assas:
Trotsky the right to insult the working masses of 1921.

On the contrary! More than anyone else, Trotsky should
furnish a new gpreciation of the initiative taken at

15. To permit free artisan production which doeskronstadt. An initiative of great historic value, an

not employ hired labour. initiative taken by ranfandfile militants in the struggle

12. To request all branches of the Army, as wel
as our comrades the militakyrsant? to concur
in our resolutions.

14. To appoint a travelling commission of
control.

These are primitive formulations, insufficient nodoubt, @ 9 @i nst the first bloodstai
but all of them impregnated with the spirit oftober; bureaucracy.

! Political sections of the Communist Party existing in the that the &arving population, the workers included, brought
majority of State institutions. from the country for their own personal consumption.

2 police detachments officially created to struggle against 2 Cadet officers.

speculation, but which actually used to confiscate everything
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The attitude of the Russian workehsring the tragic of the Versailles system, is oppdde the abrogation of
winter of 19201921 shows a profound social instinct;  the Treaty of Versailles achieved by Hitler.

and a noble heroism inspired the working classes of
Russia nor only at the height of the Revolution but also
at the crisis which placed it in mortal danger.

Let us consider, finally, one last accusation which is
commonly circulated: that action such as that at
Kronstadt could havimdirectly let loose the forces of the

Neither the Kronstadt fighters, nor the Petrograd counterrevolution. It B possibleindeed that even by

workers, nor the ranks of the Communists could placing itself on a footini
summon, it is true, in that winter the same revolutionaryrevolution might have been overthrown; but what is

energy as in 1917 to certainis that it has

1919, but what there perished, and that it

was of socialism has perished on

and revolutionary account of the

feeling in the Russia policy of its leaders.

of 1921 was
possessed by the
rank-andfile. In
their opposition to
this, Lenin and
Trotsky, in line with
Stalin, with
Zinoviev,
Kaganovitch, and
others responded to
the wishes and
served the interests
of the bureaucratic NEP, already
cadres. The workers signified the death

stru_ggled for_the Red Army troops attacking Kronstadt of the Revolution.
socialism which the It was precsely the

Z:Jrcrazzlilcirr?gewgrroecess of liquidating. That is the end of the c_iviI war wh_ich produced the splitting of the
fundamental point of the whole proBIem postrgvolutlonary society into two fundamental
' groupings: the working masses and the bureaucracy. As
Kronstadt and the NEP far as its socialist and internationalist aspirations were
concerned, the Russian Revibm was stifled: in its
nationalist, bureaucratic, and state capitalist tendencies,
it developed and consolidated itself.

The repression of
Kronstadt, the
suppression of the
democracy of
workers and soviets
by the Russian
Communist party,
the elimination of
the proletariat from
the management of
industry, and the
introduction of the

People often believe that Kronstadt forced the
introduction of the N& Economic Policy (NEP) a
profound error. The Kronstadt resolution pronounced in
favour of the defence of the workers, not only against thie was from this point onwards, and on this basis, each
bureaucratic capitalism of the State, but also against theyear more and more clearly, that the Bolshevik
restoration of private capitalism. This restoration was repudiation of morality, so équently evoked, took on a
demanded in opposition to Kronstadt by the social development which had to lead to the Moscow Trials.
democrats, who combined it with a regime of political The implacable logic of things has manifested itself.
democracy. And it was Lenin and Trotsky who to a greatWhile the revolutionaries, remaining such only in words,
extent realised it (but without political democracy) in theaccomplished in fact the task of the reaction and counter
form of the NEP. The Kronstad¢solution declared for  revolution, they were compelled, inevitably, to have
the opposite since it declared itself against the recourse to lies, to calumny and falsification. This
employment of wage labour in agriculture and small ~ system of generalised lying is the result, not the cause, of
industry. This resolution, and the movement underlying,the separation of the Bolshevik party from socialism and
sought for a revolutionary alliance of the proletarian andfrom the proletariat. In order to corrotate this
peasant workersith the poorest sections of the country statement, | shall quote the testimony regarding
labourers, in order that the revolution might develop  Kronstadt of men | have met in Soviet Russia.
e s e O e Wasen The men of Kronstadt! The
against the proletariat: it was the alliance ot&ta mtervened_ln o_rder to defen_d the Petrograd V\_/orkers: it
capitalism and private1capitalism against socialism Thel'as @ tragic r_nlsunderstandln_g on t_iamtro)f Lenin and

; ' Trotsky, that instead of agreeing with them, they gave
NEP is as much opposed to the Kronstadt demands 8y nem battle. o said Dech t o
for example, the revolutionary socialist programme of ’ '

... party worker in Petrograd in 1921, whom | knew in the
the vanguard of the European workers for the abolition political isolator at VerkhnéJralsk as a Trotskyist.
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Ailt is a myth that, fr om utnhdee rssotcoioad npuocihn tb eotft evri etwh a i
Kronstadt of 1921 had a wholly different popida significance of the social struggle which was beginning,
from that of 1917, 0 anot hteedeptmafthe dasstagoniBne whicltosgpaeatd , Dv .
said to me in prison. In 1921 he was a member of the from the workers. It is in this that lies the tragedy of
Communist youth, and was imprisoned in 1932 as a  revolutions in the period of their decline.

gd (na f Ir S f ¢ ,E a me mber of Sa PEutWhig %ilﬂa?y c&ﬁic?vxlfagforge& upg]nli)(%rﬁgt%tﬁ,r at
€ alistso). they still found the strength to

. . . . formulate the programme for the
Itis possible indeed that even by placing itself 6t hi r d P rge volansi on

on a foot i ng of wor ker s 8 d since then the programme of the
Russian socialism of the futute.

revolution might have been overthrown; but Balance Sheet

what is certain is that it has periShed There are reasons for thinking
that granted the relation between
the forces of the proletariat and
the bourgeoisie, of socialism and capitalism, which
existed in Russiaral Europe at the beginning of 1921,
the struggle for the socialist development of the Russian
Revolution was doomed to defeat. In those conditions

| also had the opportunityf knowing one of the most
effective participants in the Kronstadt rebellion. He was
an old marine engineer, a communist since 1917, who
had, during the civil war, taken an active part, directing
at one time a Tcheka in a province somewhere on the

Volga, ad found himself in 1921 at Kronstadt as a fche socialist programme c_)f the masses could not conquer:
political commissar-on ¢t hitdadjpfepend pr;?the Himph oétpegcouglwwn
iPetropavlovsko). When | efhgr opeply,fleclajeq, camoyflagedindgr an agpgck
Leningrad prison, he had just spent the previous eight ' dégeneracy (as has been produced in fac).
years in the Solovietski islands. But such a conception of the progress of the Russian

The Methods of Struggle Revolution does not diminish in the slightest, in the

_ o realms of principle, the historic importof the
TheKronstadt workers pursued revolutionary aims in - programme and the efforts of the working masses. On
struggling against the reactionary tendencies of the  the contrary, this programme constitutesgbant of
bureaucracy, and they used clean and honest methods.d@parturefrom which a new cycle in the revolutionary
contrast, the bureaucracy slandered their movement  socialist development will begin. In fact, each new
odiously, pretending that it was led by General revolution begins not on the basism which the

Kozlovski. Actually, the men of Kronstadt honestly  preceding one started, but from the point at which the
desired, as comrades, to discuss the questions at issuereyolution before it had undergone a moraitsatk.

with the representatives of the government. Their actio
had at first, a defensive charadtehat is the reason why
they did not occupy Oranienta in time, situated on the
coast opposite Kronstadt.

nThe experience of the degeneration of the Russian
Revolution places anew before the conscience of
international socialism an extreimémportant
sociological problem. In the Russian revolution, as in
Right from the start, the Petrograd bureaucrats made usgo other great revolutions, those of England and of
of the system of hostages by arresting the families of th@rance, why is it that it is from the inside that the
sailors, Red Army soldiers and workers of Kronstadt  countefrevolution has triumphed, at the moment when
who were living in Petrograd becsiseveral the revolutionary forces werexhausted, and by means
commissars in Kronstadtnot one of whom was sht of the revolutionary party
had been arrested. The news of the seizing of hostagesieft-wing elements)? Marxism believes that the socialist
was brought to the knowledge of Kronstadt by means ofrevolution, once begun, would either be assured of a
leaflets dropped from aeroplanes. In their reply by radiogradual and continued development towards integral

Kronstadt declared on Meh 7'fit hat t hey dbcisnt) & vould bheHdfeated through the agency of
to imitate Petrograd as they considered that such an achourgeois restoration.

even when carried out in an excess of desperation and
hate, is most shameful and most cowardly from every
point of view. History has not yet known a similar
procedureé .lzvegtiaof the Revolutionary Committee of
Kronstadt, 7 March 1921) The new governing clique

Altogether, the Russian Revolution poses in an entirely
new way the problem of the mechanism of the socialist
revolution. This question must become paramount in
international discussion. In such discussion the problem
of Kronstadt can and must have a positworthy of it.

1 A comprehensive work on Kronstadt, containing the essentigimely contribution to the international discussion which is
documents on these historic days, has just been compiled bynow developing.
Ida Mett. Hempublication should supply, in my opinion, a
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Lessons of t he Paris Commune

The Paris Commune of 1871 is wkhown in socialist ~ co-operative productionreflected his longtanding
circles and so needs little introduction. The revolt begans u pp or t for wor ker s o asso
on 18March when troopsefused to open fire on the Ilabour! Michael Bakunin also repeated the same vision
people protesting their removal of National Guard guns of a federal system of communes based andated and
from the butte of Montmartre. The government fledther evocabl e del egates and a
city while the Central Committee of the National Guard associations in the late 1860s. Likewise with abolishing
called elections for 2Blarch and so thParis Commune t he army and replacing it
T to quoe Ma The &C¢vil War in Francel was militia, with Proudhonsuggesting it during the 1848
fiformed of the municipal councillors, chosen by Revolution and Bakunin caflg for a federated
universal suffrage in the various wards of the town, democratic militia for the defence ofacialrevolution.
responsi bl e and revocabl eNahing sinfilar can be feunania Marx unglfter the

For Marx, it was A Commune:

it he p . ’ \ the programme
form at last \.\ A [the Commune]
discovered under »' ¥. set out is . . . the
whichto work out ‘ : system of
the economical ! Federalism,
emancipation of which  Bakunin
l abour . o had been
praised such advocating  for
features as the years,and which

had first been
enunciated by
Proudhon. The
Proudhonists . . .
exercised
considerable

Communal

Council  being
made up of
delegates  who
were fdnat
revocable and

bound by the ! influence in the
mandat impératif (formal instructions) of his Commune. This Oo6politic:
constituent s rking, nohaparliamentaryyas a nfiowwo 6 at |l astd di scover e
body, executive and | egi sl at iysae agotand noveit veas prowven ttoi beneoiecta |
ithe standing army was t o béytheevery faat ¢hat inbthe crisis thea Pariso n
militia.o Economically, i t werkees radopgtad! it atmbsé automaticallyeunder
Aitransforming the means of p rthe dgrassureiofocmcumstarce, dather thandas thea
now chiefy the means of enslaving and exploiting result of theory, as being the form most suitable
labour, into mere instruments of free and associated to express working class aspiratiéns.

laboup basewpemaficwe produc tTfiIiSOV\B.SOI’eCOgniSGd at thiene by Bakunin's comrade,

Its 72 days inspired all revolutionary socialists, from James Guillaume:
Bakunin to Marx, and to this day even Leninists play lip
service to it (renaming a Kronstadt battleship
Parizhskaya Kommunaf t er c¢cr us hi ng t h a tTheParigiangsople want @ have the freedom to
fifty years aft erConimunasds).s 6 s | ergagse themselvesfas thdy evish, without the

The Paris revolution iederalist

Yet itis false to suggest, as Marx did, that these ideas had rest of France having to involve itself in Parisian
come entirely out of the blue. In fact, the Paris Commune affairs; and at the samtime, they renounce on
applied ideas which anarchists had been discussing for their side all interference in the affairs of the
some time. PierrdosephProudhon had raised the idea departments, by urging them each to organise as
of representives with binding mandates being elected they please, in the fullness of communal
to executive and legislative assemblies during the 1848 autonomy.

revolutionand raised the vision of a free society being a
federation of communes such works aghe General
idea of the Revolution1851) and The Federatig
Principle (1863) Likewise, he Communeds

The various organisations which will be in this

way freely constituted may then figdederate

to_muytually guarantee their rights and their
sup Rn?iép ndehc® MFederalism in the sense given

! PierreJoseph ProudhoiProperty is Theft! A Pierrddoseph 2 K.J. Kenafick,Michael Bakunin and Karl Mar{M.P.
Proudhon AnthologyAK Press, 2011). Kennard,1948), 2123.
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to it by the Paris Commune, and that was given from hisMemoirs of a Revolutionisthe revolt played a
to it many years ago by the great socialist key role in his embrace of anarchism and the
Proudhon, who first scientifically explained the development of anarchisommunism. An article
theory,i federalismis above all the negation of marking the anniversary of the Commune appearéé in
the nation and the State ( A Fede r Réloitésvaryg year before imprisonmeim 1882ended
Solidaritg April 1871) his editorship, three of the fodreing combined to form

It is no coincidence that the Communards referred to‘ril chapter inWords of a Rebe{1885) along with

themselves a$édérés(federals) and the wall against iRevolutionary Gov ernmento
which 147 of them were murdered after sudenis was used as an example of that contradiction in terms.

named theMur de Fédérés | ndeed, t h eAfte(: or%er%sﬁ’n Qeé gegularly spoke at Commune

Declaration to the French Peopleould have been Cqmmenmranong n eX'IeN in London, some of Vyh'Ch
written by Proudhon(it was drafted by one of his (includi n4d n_Co mnr1ngu AleB 701f 0 )P aw
followers). Based on this libertarianspired revolt, it is subs:equently publlshed_ ireedonr In 1907, he
unsurprising t hat dkaan xab s pupdlsqugﬁaglgh_lep rthskefyq Kpm[m hdased on .
libertarian twist and whyrhe Civil War in Frances his articles on"the Paris Commune written for the Russian

mostappecling workas Baunin sugged the SIS pObeL s 1 KL 0K The Gombuneo
Marxistsfisaw all their ideas upset by the uprigiregnd b bp Y '

fifound themselves compelled to take their hats off to it. |ncl.ud|r]g Modem SC!G”C? and Anarctand Anarchlst
They went even further, and proclaimed that its Action in the Revolutiowhile mary of the arguments in

programme and purpose were their own, in face of theConquehstt o_fd Brlgzad(/jvere |nsp|tredf b?’}'t’ sketchlngl_a_tl
simpest logc and (it oun e Senimenian (0TS e SecounL o T o ity
howeverdid not write much on the Communedsfailed . .

to look into the dynamics of the revolt. For this, to learn problems any social revolution would face.

its lessons, we need to turn to anarchist thinkers. The lessons Kropotkin drew from thevolt focused on
two main issues: fdmimenistic o mr
enough. . .the Commune was néinarchist enough 0
Bakuni ndés a mmeelParis Communeand thet |:ires}td|tﬁt reated the economic
Idea of the Statewas publishedfter his death but he B

publicly defended itin his polemics against Italian one, which would be attended 1o later ariter the

nationalistrepublican Giuseppe Mazzini, winning many triumph of t h_a .ﬁ o |hn_mu reero um
ltalian radicals to the Federakising of the popular Commune was materlally impossible without a
International.Y et while he championed the Commune, par al L el thr_ II u mp~h of | t h e P!
arguing t hatsociﬁlisnekmsnjdstmttempteda‘?%C ond, ~whi 1 € nprociat mi n
its first striking and practical demonstration in the Paris be p_Ie of _Par:s p(oclalmed .jn ~essentlal a}narchlst
Communeo and Ashow[ed] t oP Tl ¢ 1ePy seloav%'dt'écémg“' 1P S(%\%W
are there any masses that are not slaves?) the only roa'Eit h emse l ;’ es a 0 Im un a# h Og
t o eman che plsotnoter hat, the Communards tmhel;tpal i %rll F]Z ?1 ?eo ?rg (;else tsi\./eO overnmeent
hadseii up a revolutionar d.%.gcv Ftﬁﬁ%n?hop a.%thg%r,o ’
organi sed fAthemsel ves in %n o a}e pr%)aaﬁ_hever N {Ng (éngnpnfei

Bakunin, Kropotkin and the Commune

g . . . at organiga ion Thm the S|mp?ert0 the complex it
sacrificing the first conditions of revolutionary

soci aWhatsvas.néededas fAcol | ecti inaé’gu?trﬁ/dnt?[g iprgcﬁ\ilmiBg the independence and free

n o f t h.e ommu n
of property by freelynsqrgaen 5 e r oduce.rs a%srg.c h&
and by the equally spontaneous federation of Communesrevolutlonarles d%lng isolated from the Masses mihe

: : wn.  _hal | ,_ . fbiymmoebdi Ltiaspeedd. ar
t o replace the dominé@&her. %eﬁsiti\é@hﬁ&ébeaorragsaggl gg%ghﬁrdic%ttgcet‘s%itﬁb%e f
asseS . . . Paralysed” by their distancing from the

Afuture social organisati r8n

bottom up, by the free association or federation of : J "
revolutionary centrei the peoplei they themselves
paralysed the popular init

workers, starting with the assatibns, then going on to
the communes, the regions, the nations, and, finally,
culminating in a great international and universal An example of this bureaucratic inertia can be seen from
federaation. o the 16 April 18 7 Decfee on convening workers trade

Peter Kropot ki nds analysgoouepacf\}"slchiewgdocen?%ue}}éergﬁtio?:qléos r
Bakuninds as its starting p%lh?' Fg9 & (CFOLANE ¢ OISy MaR g

! For more on the influence of the Paris Commune on 3 All these are includeth Peter KropotkinDirect Struggle
anarchism, see Nicholas Waltéhe Anarchist Past and Against Capital: A Peter Kropotkin Antholog#K Press,
Other Essay¢Five Leaves Publications, 2007). 2014)

2 Michael BakuninBakunin on AnarchisrBlack Rose
Books, 1980).
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unemployment and destitution, the Council of the The problemsc aused by the Commu
Commune finally passed this resolution (written by Leo structure c onf i r me d Bakuninds 1
Frankel, the nly member of the Council who can be fiLet t er s to a Frenchmano
considered even remotely a Marxist) over three weeksgover nment HAcoul d noescdpari |
after it was elected and nearly a month after the revoltof revolutionary action because it is impossible, even for
started It promised a commission to conduct an enquiry the most energetic and enterprising authoritarian
to send a report to a Communal Commission which thenrevolutionary, to understand and deal effectively with all
would presenits conclusions o t he Counci the mahifald prablents genarated by the Revolution. For
possi bl eaddthemtbis bodgwsukl finally draft every dictatorship, be kxercised by an individual or

a decree. Hardly swift action. Nor was this the only collectively by relatively few individuals, is necessarily
example for the council debated numerous isélsesne very circumscribed, very shestghted, and its limited
hardly relevant to the problenfacing Parisi while perception cannot, therefore, penetrate the depth and
working-class people of Paris sent their ideas, requestse ncompass the whole compl e
problems to it. As one Leninist notes in passing, the Thiswas echoed by Kropotkin:

counci | was fioverwhel medo byThgéff%t%a‘?ssIE{tiionOV\}ﬂlﬁoIbfeFOL?nH?noP tillhe'

bodi es, t he isheer vol umeo. . e at
di fficult iithadto copetwithiiht o u n d t bétbme Ll ufifne thange®Has airéady

stream of people who a=ame-—t——+t—p-ta—+the ot {f peceacsg

while reports, |l etters and motjions fApiled upo at
the Town Hall and in the offices of the Having a majority from a
secretariat and not discussethdeed, it was |

only pressure from below which made the Vanguard party would not
councildecide to issue contracts to worl@rs- ; P

operatives for National Guard uniforms rather Change the institutional

than capitalist firms. pressures caused by centralised,

Sadly, but unsurprisingly, the Leninist : :

concerned did not draw any conclusions from hlerarchlcal, top -down
this butthen he praises but does not discuss i
Frankel 6s decree norStvvornl“c!eg:rt quaetS'wouTnpe I de
happen if this were implemented on a national heads cannot overcome this

scale rather than within the confines of a single . .

city: the size, inertia and corruption of the grim reality, even more so when

Bolshevik State bureaucracy answerg anch h . .y .
query? Needless to say, the standard Leninist those ideas are pI’EJUdICGd In

lessons to be learned from the Commune are : :
superficiali the need for a vanguard party and favour of centrallsatlon, top B

centralisation i and unconvincing. The down structures.
Municipal Councilelectedon 26 March 1871

did indeed lack a vanguangarty, having 60
membersfrom various tendencies with the

largest groupingbeing Jacobis or Blanquistsand a
minority beinglibertarian members of the International
Wor ker s 6 ,Avhetherdviutaatists dlike Eugéne
Pottier) or Collectivistslike Eugene Varlin).Having a
majority from a vanguard party would not change the
institutional pressures caused by centralised, Kropotkin therefore concluded the need for direct action
hierarchical, tomd own structures. Theomdbakownapdopine®@sn anar
heads cannot overcome this grim reality, even more sdnsurgent people will not wait for amtd government in
when those ideas are fprdiced in favour of its marvellous wisdom to decree economic reforms. They

centralisation, toglown structures. will abolish individual property by themselves . . . They
will not stop short at expropriating the owners of social

begun: it will be the product of the revolution
itself, of the people in actioh or else it will be
nothing, for the brains of a femdividuals are
absolutely incapable of finding the solutions that
can only be born out of practical life.

! Donny GlucksteinThe Paris Commune: A Revolutionary 31 ai n Mankrehism, Mdrxism and the Lessons of the
DemocracyLondon: Bookmarks, 2006), 43, 51. Paris Commung AnarchaeSyndicalist RevieB0, 81 and 82;
2] ai n MTh&State andiRevolutiofiheory and Maurice Brinton and Philippe
Pr a c t iBloasiajnedi Gne Hundred Years of Leninist Paris 1871, 0 FMau rWoa e eBrsion tPoomnw,
Counterrevolution(Edinburgh: AK Press, 2017). Selected Writings of Maurice Brint¢Bdinburgh: AK Press,

2020).
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capital by a decree that will remain a dead letter; theywilway . 6 Li kewi se, economical
take possession and establish their rights of usufruct orders from above before taking possession of land and
immediately. They will organise the workshops so that capital. Theywill take them first, andheni already in
t hey continue pr odnlyaevayit® n.possedsion of landvand capitathey will organise their

solve the mangconomigroblems facinghe Commune wor k. 6 Gi ven the | imited r
or, indeed, angocial revolution. |l ack of dynamism of the Co
. . C c | ude,d t hat an meanh o
As he summaised in the articleil nsurrect .8 H.§ adn y
Revolutiono, rat her t han %u?ulgtbe ?v%ld%%%ngtqaq/g\%fgtgr%co ldo?nlé(tbeec
created by workinglass seHorganisation from the

power, let themselves be locked into a government

alongsided those Awho WerbgttonﬁUB'st ile toward a peopl e
economic revolution, 0 r evol ubDéavaopeat inithe soursewskhistoryi to estakblishn
the streets, in their own districts, with the peoplas and maintain the monopoly of land ownership in
propagandists and organisers of diegfactoequality that favour of one clas§ which, for that rason,

they all craved: joining in with the people as they looked became the ruling class par excelleiicerhat

t o their food and t heir | i meahsi chno thed State pnovidle to hAbmlish cthist
defenced , thewr intérests, and rebuilding, in the monopoly that the working class could not find
sections, the | ife of S 0 c i e tnyts owni streigth tartd groups? Th&nhperfectedn e
Al c] ompl et e i ndependence o f duringhthe couge af rthe nimeteentht canéury to
Federation of free Communes, and the social revolution ensure the monopolyf industrial property,
within the Commune, that is to say trade unions for trade, and banking to new enriched classes, to
production replaog the statist organisation of the which the State was sup
society that =exists todayo asripp;mg the land fsomahe willagegcommioines t
and by professions in addition to groupings by and crushing the cultivators by tax what

nei ghbour hoodso wo-obrdi bt i og advantage® ccouklt the cState provide for
and fAbecome the instrument alolishirgh these| sanhee pridldgés®d Could fits t
masses, whout resorting to the submission of all to the governmental machine, developed for the
pyrami dal hi er avoderm $ciemcé and h e S treatioa and upbolding of these privileges, now
Anarchy be used to abolish them? Would not the new

function require new organs? And these new

It is important to stress that federalism does not preclude organs would they not have to be created by the

expansion and coperation, the opposite in fact as workers themselves. irtheir unions. their
anarchists have advocated it geely because we federati | X | i h’ -
recognise that certain activities and needs require it. Thus ederations, compietely outside the State?
Bakunin argued that it was ﬁWﬂdFrB%C'Srhceap%Agardéyxpansi on
organgation of the revolution for mutual defesd a n d White supportingany initial revolt, anarchist action
being Atransfor med i wduld awosld thenaehcouragevtbel areatioro of gpopuldr -self
ensure itfiwi | | t. rThisu wap Imai lost orthe organisation in the community and rkplace rather than
Communardswho were well aware of the dangers of seeking to focus the struggle onto electing a few leaders
isolation as seen for example by the appeahe worker  to act on behalf of the working class. In other words,

of the countrysidevhich the council distributed by hot  encourage workers to build their owiassorganisations

air balloon due to the siege of Paris by Frenclos. to influence events towards socialist goals directly rather
While any revolution will, by necessity, be initially than waiting for orders from bodies structured like
limited to a specific territorial area and forced to rely on bourgeois institutionsln Paris this fatally meant that

its own resources and initiative, both Bakunin andr at her t han fAacting on it :
Kropotkin recognised the pressing need for its expansionconfident of its rulers, delegated to them the power of
by other revolts elsewher&o claim that the Commune taking initiatives. Here was the first cgeguencé and

failed because it was limited to Paris fails to understandindeed the fatal result o f el ections. 0
the dynamics of social revolution and the lessons to bealternative groupings focused more on influencing the

gained by looking within andot justoutwith its walls. Council (and so increased its burden) than creating
. socialism directlyHaving more revolutionaries elected
Looking to the future ) g . , .
to governing bodies or label | i ng it i
Revolutionary anarchism built upon the experience ofpr ecedi ng i t \iiwtl hot dhangewhet y |

1871 with Kropotkin r ec ogdyhamicof Gtatist stractures. he A Commune o
tomorrow will know that it cannot admit any higher . : :
authority; above it there can only be the interests of theThe Commune alsshows the importance of libertarians

Federation, freely accepted by itselfvaall as the other ibeelng .Ln:/r?évr?g 'Qezo?arl] str:ggl;s Ia?dnSpJﬁﬁdmg their
communes. o |t iwi know r((jnfvo u'lfllotnar Itirﬁes ﬁs%%l?unin%oted%e@so&?alﬂs% St
and replace it by the Federation, and it will act in that . y Umes. '

inthe Communé f el t the |l ack of s
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masses of the people of Paris, ai -
. the organisation ofthe
International Association, itsell
imperfect, compromised hardly
few thousand persoas With a
deeper influence in popula ‘
organisations, the result may hax ¥
been different but this does not
change the Communal Counc .
becoming a hindrance to th
revolution rather than an aid an
the ned in future revolutions not
to repeat the error. i

Chall enging alj

One aspect of the revolt which wa
not discussed in the main anarchi
accounts was the role of womeni..
the struggle. A notable exception patriarchyin Parisvia the lives of three leading activists:

in the EnglisHanguage was a shortiart | e e nt i tAhdeéd éqiPallee Mink and Elisabeth Dmitrieff. All
Women of the Commu nkeedowh itgrde werenfebiers 6f the Ihtdinational but the first two
(April, 1888) which concluded with these stirring words: were libertarians at the tinvehile Dmitrieff was close to

Marx and was instrumental in forming thgnion des
femmes pour la défense de Paris et les soins aux blessés
(Womenos Union to Defend f

of Paris during a few short weeks of comparative Wounded which announced itself to free Pada the

freedom, seventeen years ago, what may we no,[11”‘ of April with i t sppeél Ao the Citizenesses of

expect from the spontaneous initiative of the P @7 1 sS0. This group combine
mass of workersnen and women both when at  Whose central committee she held an unelected position)

length they take courage to rise in their strength with a mutualist vision of socialism based on federated
g co-operatives which it shared with many other
communards ncludingLéo and Mink

If such was the energy, the capacity for action
and for free sefbrganisation in new and terrible
social conditions, shown by theovking women

and desby for ever the tyranny of property an
authority throughout the civilized world?
While Louise Michel is the bedmown female  These activists show, in the wordsfofdré Léqthat you

Communard, all played important roles at all levels of the €annot have a revolution without women, that the
Commune whether creating the new world or (literally) St'uggle against neeconomic hierarchies cannot wait
fighting the od i bar t he Communeo sUntdgEapeMiciclasseq,qrg ended. All social hierarchies
following the bourgeois election laws, was elected by @€ interwoverand one cannot take priority over the
male universal suffrage alone (a fact Marx failed to ©t heérs. Rather than being
consider worthy of note). Her accounts in numerous St'uggle (against capital), challenging patriarchy, racism
articles and her memoirs helped keep the flame of the@"d homophobia cannot be postponed until latéor
Commure alive in libertarian circles, indeed it was |t€r never comesy itself
reflecting on the experiences of those days of freedomThus on every level the Paris Commune is a great source
and struggle while en route to exile in New Caledonia for both inspiration and, more importantly, lessons.
after its defeathat she came to anarchist conclusions.  Inspired by the federalistocialism of Proudhon, it
played a key role in the development of revolutionary
anarchismwhen its advocatetearrt the lessons of a
popular revolt so savagely and bloodily crushed. Like
Bélﬁurgnﬁclﬁd&;o%o@imen we need to learn its lessons
now in order to ensure any future revolt does not make
gthe same mistakes and finally frees humanity from its
chains

The first book on women in the Commune was by Edith
Thomas, translated into English aghe Women
Incendiariesin 1966 he biographylLouise Michelwas
translated in 1980). More recent@ar ol yn J.
Surmounting the BarricadeswWomen in the Paris
Commung2004) recounts the struggle against class an

the struggle against non -economic hierarc hies cannot wait until
economic classes are ended. All social hierarchies are
interwoven and one cannot take priority over the others.
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Declaration to the French People
Journal officiel de la Commune de Par2® April 1871

To the French people:

In the painful and terrible conflict which once again
imposes on Paris therrors of a siege and
bombardment, which causes French blood to flow,
which destroys our brothers, our wives, our children,
crushed beneath shells and bullets, it is necessary that
public opinion not be divided, that the national
conscience not be confuke

Paris and the entire nation must know the nature, the
reason, and the aim of the revolution that we are
making. Finally, the responsibility for the grief, the
suffering, and the misfortunes of which we are the
victims must fall on those who, after havingttayed
France and delivered Paris to the foreigners, pursue
with blind and cruel
obstinacy the ruin of the
capital in order to bury, in
disaster for the republic
and liberty, the double
testament of their treason
and their crime.

N1

The Commune has the
dutyto affirm and define
the aspirations and wishes
of the people of Paris; to
clarify the character of the
movement of March 18,
misunderstood, unknown
and slandered by the
politicians who sit at
Versailles.

Once again, Paris works
and suffers for all of
France, whose intellectual,
moral, administrative and
economic regeneration, its
glory and prosperity, it
prepares through its
struggles and sacrifices.

What does it demand?

The recognition and consolidation of the republic, the
only form of government comphte with the rights of
the people and the steady and free development of
society;

REPUBLIQUE FRANCAISE
Liberté  Egalité Fraternité

COMMUNE III] PARIS

DECLARATION

AU PEUPLE FRANCAIS

communes adhering to the contract, whose association
must ensure French unity;

The inherent rights of theommune are:

Voting on the communal budget, receipts and expenses;
fixing and distribution of taxes; management of local
services; organisation of its judiciary, internal police

and education; administration of property belonging to
the Commune;

The chace by election or competition, with
accountability and the permanent right of control and
revocation, of magistrates and communal officials of all
kinds;

The absolute guarantee of individual freedom, freedom
of conscience and freedom of work;

The permandrintervention of

citizens in communal affairs by the
free expression of their ideas, the free
defence of their interests: guarantees
given for these expressions by the
Commune, solely responsible for
overseeing and ensuring the free and
fair exercise oflte right of assembly
and publicising;

N 110

The organisation of urban defence
and the National Guard, which elects
its leaders and alone watches over the
maintenance of order in the city.

Paris wants no more local guarantees
than these, on condition, of coursé,
finding in the great central
administration, delegation of the
federated communes, the realisation
and the practice of the same
principles.

But, thanks to its autonomy and
taking advantage of its freedom of
action, Paris retains for itself the
carryingout, internally, as it sees fit
the administrative and economic reforms called for by
its people; to create suitable institutions to develop and
spread education, production, exchange and credit; to
universalise power and property, according to the
necesgies of the moment, the wishes of the interested

LA COMMLNE DE FARES,

The absolute autonomy of the Commune extended to a"partles and the data provided by experience.
the localities of France, and assuring to each one its full Our enemies deceive themselves, or deceive the

rights, and to every Frenchman the full exercise of his
facuties and abilities as man, citizen and worker;

The autonomy of the Commune will have as its limits
only the right to equal autonomy for all the other

country, when they accuse Paris of wanting to impose
its will or its supremacy on the rest of the nation, and to
claim a dictatorship that would be a real attack on the
independence and sovereignty of other communes.
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They deceive themselves, or deceive the country, when The struggle between Paris and Versailles is one of
they accuse Paris of pursuing the destruction of French those that cannot end in illusory compromises; the
unity, constituted by the Revolution to theclamations outcome cannot be in doubt. Victory, pursued with an
of our fathers who rushed to the Fete de la Fédération indomitable energpy the National Guard, will remain
from all corners of the old France. at the idea and at the right.

Unity, as it has been imposed on us until now by We call on France!
empire, monarchy and parliamentarism, is nothing but
despotic, unintelligent, arbitrary or onerous
certralisation.

Notified that Paris in arms possesses as much calm as
bravery; that it supports order with as much energy as
enthusiasm; that it sacrifices itself with as much reason

Political unity, as Paris wants it, is the voluntary as heoism,; that it only armed itself in devotion to the
association of all local initiatives, the spontaneous and liberty and glory of all, France must halt this bloody
free concurrence of all individual energies for a conflict!

common goal, the webeing, the freedom and the

. It is up to France to disarm Versailles by the solemn
security of all.

expression of its irresistible will.
The communal resdution, begun by popular initiative
on March 18, inaugurates a new era of experimental,
positive and scientific politics.

Called to benefit from our conquests, may itldex
itself in solidarity with our efforts; may it be our ally in
this fight, which can only end by the triumph of the

It is the end of the old governmental and clerical world, communal idea or by the ruin of Paris!

of militarism, of bureaucracy, of exploitation, of
speculation, of monopa@s, of privileges, to which the
proletariat owes its serfdom; the country, its misfortunes
and disasters.

As for us, citizens of Paris, our mission is to accomplish
the modern revolution, the widest andshfecund of
all those which have illustrated history!

: , -
May this beloved and great country, deceived by lies Our duty is to fight and win:
and calumny, be reassured!

Paris, 19 April 1871.

The Paris Commune

Decree on convening workers trade councils
Journalofficiel de la République francaisd7 April 1871

The Paris Commune,

Considering that a number of factories have been abandoned by those who were running them in order to escape ¢
obligations and without taking into account the interests of workers;

Considering that as a result of this cowardlyedisn, many works essential to communal life find themselves
disrupted, the livelihood of workers compromised.

Decreed:

Workers trade council€hambres syndicales ouvriétese convened to establish a commission of inquiry with the
purpose:

1. To compik statistics on abandoned workshops, as well as an inventory of their condition and of the work
instruments they contain.

2. To present a report on the practical requisites for the prompt restarting of these workshops, not by the deserters
abandoned #m but by the coperative association of the workers who were employed there.

3. To devel op a c on s i{opetative societies.f or t hese workersd co

4. To establish an arbitration panel which shall decide, on the return of said employers, on thexsdoditie
permanent transfer of the workshops to the workersd
shall pay the employers.

This commission of inquiry must send its report to the Communal Commission on Labour and Exchangeillwhich w
be required to present to the Commune, as soon as possible, the draft of a decree satisfying the interests of the
Commune and the workers.

16 April 1871
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Appeal to the Citizenesses of Paris
A Group of Citizenesses

Journal officiel de la Commune de Pard April 1871

bl ockaded,

Citizenesses, where are our children, and our brothers,
and our husbands?... Do you hear the cannon roaring
and the tocsin sounding the sacred call?

Paris is Pari s

To arms! Thdatherland is in danger!...

Is it the foreigner coming back to invade France? Is it
the allied legions of the tyrants of Europe who massacre
our brothers, hoping to destroy with the great city even
the memory of the immortal victories that for a century
we have paid for by our blood and that the world calls
liberty, equality, fraternity?...

No, these enemies, these assassins of the people and o
liberty are French!...

This fratricidal aberration that seizes France, this fight
to the death, is the final ast the eternal antagonism of
right and force, of labour and exploitation, of the people
and their torturers!...

Our enemies are the privileged of the present social
order, those who have always lived on our sweat, who
have always fattened themselves onoumi s er y é

They saw the people rise
rights, no rights without duties!... We want work, but in
order to keep the product. No more exploiters, no more
masters!... Work and welleing for all,i the people to
govern itselfi the G™mmune, live free by working, or
die fidghting! . 0

And the fear of being cal
driven our enemies to commit the greatest of crimes,
civil war!

Citizenessesf Paris, descendants of the women of the
Great Revolution, who, in the name of the people and
justice, marched on Versailles, bringing back a captive
Louis XVI, we, mothers, wives and sisters of this

French people, can we stand it any longer that misery
and ignorance make enemies of our children, that father
turns on son, that brother turns on brother, they kill each
other before our eyes just for the whim of our
oppressors, who want the destruction of Paris after
having delivered it to the foreigner?

Citizenesses, the decisive moment has arrived. It is
necessary to be done with the old world! We want to be
free! And it is not only France that is rising, all civilised
peoples have their eyes on Paris, waiting for our
triumph to free themselves in their tuiThis same

L A popular French working class slogan, first used in the
October1831 revolt by theanuts(silk workers) of Lyon
when they occupi ¥idelbrdenm ci t vy,

Gdrnsanybvehose @incelyeadrées devastated our
country, vowing death to its democratic and socialist
tendencie$ is itself shaken and worked by the
revolutionary spirit! Also, it has been in a state of siege
for six months, and its worker negsentatives are in
prison! Even Russia sees its freedom fighters perish
only to greet a new generation, ready to fight and die for
the Republic and social transformation!

Ireland and Poland, which die only to be reborn with a
new energy Spain and Italyegaining their lost

strength to join theiinter
England, whose entire mass, proletarian and salaried,

pecomes revolutionary by social positioAustria,

whose government must repress the simultaneous
revolts of the country it¢eand of the Slav poweiis

does this perpetual clashing between the ruling classes
and the people not indicate that the tree of liberty,
fertilised by the rivers of blood shed over the centuries,
has finally borne fruit?

Citizenesses, the gauntlet hasrbd@own down, we
must conquer or die! May the mothers, the wives who
say to themselves AWhat

t ; .. m iy T e
Iipﬁleﬁsua&'ie?‘\ti&erlns‘i‘;I\@]eé tha(';ﬁtt’1\|eloonIydwlejlyt tcE s%v% thovg(i
who are dear to theiinthe hisband who supports her,
the child in whom she places her hdps to take an
active part in the struggle, to finally put an end to this
fratricidal struggle that can only end in the triumph of
the people, least it be renewed in the near future!

|l ed to the e |l eds court
Woe to mokhers, If once agaln ?hg people succumb! It

will be their descendants who will pay for this defeat,
because our Dbrotherods and
become a plaything and the reaction will have a good
game! Neither we nor our enemies desire mercy!...

do
b9

Citizenesses, all resolute, all united, are ensuring the
salvation of our cause! Let us prepare to defend and
avenge our brothers! At the gates of Paris, on the
barricades, in the faubourgs, no matter! Let us be ready,
at the given moment, to join our effottstheirs; if the
villains who shoot prisoners, who assassinate our
leaders, mowdown a crowd of unarmed women, so
much the better! The cry of horror and outrage of
France and the world will complete what we have
attempted!... And if all the rifles and yaanets are used

by our brothers, we will still have cobblestones to crush
the traitors!...

travaillant ou mourir en combattat! ( ALi ve free
di e fight i n-@hilippe sentR0,00@soldieoswands
150schnoang td sugpreds theale (BF)
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To the worker of the countryside
André Léo

La Commungl0 April 1871

Brother, they deceive you. Our interests are the
same. What we ask for, you want it too. The
liberation that we seek is [also] yours. What does it
matter if it is in the city or in the countryside that
food, clothing, shelter, assistance are lacking for
those who produce all the wealth of this world?
What does it matter what name the oppressor has:
big landowner or industrialist? For you, as for us,
the workday is long and hard, and does not even
provide enough to keep the body going. As for you,
as for usfreedom, leisure, the life of mind and
body, are lacking. We have always been and still
are, you and I, the vassals of poverty.

You, peasant, poor ddgbourer, have for almost a
century been repeatedly told that property is the
sacred fruit of labour,ral you believe that. But
open your eyes and look around you; look at
yourself, and you will see that it is a lie. Here you
are old; you have always worked; all your days
have passed with the shovel or sickle in your hand
from dawn to dusk, and yet you aret rich, and

you do not even have a piece of bread for your old
age. All your earnings have been spent raising
children, so that conscription will take them from
you, or that, marrying in their turn, they shall lead
the life of the beast of burden you Jeohd will end

up as you will end, miserably, for the strength of
your limbs being exhausted, you will find hardly
any work; you will worry your children with the
burden of your old age and will soon see you
obliged, rucksack on your back, and bowing your

the workers are podrand stay poor. The
exceptions only prove the rule.

This is unjust. And that is why Paiisvhich you
denounce upon the word of people interested in
deceiving you that is why Paris stirs, demands,
rises, and wants tthange the laws that gives all
power to the rich over the workers. Paris wants the
son of the peasant to be as educated as the son of
the wealthy, and FOR NOTHING, since human
science is the right of all men, and is no less useful
for conducting life thamaving eyes to see.

Paris wants there to be no more king who receives
30 million of the peoplé money and who

moreover fattens his family and his favourites;
Paris wants this huge expense no longer, greatly
reducing taxation. Paris demands thatmare
functionaries be paid 20,00030,000i 100,000
francsi feeding a man the wealth of several
families in a single year; and that, and that with this
saving, retirement homes are established for the
workerold age.

Paris demands that every man whaoas a

proprietor pays not a penny in tax; that he who has
only a house and his garden again pays nothing;
that small fortunes are taxed lightly, and the whole
weight of taxation falls on the rich.

Paris says that it is the deputies, senators, and
Bonaparists, the authors of the war, who paid five
billion to Prussia, and for which they sell their
holdings out of what is called the property of the

head, to go begging door to door for condescendingcrown’ who are no longer needed in France.

and bitter handouts.
That is not right, brother peasant, do you not feel

Paris demands that justice costs nothing to those
who need it, andhiat it is the people themselves

it? You can see, then, that you have been deceived;,ho chooses the judges, from amongst the honest

for if it were true that property was the fruit of
labour, you would be the owne/ou who have
worked so hard. You would own this little house,

people of the county.
Finally, Paris want$ listen well to this' worker of

with a garden and a paddock, which was the dreamhe countryside, poor degbourer, small owner

the goal, the passion of your whole life, but which
you have not been able to acquirer perhaps that
you have the misfortunate of acqugir by a debt

whom usury gnaws, strfarmer pordier],
sharecroper, farmer, all who sow, harvest, swea
so that most of your products go to someone who

that exhausts you, gnaws at you and will force your do€s nothing; what Paris wants, all told, is THE
children as soon as you are dead, perhaps before, tbAND TO THE PEASANT, THE TOOL TO THE

sell that roof which has already cost you so much.
No, brother, work does not yield property. It is
inherited or earned by trickery. Thieh are idle;

WORKER, WORK FOR ALL.

The war that Paris is waging right now is the war
againstusury, deceit and idleness. They tell you:
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the Parisian, the socialists, are dividers
[partageuk T Well! Good people, do you not see
who is telling you that? Are not those who, doing
nothing, live handsomely off the work of others,
dividers? Have you nev heard thieves, to
hoodwink others, shout out thief? And make a run
for it while we stop the one accused of theft?

Yes, the fruits of the earth to those who grow them.
To each his own; work for all. No more very rich,
nor very poor. No more work withougst, no more
rest without work. This is possible; for it would be
better to believe nothing than to believe that justice
is not possible. It only requires good laws, which
will be made when workers stop wanting to be
duped by the idle.

And at that time, ®lieve us, brother cultivators,
fairs and markets will be better for those who
produce wheat and meat, and more plentiful for all,

than they ever were under any emperor or king. For

then, the worker will be strong and well nourished,
and work will be freef the heavy taxes, licences
and charges that the Great Revolution did not
completely sweep away, as it appeared to.

So, inhabitants of the countryside, you see, the
cause of Paris is yours, and it is for you that it
works, at the same time as for the wemKrhose
generals who are attacking it at the moment are the
general who have betrayed France [to the
Prussians]. Those deputies, whom you have
appointed without knowing, want to restore Henri
V.1If Paris falls, the yoke of poverty will remain
around yarr neck and will be passed onto those of
your children. So help it prevail, and, whatever
happens, remember well these wdrder there

will be revolutions in the world until they are
achievedi THE LAND TO THE FARMER, THE
TOOL TO THE WORKER, WORK FOR AL.

THE WORKERS OF PARIS

Revolution without Women

André Léo
La Sociale8 May 1871

Do you know, General
Dombrowski, how the
revolution of the 18 of
March was made?

By women.

Early in the morning, troops
had been ordered to
Montmartre. The small
number of National Guards
who were guarding the
cannons in place Saiftierre
were surprised and the
cannons removed; they were
brought down into Paris
without hinderance. The
National Guard, without
leaders, without orders,
hesitated in the face of an
open attack. A few more turns
of the wheel, and you would

André Léo (1824.900)

But then, on the square of the
abbey women, citizenesses of
Montmartre, went as a crowd,
seized the bridles of the
horses, surrounded the
soldiers, and told them:

i What! You serve the
enemies of the people, you, its
children! Are you not the
instruments of your own
oppressors? Are you not
ashamed to serve cowards?

Initially stopped by fear of
wounding the women and
crushing their children, who
clung to the wheels of the
cannons, the soldiers
understood these accusations,
and they raised the butts of
their rifles into the air. The

never have been a General of the Commune, citizerpeople sbuted with joy: proletarians, divided

Dombrowski.

L Henri, Count of Chambord (1821883), as a result of the
July Revolution of 1830, became King of France from 2 to 9
August 1830 as Henry V, although he was never officially
proclaimed as such. Subsequently, he was the Legitimist
pretender to the throne Bfance and as the Second Empire

beneath different names and under different garbs,

collapsed following its defeat in the FrarBoussian War in

1870, royalists became a majority in the National Assembly
and agreed to support the agi
to the throne.BF)
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finally understood each other and reunited. No
more army, consequently, no more tyranny.
Soldiers and National Guards embraced. The
cannons were restored; hencefodbnfidence,
enthusiasm, indomitable courage, filled souls
indecisive an instant before the Revolution was
made.

Nevertheless, there is a need to reason a little: do
we believe we can make the revolution without
women? For eighty years this has been attechpt
and the Revolution has never come to pass.

The first revolution [of 1789] bestowed upon them
the title of citizenesses; but not the rights. It left
them excluded from liberty, from equality.

Rejected by the Revolution, women returned to
Catholicism, and, under its influence formed that
immense reactionary force, imbued with the spirit
of thepast, which stifles the Revolution every time
it wants to revive.

the Revolution is the freedom
and the responsibility of eve
human creature, with no limit
other than the common right
without any privilege of race,
nor of sex.

y

When will we realise that this has lasted long
enough? When will the intelligence of republicans
rise as far as to understand their principle and their
interest?

They demand that woman fenger be under the
yoke of priests; and they do not like to see her a
freethinkeri They do not want her to work against

Well, this concoction does not have a chance.

God has a great advantage over man at this point,
remaining unknown; this hat allows him to be
the ideal.

Religion condemns reason and at the same time
defends science. Well, that is simple, radical and
neat. It is a circle from which you cannot leave
unless you break it.

But the Revolution, but the new spirit, on the
contrary exists only through the exercise of reason,
of liberty, by the search for the truth, the just in all
things. Here, it is no longer the circle but the
straight line projected into infinity.

Where to gip along this path? Where to place the
boundary stone which this or that spirit in motion
will not go pass? And who has the right to ask it?

We had better get used to it, the Revolution is the
freedom and the responsibility of every human
creature, with ndimit other than the common right
without any privilege of race, nor of sex.

Women will only abandon the old faith to embrace
with passion the new. They do not want to, they
cannot be, neutral. We must choose between their
hostility or their devotion. Soe without doubt,
scorning the impediment, strong and confident,
persist despite the repugnance; but these natures
are rare; most human beings are struck above all by
the fact and discouraged by the injustice.

Now, who is suffering the most from the curtren
crisis, the high cost of food, the stoppage in work?
i woman; and above all the single woman, in
whom the new regime is no more interested than
the previous ones.

Who has nothing to gain, immediately at least,
from the success of the revolution? Womaaiag
It is the liberation of man which we are discussing,

them, yet they reject her assistance as soon as she not hers.

wants to act.
Why is this?

| will tell you: it is because many republicaing

do not speak of the genuine orielsave dethroned
the Emperor and the goo
themselves in their place.

And naturally, with this intent, they need subjects,
or at least female subjects. Woman must no longer
obey priests; but as before shashnot rise above
herself. She should remain neutral and passive,
under the direction of man, she will have only
changed confessor.

And when, driven by the sublime instinct which
fortunately drives all hearts towards freedom in this
century, she offers despite everything her devotion
to this revolution which forgets her, they reject her
\Hith il[‘%”f’ a&déconéewqt! [ wey cguld, rgm a
certain point of view, writé a history from 89 with
this title: A History of the inconsistences of the
Revolutionary Partyi. The woman question would
be the lagest chapter, and we would see how this
party found a way to drive half its troops, who only
wanted to march and fight with it, over to the side
of the enemy
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Statement before the Military

Tribunal
Louise Michel

18 Decembed 871

I do not wish to defend myselfdo not wish to be defended. |
belong completely to the social revolution and | declare that |
accept complete responsibility for all my actions. | accept it
completely and without reservations.

You accuse me of having taken part in the murder of thergés?

To that | would reply Yes, if | had been in Montmartre when they
wished to have the people fired on. | would not have hesitated to
fire myself on those who gave such orders. But | do not understand
why they were shot when they were prisoners, dadK on this

action as arrant cowardice.

As for the burning of Paris, yes, | took part in it. | wished to
oppose the invader from Versailles with a barrier of flames. | had
Louise Miche(18301905) no accomplices in this action. | acted on my own initiative.

| am told that | anan accomplice of the Commune. Certainly, yes,
since the Commune wanted more than anything else the social revolution, and since the social revolution
the dearest of my desires. More than that, | have the honour of being one of the instigators roftl@é; o
which by the way had nothirignothing, as is well known to do with murders and arson. | who was
present at all the sittings at the Town Hall, | declare that there was never any question of murder or arson

Do you want to know who are really gyiP It is the politicians. And perhaps later light will be brought on
to all these events which today itis found quite natural to blame on all partisans of the social revolution [. .

But why should | defend myself? | have already declared that | refukeso. You are men who are going

to judge me. You sit before me unmasked. You are men and | am only a woman, and yet | look you in the
eye. | know quite well that everything | could say will not make the least difference to your sentence. So a
single kst word before | sit down. We never wanted anything but the triumph of the great principles of the
revolution. | swear it on our martyrs who fell at Satory, by our martyrs whom | acclaim loudly, and who will
one day have their revenge.

Once more belong to you. Do with me as you please. Take my life if you wish. | am not the woman to
argue with you for a moment [. . . ]

What | claim from you, you who call yourselves a Council of War, who sit as my judges, who do not
disguise yourselves as a Comnossof Pardons, you who are military men and deliver your judgement in
the sight of all, is Satory where our brothers have already fallen.

I must be cut off from society. You have been told to do so. Well, the Commissioner of the Republic is rigf
Since t seems that any heart which beats for freedom has the right only to a lump of lead, | too claim my
share. If you let me live, | shall never stop crying for revenge, and | shall avenge my brothers by denounci
the murderers in the Commission for Pardons][

I have finished. If you are not cowards, kill me!

! TranslationFighting the Revolutionl (London: Freedom Press, 1985).
2 After the crushing of the commune, those prisoners not executed after summary trials in Paris and buried in mass graves wert
marched to the Camp de Satory where they were held in extremely crowded arithgneanditions until they could be tried by
military tribunals. Some 95 were sentenced to death, around 250 to forced labour, around 4,000 to deportation and thiusands 1
to prison. BF)
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Eugene Varlin:

Internationalist and Communard

Eugéne Varlin was born on"5
October 1839 near Clay&uilly
in France into a poor family. His
father an agricultural day laboure
also had a small piece of land t
grow vegetables. His grandfathe
on his motheros
the 1848 revolution and he
suffered under Louis Napoleon
His stories had a bigfluence on
Eugéne.

waltzing with them throughout
the last evening However he
felt the need to continue to work
within it. He was opposed to the
Proudhonist position which said
that women should stay at home
and not work in the factories. He
had meetings with Bakunin and
James Guillaume, representing
the libertarian curnmet within the
International. With the banning

of the International in 1868 he
was fined and served 3 months
in prison. He developed a
collectivist position, becoming
coordinating secretary of the
wor kersodé societi
the societies could be a p&ato
train people for a future society.

At the end of 1870, after having
set up sections of the
international in Lyon, Lille and
Creusot, he had to flee to
Belgium.

Eug neds father
would study and not be condemne
to hard toil all his life like so many
others in the neighbourhood. H
attended school until 13 and the
took an apprentice as a bookbind
with his uncle in Paris. Heéook
evening courses at the same tim
even learning Latin  and
distinguished himself in his
studies.

Eugéne became conscious of ti
need to organise and joined tt._
Bookbinders Society at the age of With the fall of Napoleon Il and

18. This society concerned itself with sickness benefitsthe setting up of a government of national defence in
and retirement sums and he sought to make it moreParis, he returned there and founded the vigilance
militant. In 1864, already on police files, he took part in committee of the®arrondissement. He became delegate
his first strike and became a member of the striketo the central committee of twenty arrondissements,
committee. His agitation in the Society led to his where he was in charge of finance. Head dkaxde
expulsion from it and he now set up his own nationale[National Guard] battalion, Eugéneijth his
bookbindersd associat i on libariar@moutipokefelt that this Bad  beradigndu ¢orthe
1870. At the same time he organised a cooperatvewor ker sd® movement and that
restaurant and a cooperative shop. subject to instant recall. However he resigned from the
In an attempt to turn th hat:a}&oon Wt?(e%'?fagleéj t,:) gcgegtihlgﬁtég?%sgoEsi H%salvé/
militant direction he called for the creation of a oo € NEW govement was prepared to maxe a dea

Federationo f Pari si an Wor ker s GW'.thSﬁbefriuseS'?nls ng to f\ﬁehPiar&slf]orV %agles. When
this~government attémpted to Seize the™ cannons at

created in 1869. During the strike wave of 1869 he set UP\iontmartre Eugene Varll th ho 100k
a strike fund, not devoted to one trade but for all workers ontmartre tugene variin was among those who oo
on strike. part in _the subse_qu_ent ms_urrectlon, with the battalions of
the Batignolles district taking control of the area.

Eugeéne became a socialist, adopting the mutualist
outlook of Proudhon, situating himten the left of that
current and acting among the aatithoritarians within
the First International which he joined in 1865. He
advanced the ideas of federalism within it. He began

writing for the weekly paper of the First Internationad. cooperatives he now set up clothing workshops. one of
Tribune ouviere. He was one of the 4 French delegates P . b ing PS,
which was directed by Louise Michel. He also became

at the London conference. He was unimpressed by thesecretar of the Council of the International, maintainin
London leadership of the International, preferring the y ; 9

company of Marx6s daughte Irml§s bthgentthﬁ %O{nm%m?n dt ht ehi & V\?Oartkheerrf
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On the 26 March as a member of the International he
was elected to the Council of the Commune, being the
only delegate to be elected in 3 arrondissements. He
served on the finance committee, finally pagsto the
committee for military supply. With his experience of



As a libertarian he was opposed to the moves to set up aetaliate with similar massacres, and tried unsuccessfully
Committee of Public Safety to defend the Commune, to stop the escution of 50 hostages.

reminding himself of the role of such an organisation in
the 1789 Revolution. He saw in it the danger of a
dictatorshipin opposition to the grass roots organisations

Recognised by a priest in the street oft Ry he was
arrested. He had made no attempt to flee or to hide

of the masses. He signed the declaration of the minority,h'mself' He was tortured and beaten and then finally put

) . . : up against a wall and shot, his body lying on the ground
m/osgsSted throughout Paris protesting against thesefor severahours. In front of the firing squad he cried out

Vive la Commune!
During the Bloody Week, with the advance of the troops — :
of the Versailles government, he léee defence of the gE ug an GF; VI? r |An ' h.'\g“a r77t yr of
6" and 10" arrondissements, fighting from barricade to rganise:-or kevoiutionary Anarchisine

barricade. Thé/ersaillaistroops began massacres, but (Magazine of the Anarchist Federation)

Varlin denounced the attempts by some Communards to

The Presidency of Mutual Assistance Societies
La Marseillaise 20 January 1870

Undoubtedly, personal power falls into ruin. groupings on the most democratic bases, thé mos

From top to bottom, the system built by the man of consistent with true republican principles.

December collapses on all sides. Although we have often been attacked by some
Here is a member of the majority who is also tearing a revolutionaries who have reproached us for dealing with

stone from the edifice. ﬁgperiiéclﬁlgqtaélslwpeg };h_e wh?lenhadstoab[e Cth ead’ng S

session, has tabled a bill aimed at the repeal of the artic‘flea'm o have amply co_ntnbuted to the adven _eft

of executive order of 52 that allows the head of the Statgevolu'glon lc_;y accustoming people to the practice of

to appoint the presidents wiutual assistance societies. republican institutions.

See our workerso societies

resistance, solidarity, trades councihfmbre syndicale

etc. [T ] everywhere the authoritarian presidency, last

vesige of the monarchical idea, is banished from our

%rlpanisations, everywhere our statutes and regulations,
Wr own laws, are discussed and voted upon directly by

those who must respect them.

Although we are not inclined to follow the liberals of the
empire in the direction of small reforms and attach little
importance to all these small measures, to all these
special liberties that they grant to us with such
reludance, we who aspire to achieve the possession of
our rights as soon as possible, to true freedom, that wh
includes them all, we must not, however, miss an
opportunity to undermine the obstacle which hinders usThe mutual assistance societies, very numerous in

until we can destroy it completely. @more it is shaken, France, were upftunately outside our activity. The

the more it will be weakened and the less trouble will wempire had laid its claws on them to make it a powerful
have when we give it the final shock. means of domination. Moreover, it is the only aspect of
&!g social system that the authodob Ext i nct i on

Besides, the institutions of a people cannot change unl L .
paupérismenas applied.

their morals are modified. To prepare the Republic, we
must get used to practig the customs as much as we Organise the poor, discipkrthem, given them leaders, in
can, on all occasions. order to make sure that they can only act in accordance
with the will of the master; to guarantee them against

ourselves in the ordinary circumstances of life, it will be Excl?;ﬁw?h%?rvg\:\%’ rve\:”s]:)ClTr(I:Se:I':,(\)l a\l/?/lﬁighd:rnegzgélzroltht?b ﬁitgte,
easy for us to institute direct government, since matters y 9 :

of general interest are no more ditficthan matters of them througr_l gr_at!tude, some subsidies made on behalf
e of taxpayers; this is the means employed by the empire to
specific interest.

bond with the poor and ignorant mass.

When we are accustomed to managing our affairs

This is what practical socialists have long understood,
and that is why they are working to group men so that
they look after their concerns and strive to organise the

Fortunately, the almost unlimited personal power granted
é% the presidents of the mutual assistancestiesi have
produced the same result in each of these little

L A reference to Louis Napoleon Bonaparte, one time PresidehThe extinction of pauperismas 1844 a work by Louis
oft he Second Republic, who oNapdaeonnBemagarteavhichargad sodid ®fora ind ivas
December 1851 before being crowned Emperor Napoleon lllinfluenced by SintSimonian ideas. (BF)
in December 1852. (BF)
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