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Editorial

Welcometo the secondssueof therelaunchedlackFlag!

It is now 25 years sinc&lbert Meltzer diedMeltzershould need little introduction as he played a key role in the
British, indeed international, anarchist movement from when he besmaearchist militarin the 1930s until his
death He helpedoundBlack Flagand took an abte part in its production, including editing and writifgs such, it

is fitting that we remember his life and legacy.

The otherfocusof thisissueis on PierreJoseptProudhorandhis legacy Proudhonone of the few leading socialist
thinkers fromthe working classyasthefirst persorto proclaimthemselvessananarchisin 1 8 4 Widats

Property? While not a revolutionary anarchist, his influence was extensive and he influenced the likes of Bakunin an
Kropotkin, along with workers across tgmbe: his followers helped create the First International and played an

important part in the Paris Commune. His ideas laid the foundations for revolutionary anarchism and syndicalism.

Yet some accuse him of being a fascist, most notably American acaliésaibtvynSchapiroSc hapi r 0 6 s
have beemepeated by Marxists ever since. Here we expose the many distortiongeatidns Schapiro
inflicted on Proudhon. Thisnho academic taskjwen how attackson Proudhoraregeneralisedo all forms of
anarchismincludingclassstruggleones It is in theinterestof all libertariansto debunkthesedistortions.

This is not to sugge&troudhoris somehow above criticism:ddexism for examplewasrightly challengediuring
his lifetime. While manywomenwritersrefutedhis nonsenseJoseptDéjacquds the bestknowncritic for he drew
revolutionarycommunistconclusiondrom P r o u d ideagcdirsngthewordii | i b eortotdescribed Déjacque

used the best of Proudhon

to

mo c k

t he wor st. We al

S

|

account of the links between Proudhon and Bakunin and publish a new translation of one of his articles on Bakunin

Finally, if youwantto contribute whetherits writing newmaterialor letting usknow of ortline articles,reviewsor

translationsthencontactus:

blackflagmag@yahoo.co.uk



Keeping Alive the Spirit of Revolt:
Some thoughts on Albert
and his writings

Barry Pateman

Meltzer

Sometime in the July or early
August 1940, Albert Meltzer
went before the Fulham
Tribunal to argue his case as
conscientious objector. He
made no claims to be a
pacifist instead arguing that
his militant anarchism
prevented him from
supporting this capalist war
and he should be granted
conscientious objection as a
result of it. He knew he had
lost before he began but the
statement he had prepared fo
the hearing is worthy of our
consideration if we wish to
understand who Albert was. li
it he argued that

ASupport f«
war...would be for me

not only an intolerable compromise to the
forces of Capitalism and the State, but a
radical betrayal of the international working

cl asso
He went on to assert:

Al bel i ev elass &f Britamoan k i
only achiee its freedom by fighting its own
capitalist class in the economic field, by
forcing it to grant social and wage
concessions and by joining with colonial

peoples to
And el aboratin

end imperﬁeasf31

wrote was an attept to build on
these basics and make the new
world he carried inside him not a
dream or an arguing point but a
reality.

The Kate Sharpley Library has a
bibliography of over 700 articles
written by Albert for anarchist

and freethought papers both in the
UK and overseas during his life
time. More are still out there,
waiting to be found under
pseudonyms or as anonymous
editorials, and w
adding to the list regularly. The
sheer number of articles suggests
that throughout his life Albert saw
thenewspaper article as his main
weapon against capitalism and its

Albert Meltzer (1920 -1996)  Supporters as well as other
anarchists when necessary!!

Much of his earlier writing in papers such as
Revolutionary Youth Moveme/eynolds News
Revolt War CommentaryandFreedomis
commentary on what was happening in the world at
the time of writing and was never written with an
gyg to posterity. His work at this time was urgent
and usually written at high speed as the situation
demanded. His thoughts were expressed in clear,
straightfaward language and aimed at those who
knew little about anarchism or its basic principles.
W I*grr}ﬁ%f as helping to build an anarchist
movement and never veered from that aim until he
g alhat, 0 died.aAfer Mseiperieneed wriiry for comedians

Government so ahvdyfAdi &l jpeaticesnusic@lls and summer revues
Until his death 56 years later these sentences throughout 19443 a wry humour began to appear

served as the

foundat i ol higwitng. hhosg days;op the repd hag taught 5

actions. There would be changes of nuance and  NiM how humour could be used as a means of

emphasis (they

donot de ffGCHVRly getling idegs agrgsy tp Regpfe, ag wefl gs

fascism for instance) but everything he did and

1 His statement can be read at full at

https://www.katesharpleylibrary.net/hx3gzf



highlighting the ineptness and stuipydof
capitalism.

His writing up until this time had also regularly
reflected his commitment to the internationalism
identified in his statement to the Fulham Tribunal.
It is not by chance that his most consistent
pseudonym was Al ntashisnat
articles, this commitment was reflected in his
copious correspondence with anarchists overseas
offering support or just the odd news briefing. He
had contacts all over the world and we might see
this internationalism as one of the forces driving
the creation of the Anarchist Black Cross in 1968.
The ABC took up much of his time in building
support networks for those imprisoned as well as
regular correspondence with them to combat their
isolation.

As he grew older his writing style and its content
changed especially in the pages Bfack Flag

Albert, | think, became more and more aware of the
shadow of posterity as he grew older. Part of this
awareness was that he had begun to see himself a
one of the few anarchists left standing who
identified wih the tradition of class struggle
anarchism. It was this class struggle anarchism an
its ideas that had mentored héman anarchism
which he now felt was being ignored or written out
of history as new groups and tendencies appeared
to take over the moveanmt. As these differing ideas
about anarchism emerged or gained credence he
sensed that the anarchist history and culture that
had mentored and nurtured him was in danger of
di sappearing. I n his vi
what he saw as misonceptions banarchism then
his generation would become victims of historical
amnesia and anarchism would become something
different from what he had devoted his whole life
fighting for.

d

His support for the Kate Sharpley Library also
reflected this awareness of parsty and the need to
preserve the record of the past. There was so much
he wanted to write and as a result he tried to put far
more information into his writing. His articles
became more and more polemics against other
anarchists, far more than his earlmeces ever

had.

If Albert was instinctively aware of the

complexities of workineclass life and experience,
he was just as aware of the role class played within
the anarchist movement.

He felt that middleclass anarchists determined
what constituted amehist history and had no

S

understanding of the dag-day experiences that
shaped workinglass life and culture.
Consequently, anarchism often did not appear
particularly welcoming to people coming from
working-class backgrounds. Albert also felt that
anachist history was not just the intellectual
history of great anarchist jnen a?\zj men who
\'/vrc{)tewb%c;ksI aa%(?o ér ma §rial t aétNé)OllJId be found
and read. Anarchist history was equally the
undocumented; those who put chairs out at
meetings, those who put thiasips on envelopes,
those who spoke about anarchism to their friends
and relatives in front rooms, cafes and pubs or died
alone in prison or camps. These people made
anarchism come alive as much as any great speaker
or person of action ever did, and theadtbeen a
key part of Al bertds
wrote gave them an identity and presence and
rescued them from oblivion.

wWor

Albert provided myself and many others with a
road map to anarchism we could travel with. We
may have found new paths tire journey and one

or two of the old paths may have become lost and
abandoned, but | still use it nearly every day of my
life. The map was built on his writings and through
conversation. Conversations with Albert were
things of wonder. You began by dissing the
merits of Katherine Hepburn as an actress and
ended up consi der iSoldersi f
Threewas critical in the portrayal of workinglass
people and language. | still have no idea how we
ended up there but | realize now that thesgsh
gnyiphed my serjse.of %‘?r?@'ﬁ”b people gng dd en
possibilities'in a way that official study never did.

As the years passed | gradually realized that from
him | had learnt that anarchism was as much
founded on relationships and people as it was on
theory. Nether, he felt, would be much use without
the other.

Albert was lucky enough to be part of our
movement both during times of growdh 1936

1939 and the period from the late nineteen sixties
onwards were exciting times to be an anarahist

as well as beingapt of it in the barren times when
all you could do was write a letter here and there
and go to the odd meeting when they were held. He
carried sadness and tragedy from his personal and
political life experiences but many would never
have known that. Alb¢brought the same energy
and enthusiasm to both good times and bad and
encouraged us to do the same. He never gave up
and he never stopped thinking or writing. | miss
him nearly every day.



Industrial

Britain

on the Move!

Albert Meltzer
Revolt! 11 Februaryl939

The popularmyth aboutthe conservatisnof the British
workershasagainbeenshakenGradually,butsurely,
thereis anotherswing-overto industrialdirectaction In

spiteof all thecompromise®ftheso-calledii wor k e r

partie® (which comprisevery little the averageworker)
we find all theingredientof arevolutionarylabour
movementctuallyin action

Suddenlyi ontop of eachother,almosti we find some
unionsgiving a blank refusalto offersof co-operation
in AR.P.,Ai Nat iServicepkonscriptionandspeed
up, unemployedlemonstration the metropolisand
elsewhereandrentstrikes.

Thethreemovesof producertenantandworkless(it
needsonlyac o n s u bogcottdfdblacklistfirms and
Fascistimport firms to completethe four ingredientsof
arevolutionarymovementareone Theworkershave
learntfrom ex-periencavhatconscription(under
whatevemameg meanslt is the superform of industrial
warfare:militarisationof
industryandalmost
martiallaw in time of
strikes A few unionshave
resistedthatis to the

There could be made out of this
present feeling a movement

(which the Governmenbrdersusto euphemises

A S p eddreas)lin Wales,Ireland,Scotlandandthe
North, to therelatively prosperousouthandLondon
évberethe newfactories.etc.,are,presumabljto make
themmoreeasilybombedrom theair)hasmade
landlordsinflatedwith their "prerogative of choosing
tenantsRentsaregoingupi while, in the Londonand
Southerrareaspartly becausef A.R.P. scarespartly
becaus®f usualstinginessconditions(eventhe lawful
obligationsto keepin goodconditionandrepair) are
gettingworse

Threestrikesarereported atthe momentof writing. In
FlowerandDeanStreet,oneof thetoughespartsof
Spitalfields,a 100percent,solid strike demanddower
rentsandlittle betterconditions Some-whagkinto the
wartimeGlasgowrentstrike,thewomenareleadingthe
struggleto resistthelandlordandhis agentsin Quinn
squareBuildingsi sceneof 1938rentstrikei the
evictionof a
woman(with five
children),oneof
lasty ear 0 s
strikers,is being

it i : : - istechy th
good Butit is not towards continued direct action; e
enough!Thosewho have ) _ t it
agreedo co-operatavith @ Movement organised so that it F?”egnzn “t tet
the Governmen{andwe eabod)Estatea
remembethatthe could take control of the C_Ia|_c;ham,at "
InternationalFederation : : . Similarrentstrike
of TradeUnionsrefused industries and dwellings when Issotl?drgﬁ:;\r/]v?tﬁr:he
to co-operatewith our the bosses and bailiffs had been secretanof the

I.W.M.A. onaboycottof
Franc9 mustbesubjected
to everycriticism from the
rank-andfile. Theclasscollaborationistandpro-
conscriptioniststecruitingsergeantandjobholdersof
thelabourmovemenmustbe summarilyexpelledfrom
thelabourmovementIf theunionsco-operatewith the
Governmentit meansnostrikes(fi o f f fitlaiispake,
possibleandii u n o fostiikesarerdnderednore
difficult by Governmensupervisionfestrictionanduse
of "agentsprovocateud andindus-trialspies.as
happendodayin the dockyards Thosewho hopethat
conscriptionwill besatisfactoryi asit will only affect
youthi shouldnotbe persuadethattheyare,from the
pointof view of their owninterestswrong:theytoo are
notthe peoplewho shouldevenbeallowedinsidea
conscioudabourmovementTheyarescabsat heart.

TheT e n a Sirtkes 6

Thet e n asmikesar@goodnews Noticeably theyare
all in London Theexodusrom the De-presse@reas

driven out for the last time.

Tenant so
Associationwho
is orderedo quit
(victimisationbeingthereason).

It is interestingto notethere-markof oneof the Quinn
squareBuildingstenantsmadeto a capitalistjournalist:
"THE BAILIFFS SHALLNOT PASSbH Theinfluence
of the SpanishRevolutionandtheresist-ancef Madrid
hasreachedhroughFranceto England!

TheUnemployedVorkersMovement

Theunemployedbarred by the natureof things,from
economicaction,havebeenattackingtheforcesof the
Statemachineryby demonstrationsyhich, moreover,
werewell calculatedo win the sympathyof Londoners
who, atleast,havea senseof humour Thelying-down
in theroadwaysjnvasionof the Ritz, throwing-out of
thebanneratthe elevatedMonument,demandinga

squaremeal(in para-phrasef therailwayi di st r es s

s har edewmdndingafi s q waraehainingto
5



the UnemploymenExchangesndsoon, wereall
actionswhich focussedttentionon the unemployed
And did it haveeffect? To suchanextentthatthe
capitalistswerescaredenoughto throw outimmediately
aredherringto puttheunemployedff thescentthe

fi S u nRictogabin particularandthe Fascists
endeavouretb linkup the Nazi demonstratiotin the
WestEndagainsthe GermanJewishrefugeecinema
appealsvi t theunempl oyedds
counterdemonstrations!

Thehumbugabouttherefugeemenacewill beseen
Noneof theserefugeegakejobsin this country The
outcrywasthenagainsthe charityappealsput the fact
of the matteris thatthe out criershavenot theslightest
intentionof rifling thefundsof the Baldwin Appeal
Fund,andgiving it to theunemployedAll theyintend
to dois makeafussaboutit, andgetthe unemployedo
dothesamejnsteadof attackingthe U.A.B., P.A.C. and
Unemploymengxchangeswhere afterall something
canbedone Fortunate-lytheunemployedat anyrate,
asawhole) havenotfallenfor it.

andbutterissuesTherising feeling,actually,could
very soonforceboth C.P. andL.P. officials to become
themselvegligible for theN.U.W.M. i andnotas
officials! Thesamefeelingcouldorganisethesestrikes
T tenantunemployedproducefi andlink themup with
C 0 n s u sirikes demantproducerconsumei all
arethesameandunemployedilsothe same(if not
today,tomorrow).

Direct Action

Therecould be madeout of this presenfeelinga
movementowardscontinueddirectaction;amovement
organsedsothatit couldtakecontrolof theindustries
anddwellingswhenthe bossesandbailiffs hadbeen
drivenoutfor thelasttime. Unfortunately this feeling

is beingdissipatedThe politicianswill makecapitalout
of it, andthenit will all disappearandtheworkerswill,
following anothereconomiccrisis, do the samethings,
andagainit will belost,andagain,andagain Thereis
only onethingto stopthis wasteof thew o r k e&fforts, 0
andthatis theorganisegropagandghatthis
revolutionaryactionis anarchesyndicalist,if without

It is regrettabldghatthe NationalUnemployedVo r k e r gh&name,andthatthe only way for its logical outcome

Movementis socompletelyin the handsof thenon-
revolutionaryCommunistParty,but evensorank-and
file pressurdnasforcedthesedemonstrationdn the
sameway, thetradeunions,underthe control of Labour
Partyofficials, canbeforcedto act,on their own bread

Anarcho -syndicalism:

constructive

to beachieveds by the gradualbuilding of ananarchist
labourmovemenuponthelinesindicatedby the
organisationshat,asis seendo springinto beingon
theseoccasions.

an outline of
anarchism

Albert Meltzer
War Commentary For Anarchism April 1940

It is nolongerpossibleto takeup a negativerole with
regardto theworld revolution Theexigenciesf
moderncapitalismdemandhatwe give up any
consideratiorof i s h aherebéarevolutiond etc.,for
monopolycapitalismcannotcontinuewithout some
form of socialchangeeithertowardstotalitarianState
controlor towardsw o r k @mtrel 6

Thequestiontodayis: i Owhich sidein the
revolutiond We havefrequentlyoutlinedthe dangersf
totalitarianismwhethercapitalist fascistor

i ¢ o mmu the Stateionot afit instrumentfor the
liberationof the massesTo thiswe will alludeagain

Our pointnowis to considerthealternativewo r k er s

control Not merelyto considerthe negativerole of the
revolution(the destructiorof capitalismandStatg but
thecreativerole of therevolution.

It is not practicablgo say,with awaveof thehand,fit h e

workerswill decidewhenthetime comesd Ourjobisto
considerthe methodghattheworkersdo takeat such
times,Sinceonly by thatway canwe hopefor a
unificationandstrengtheningf therevolutionary

movemenprior to thattime. And asJohnMost said,
i R e v o | canndtbemade buttheycanbeprepared
for. o

TheStruggleFor A Free Society

Theeconomicorganisatiorof theworking classis the
only way in which we canstruggleagainstcapitalism,
totalitarianismandthe State ConsideringBritain today
andthe conditionspeculiarto it, we would saythata
rebirthof themilitant shops t e w anovdngebasin
thelastwar, would bethefirst step (Councilsof
workersstrugglingfor economicconcessionsn the
factoriesandworkshopswhichin 191719 beganto
fink into Soldiersandwo r k €aunciis).

Suchcouncils,imbuedwith arevolutionaryantiwar
spirit, couldbejoinedaccordingo industry,each
councilbecominga branchof its industrialunion Such
industrialunions,freely federatedwould bethe nucleus
not only of the struggleagainstcapitalismandfor
immediae concessiondyutfor thetakinghold of the
placesof work. All socialfunctionsin the newsociety

6



would becontrolledby theorganismghussetupi thus, meeting) Thecouncilwould be,in effect,achambeiof
directly, by theworkersthemselvesandnot by any labour(afi ¢ a i andundercapitalismwould have
political partyor groupaspiringto power. the approximatedutiesof arevolutionarysyndicalist
i t r aocdireik As thedirectrepresentativehen,of
the producergwho would alsobethe consumers)it
would havethesayin all local mattersasdistinctfrom
EconomidReorganisation thelocal unionsin their regionalfederationwhich
would organiseproduction Co-operativef consumers
would takethe
functionof supplying

Througha revolutionarylabourmovementwve could
preparghenewsaociety.

TheseShopcommitteespriginally the meansof
assemblagef the

\évsrrggézfgovroﬁéﬁke the State Is not a fit the demand®f the
overthenewfunction : t t .I: th consumers.
of controlwhenthe Instrument 1or e Local publicworks
bossedhadbeen . . beingthe
lockedout Then | 1 berati on of t  responsibilityof the
economiccontrol . . localic o mmu n e,
;Ar/lould bkediretcttrc]adby Our pomt Nnow IS to naticl)gzlpl;]blicworks
eworkersatthe would bethe
mnete.min sip,  CONSIAer the alternative: federatonof
etc Through ~ communesSimilarl
representgtion WO Tr k er so c NDh t r internationally but Y
directly responsible . with the growth of
to thatmeeting, merely to consider the thefree society
would beformed ] internationally,such
regionalfederations negatlve rO|e Of the internationalism
(andeventually ] ; would bereplacedoy
nationaland revolution @ but the cosmopolitanism:
international ie,thefinadi on
federationywhich, Creative r0|e Of the would betheworld,

from unifying labour or suchpartof it as

to resistcapitalism, : wasfreeand

would takeoverthe reVOI Utl on. federatedwith the
functionof revolution.
controllingindustryin general Aroundtheseindustrial Public Order
federationsspecialisedechnicaldepartmentsvould

developin detail, but with directresponsibilityto the Clearlyatfirst someform of public ordermustbetaken
industrialworkersat the point of production,in orderto alongwith publicworks i F i Golurhnistsd
preventany possibility of technocratidureaucracy recalcitrantcapitalists public nuisancesetc mustbe
Productionwould thusberegulatedoy the producers stoppedrom wreckingthew o r k society e would
themselvesEachindustrywould berun by theworkers haveno policeforce,for in thelastanalysisthis would
in thatindustry. bearepressivdorce:arelic of the old capitalism What

ther? Thebestanswelis givenfrom Spanish

SocialReorganisation experienceasystemof w o r k gatrotsdirectly

Socialreorganisationvould be carriedon by what responsibléo thecommunepota standingpoliceforce,
would approximateo the modernboroughor county but aforcerecruitedfrom theworkersat the point of
council,composedhowever not of councillorsbut of production Someof its functions(traffic-directing,etc)
thedirectly responsibleepresentativesf the workersat would becomeghework of a standingoody: notthe
their shopmeeting,(andchangedr retainedat each functionof securityhowever! Sucha systemof

1 Why not a standing for@Becauseuch a body, particularly (1) of function; (2 of recruitment (arming direct from

if armed, could be the beginning of a force towards military i ndustry), the method of forn
dictatorship The militarist army could become the instrument wor ker sé mi |l.( Mo me caear bet s egme
for military dictatorship A popular force could only be hat dictatorshigthe right d any citizen to complain to the

subjected t o t hoastsedmiristrditieeb b acondmurity of amy patrol would have to tecognised).
posts No militarism is the one, no bureaucracy is the other Standing nofrepressive bodies with functions usually taken

Moreover, the workersd pat r oblypoliceyaanle deerenenday by suchexamples as the o a |
on certain occasions of crislset us compare them with the A.A., R.A.C., etcPolice work of the purely admistirative
product of capitalist wair voluntary A.R.P.[Air Raid nature could easily be taken over by such a omanisation.

Precaitions] wardens! Allowing for considerable differences
7



w o r k patrots\ould beadirectheirtothew o r k e r srtunderdomination) Co-operationbetweerpeasarnt

A mi Bwhichwauld haveto berecruitedin sucha
mannerduringtherevolutionaryperiod And its
differencefrom the capitalistpolice force, guardianof
propertyrights, is clearlyseen It would bein effect,the
peoplethemselvesbeingcomposedimply of able
bodiedvolunteerdrom thedirectranksof theindustrial
community Its aim would not berepressivebut

fi ¢ o n d eaodfor trepurposeof public security.

AdministrativeWorks

Thusit is seenthatsocialworksaretheresponsibilityof
thecommuneTheyarecarriedout by theunion
concernede.g teachersvould runthe schoolsjustas
minerswould runthemines) It canbeseenthough,
thatcertainformsof nationaladministratiorare
necessarystatistical technical etc Herein fact, is
wherethe dangerof bureaucracyrisesandhasto be
guardedagainst A continualfi e largf | o thedefore,
into administrativepostsis necessaryno officials in the
newsocietynor in themovementhathasbuilt it. Some
permanenadministrativg(technicalespecially posts
arenecessarytheseworkersmustbe memberof a
separateinion,andtreateda membersf anyother
union,thusbeingontermsof equalitywith everyone
else.

Agrarian Society

Thefields would be controlledby the farm-workersin
the sameway thattheindustrieswerecontrolledby the
industrialworker. The peasanproblem(not affecting
Britain, butall otherEuropearcountrie$ would not be
solved,practicallynor desirableby liquidation: but by
freeco-operation The peasantvould beatliberty to
associat®nthegenerafarm collectives If hedid not
wish to, noforcedcollectivisationasin Russiaputthe
recognitionof the peasantstatusthe peasanto
continuewith his own field, beinggivenexclusiveuse
of thefield by the communityprovidedthatit was
enoughfor him to live on (anddid not entail his
exploitingsomeoneelseto work on thefield for him,
althoughthatwould probablynotarisein afreesociety
with the chanceof working in associatedontroland

Social Revolution

farmer,labourerandtownsmarns essentialthereis, in
effect,nothingto divide themin afreesociety In the
sameway we couldtracethe operationof all industries
andotherprofessionstakenoverby theworkersfrom
the capitalists por from the State(PostOffice, etc.) The
wage,moneyandprofit systemwould be quite
unnecessary

We havetracedherethe outline of ananarchissociety,
seerfrom its creativeside,the syndicalist
reconstructiorof society Graduallythe decentralised
formsof controlwould becomeavenmorefreer:the
needfor anyform evenofw o r Kk gatrots 0
disappearingAll wealthwould bein common:ihe
massesvould be the mastersof their own destiny
Couldthis becomea form of majority oppressiofi No:
to considerthatwould beto taketoo gloomya view of
humandesirefor liberty. Tyrannyspringsout of the
unfreesocialsoil: in afreecommunityit would bea
thing of thedarkpast.

Evenbeforethe commencementf therevolution,we
will havedispensedith all forms of authoritarianism
As beforetherevolution,we rejecteda party asameans
for socialemancipationsoaftertherevolutionwe reject
a Stateasameansof runninga society It is neither
necessaryor desirable.

All economyto thesyndicateg w o r kireonsasd
outlinedabove) all socialadministratiorto the
communesTheabolitionof the political oppressiorof
manby manbecaus®f theeconomicexploitationof
manby man.

This, then,is whatwe meanby Anarchy,the very name
of which throwsour hypocriticalpoliticiansinto a state
of abjectterror. Sofar from our beingreducedo chaos
if we do nothavethe politicians,the police,the State,
the bureaucratghe capitaliststherich, the
authoritariansthe stateof theworld today(suffering
from anexcesof governmentalisinshowshow we
shallbereducedo chaosf we retainthem This outline
showsthealternativeif we neglectthem.

d Genuine Brand

Albert Meltzer
War Commentary For AnarchismMay 1941

In the lastissueof War Commentary endeavouretb
analysebriefly all thesefake-revolutionarymovements
andto showthatin reality all reformistswereworking
towards,not reformandcertainlynot democracybut
towardsdictatorshipii R e f o oismiolsnger
synonymouwvith i d e mo ¢ onthecgndrary,it is

Crimes of robbery, etavould disappear with the profit
system Most criminals would be psychological, eamd
headed by the patrols to an approprizdey.

thereformistmovement&verywherevheretheyare
permittedto existwhich areendeavouringo shacklethe
workersto the governmentaiar machineyvery oftenin
orderthatthe capitalistgovernmentsvill notsuppress
themin orderto dothatjob themselves



Let usnow considerthe casefor the genuinebrandof
socialrevolution Whatthe pre-requisitesof a
revolutionarymovementoday?

In thefirst place,it mustbe againsttheimperialistwar.
All sortsof pseudescientificexcusesreinventedfor
defendingdifferentimperialistregimes In the socialist
movementtherearethosewho declaret to be of
importanceo fi d e ftree8odietUnionoT thejoint cry
of StalinistsandTrotskyistsi andthosewho declareit
to beof imperativenecessityo i d e fdenmocracy i
i.e. British-Americanimperialism Noneof thesen
reality canbe saidto be antrimperialistor opposedo
this war whilst they agitatefor the defenceof empires,
dictatorshipsandthelike.

The Stalinistsareatleastconsistentn onething, the
defenceof the SovietUnion, which hasbeentheirone
guidinglight for years In

caseof these admitted) Their beliefis thatwhatis to
be defendedagainstEuropearfascismis thefree
speechassociatiormndthoughtthatexistsin the
metropolis This, unfortunatelyjs dwindling. It is not
consideredy themthatB r i t tarhtoféssismwill
leavethemascompletelyhelplessasweretheir fellow-
sociatdemocrat®nthe continent In theeventof a
British victory, theywill beunableto influenceevents,
andin theeventof a Germarwictory, theywill . be
powerlesdo resisttheintroductionof fascismfrom that
guartereither. To dothemcredit,theyadmitthat Quite
cheerfullytheydeclarethatif Hitler wins,theworld,
apparentlynustceasdo live i which, thoughit is no
doubtgoodassuperficialpropagandais alittle
deficientinsofarasaworking-classpolicy in peaceand
war, victory anddefeat,democracyanddictatorshipjs
concerned

ordertodefendSt al i n
dictatorshiptheywill quite
cheerfullyally themselves
with Churchill or with
Hitler, accordingto

Ru s slatestiesndship
Fromthis point of view
theyneedbe considereds
nothingmorethan
marionetteglancingonthe
stringsof the Russian
ForeignOffice. Their bitter
opponentsthe Trotskyists,
havethe samepolicy of
defendinghe same
regime,only theyadopt
differenttactics(onthe
groundsthattheyaremore
effective),i.e.,they
advocateevolutionary

working

To us, the immediate
-class policy
must be one of
defence against
encroachment and
infringement of liberty
from within whatever

state, and the
preparation for social
revolution.

We Anarchistsdo hotaccept
responsibilityfor thedefence
of anyof thegovernmentsTo
us,theimmediateworking-
classpolicy mustbe oneof
seltdefenceagainst
encroachmenrand
infringementof liberty from
within whateverstate andthe
preparatiorfor social
revolution

self -

Whatls SocialRevolution

revolutiord thecomplete
expropriationof the meansof
life by theworking class,it is
naturalthatwe cannotmake
the easypromisef theleft-
wing politiciansabouta better
world following thewar; it is

defeatismas
revolutionarieshut (significantly) notin theU.S.S.R
whoseworkerstheyurgeto rally to the defenceof the
state butto turnoutthefi i n e f ofSfalimbueaucracy
(adoptingthe sametacticsasthe British sociat
democratsn theirfakefi s t r dagamsBeitish
capitalismi’ only stoppingshortof askingStalinto
declarehis war aims) We do not seehow anyone
claimingto bearevolutionarycanassumehe
responsibilityfor the calling of theworkersof theworld
to the defenceof the Russiardictatorshippasednthe
Stateexploitationof theworker. Thosewho, claimingto
berevolutionary call for the supportof British-
Americanimperialism,do soontwo grounds(1) the
beliefthatthewar canbetransformed with whoml
dealtin my lastarticlei and,moreparticularly(2) the
beliefthatdemocracyexistsin theseempires( fiis not
now a questionof capitalismversussocialismbutof a

democraticcapitalismversusadictatorialc a pi t al i 3F NS

Thatsucha democracydoesnot existin the slightest
vestigein the colonialempireds notorious (andthe

certainlyimpossiblefor it to be
gainedby collaboratiorwith the State

Whatwe do sayis thata revolutionarysituationmay
arisewhichtherevolutionaryworkersmustdo their best
to exploit,andwhich theycanonly exploit by being
preparedor it. (By i e x @ is mdarttutilise for the
benefitof theworkersthemselvesandnot for the
benefitof any powerhungrysetof politicians By

fi pr e p aisneetniclarification of principlesand
practice) If thereis a sufficiently vigorousbody of
workersin the placesof work, agitatingfor themeans
of self-relianceanddirectaction,anyrevolutionary
situationthatmayarisewill bea potentialsocial
revolutionof the genuinebrand thatalonewill bring
freedomin thetrue senseof theword.

Themeansandthe principleswe haveoftenelaborated
in thesecolumns;namely the formationof committees
ersin their placesof work, in whatevemuniform
or beneathwhatevefflag theyareforcedto appearThe
spontaneouknking of thesecommitteesnustbe

Sinceweunderstandyii s o c i a |



encouragednto theform of industrialunionism,and

with the syndicalistprogrammeof directwo r k er s 6

control Finally, controlby eachindustrialunionof its
industry,for the benefitof the community,andwith the
abolition of the Statemachineryunderwhatevemameit
mayadopt

Is World RevolutionPossible

It is clearthatthe conflicting imperialistpowershave
madeeverypossiblepathtowardscivilisation and
peaceptherthanthatof revolutionagainsimperialism
andpowerpolitics, quiteimpossible It is alsoquite
clearthatthe conflict of imperialismoffersall sortsof
revolutionarysituationsthatmaybe utilised by
consciougevolutionarymovement®verywhere

In manycasesseriouscollisionis boundto arise
betweerpopularrevolutionandbourgeoisnationalism
Shouldthe Europearii N eQvdeio collapsethereare
no endof applicantgor the cushyjobsthatwill be
goingin there-constitutedeurope All thecrownedi
andotheri head<f Statewill wanttheirold jobsback,
andthequeuesrealreadyformingin LondonandNew
York for thenewgovernment®f Germanyandltaly.
(Onecanhardlyblamesomeof our harassegboliticians
for wantingto seetherevival of theold German
Confederationwith its thirty-six or sosovereigns).

Sofar asthe British Empireis concernedbourgeois
nationalismwill proveavery realobstacleo social
revolutionin the coloniesandin India, althoughtodayit
appearsn asemiprogressiveole of antkimperialism

Bourgeoisnationalismtherefore while it is useful
todayasanantrimperialistforcein conqueredeurope,
AsiaandAfrica, mustbe guardedagainstasa potential
danger

Most potentis the dangerof newtyranniesarisingfrom
theashed theanarchismessagéhatthedestructiorof
onestateby revolutionandthereconstructiorof another
meangdeathto therevolutionaryachievementss of

vital importancein theworld revolution

Theimminenceof arevolutionarysituationasthe
imperialiststruggledragsonis notto bedisputed|t is
not socertainthatsuchastrugglewill bewagedto a
successfulibertarianissue unlesstherevolutionary
workersareclearasto themeansof revolution Success
for suchrevolutionaryeffortsanywherearecertainto
spreadike wildfire amongsthe millions of toilersin all
partsof theworld. Thetime for theworld revolutionary
movemeni andthistermis onceagainbecoming
synonymouswith anarchisni to strike,against
imperialistworld war andfor its opposite working-
classrevolutionmaynotbein thetoo-distantfuture.

ONati odmadlependencedo
Albert Meltzer

War Commentary For Anarchism Decembetl942

Hope,it hasbeensaid,is agoodbreakfasbut a poor
supper Sois the strugglefor nationalindependence
Sincemostoppressonationsforce on subjectnations
thelossof political andsocialfreedomaswell as
nationalfreedom which meandittle by itself, the
original strugglefor nationalfreedombecomedinked
with the strugglefor political andsocialfreedom,andis
thereforeprogressiveandevenrevolutionary Scotland,
whenshelost hernationalfreedom did not become
politically unfreeasseparatérom England,andso
Scottishnationalismhasneverbecomeareality, though
thedemandor socialfreedompersistghereasin every
capitalistcountry, India, whenshebecamepartof a
foreignempire lostanychance®f political freedom,
andthedemandor political andsocialfreedomis
linked upin aprogressivenovement

Aboveall we seethisillustratedin the strugglesof the
Europearcountriesagainsimperialismin the
nineteenttcentury Hungary,Finland,Italy, Bulgaria,
GreeceCzechoslovakidviacedoniaArmenia,Albania,
Poland The sympathyfor thesesubjugatedationals
wasintensein the Westernworld, andin spiteof many
bloodystrugglesandsuppressiondiberal
republicanisndid its bestto achievenational

independenc&omtheruling powersof Europed
RussianAustrianandTurkish

Eachof theseempireswasdestroyed the Czaristthe
Hapsburgandthe Ottoman ExceptingMacedoniaand
Armenia,eachof the oppressethationsof Europe
becamdreein a nationalsensedollowing thegreat
split-up thatfollowed the First World War. National
independencehe goalof the nineteentktentury,
becamea snareandadelusion Poland thathad
sufferedunderthreedespotismgAustrian,Prussiarand
Russiaf simultaneouslysufferedtheignominy of
seeingafourth despotismarise thatof the nativePolish
landlords All thebloodthathadflowed to make
Hungaryfree flowed againbeneattits rising fascist
dictatorship| helastof theindependennationsto
retainformsof liberal democracywereFinlandand
Czechoslovakiathelatterto loseit in the Munich
shareout, andthe formerto sufferbeneattthetwo-
prongeddrive of GermanyandRussian thiswar.

Nationalindependenceannotbesaidto havebeena
boonto the suppressedationsof Europe,now once
againsuppressetieneatimewestimperialism Sinceit
retainstodaythe Westernsympathyit enjoyedin the
lastcentury,let usseehow genuinemuchof that
sympathyis.
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The sympathie®of the British Governmentnclined
of coursel0thebalanceof power It supported
Italian freedomwhenthe Austrianoppressowasa
rival. UnderDisraeliandthe Toriesit supported
TurkishImperialism thoughGladstonedenounced
its massacrandits possiblerivalry to the British
Empire It attackedAustrian Imperialismalways,
andwhenRussiabecamearival andamenaceo the
Indian Empire,Russianmperialismtoo. That
British ruling class6 s y m pfa mhatiopal

i nde p e wakleypocriicalwasshownin the
answeltby foreigndiplomats:fi Wh abbutyour
Irish?0 At thattime, the Irish questionwasat leastas
burningas,say,the Finnish Anotherironicali and
truei answercamefrom NasirPashageneralbof the
Sultan,whorepliedto hostileEnglishcritics thathe
wasgoingto dowhatthe British hadjust donein the
TransvaalBoerWar), beforehe massacrethe
Albanians BulgariansandMacedoniansafterthe
Monastirrising.

WheneveBritish policy inclinedto a nation,thatnation
washelped;whenit inclinedto its ruler, thatnationwas
forgotten Suchwasthed b a | dip @ ve.eRulig
classsentimenlwaysinclinesto its owninterests
Today,GermanyattacksBritish Imperialismfor its
colonialpolicy i notbecausdercolonialpolicy is any
different; British ImperialismattacksGerman
occupationnot becausshewasnotits tutor; theyare
neitherof themconcernedvith nationalindependence
assuchbutonly asa meansf attackingtheir rivals.

TheAllies did notpick P o | a causébecausehey
supportedPoland but becauséadmittedly at some
timetheyhadto stopH i t IIngperidlismbeforeit
directly attackedBritish Imperialism Warsarenot
causedhroughthe defenceof nationalindependenceayr
throughany6 S3eorgeandtheD r a gneotivé,but
througheconomiccausesandfor purpose®f
aggrandisemertr retentionof aggrandisementet us
thereforemakeanendto all thenonsenseurrentthat
themajor powersaremovedby feelingsof sympathy
towardstheminor powers

Objections

Pol

because (admittedly

to Anarchism:

The Allies  did not pick
andds cause be

supported Poland, but

) at some
had to

| me t hey

Imperialism before it directly
attacked British Imperialism.

Also, let usfinish with thenonsensé¢hatcertainnations
areresponsibldor wars,insofarasthey causewvars
betweemmajornations.e.g Alsacelorraine,the Balkan
countriesetc The peoplesof thosecountriescan,when
unaggregatelly senselesnationaldistinctionsand
deliberateattemptdgo fosterseparatisnbetween
peopleslive togethemeacefully Interestsnot their own
causeroublebetweerthem Hostile prejudicesand
inculcatedeachinggosterdissensionbut takingaway
powerpolitics onetakesawaythoseprejudicesand
teachingsin thefuturetheremustbe no moreof this
pettydisruptionthathassolong serveda privileged
few, buta unitedEuropeanda unitedworld.

Certainlywe musttakeup the strugglefor national
independencerhenit becomes struggleagainstan
imperialism But thatstrugglefor nationalindependence
mustbewagedby theworkersandpeasantsandwe
mustdissociateurselvesrom anybourgeoideaders
for instancethe exiledgovernmentsn London,the
bourgeoideadersof theIndianCongressetc i and
associat®urselvesnsteadwith themassesvho alone
carryoutthatstruggle And independenceustnotbea
goal,butaleverto oustimperialism;andwhenthat
imperialismis oustedwe aim notfor anindependent
bourgeoiggovernmentput a revolutionarymovement
thatis goingto strugglewith otherrevolutionary
movementsn othercountriesfor a FREEWORLD.

Wh a t ID a name?

Albert Meltzer
Freedom:AnarchistFortnightly, 14 Junel947

Anarchistsareoftentold thatthey haveadopteda name
thati p r e j opebplecFeasklywe would haveno
objectionto jettisoningthe nameandadoptinga

representdMany of theseideascould be knownunder
othernamesput all thesenameshavebeenadoptedoy
tendencie®f afar differentnature Forinstancethe

comfortablealiasif we thoughtthenamefi An a roc hi dermi L i D eeaastomeonavho believesn liberty

unreasonablynamperedhegrowthof anarchisideas,
butwe do notthink thisis sa It is perhapgruethatthe
termf A n a roesehdsshitersdownthebacksof the
timorousmiddle-class butsodotheideastheterm

andis aword which hasbeenusedby revolutionary
thinkers(evenby Anarchistsd the MexicanAnarchist
pioneersusingthe namein the Revolution) butit has
beenadoptedby oneof the (formerly) greatcapitalist
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partiesandis now unmistakablyassociatedvith that
particularparty or with CapitalistDemocracygenerally
Thetermfi L i b e owhiahrhasthasameroot but
differentassociationds better,butin sofar asit does
not explainwhatLiberty is, canbe usedby peoplé with
all sortsof woolly ideason Liberty, who avoidthe plain
factthatLiberty is No Governmentnot a modifiedform
of GovernmentTheterm Anarchymeanglainly and
simply No Governmentndis thebestfi p a 6 labelfor
our movement.

As regardghe economigpatternof Anarchism,

i C o mmudawass iespectedevolutionaryterm,and
undoubtedlyi A n a r Gommusisnd perfectly
describeour theories But Lenin borrowedtheterm

only way any socialadvancecantakeplaceis in spiteof
andagainsigovernmentalismiThe methodof
syndicalistorganisatiorandcommunistreconstruction
areessentiallypoundup with the qualifying fact that
this revolutionaryprocessanonly beantk
governmentalsincethe Stateactsasthe gravediggerof
anyinsurrection.

While someAnarchistsbelievein alteringthewordin
the beliefthatthis maydispelthe prejudicesvhich
thesewho havebeeninfluencedby capitalist
propagandanay have,l amof the opinionthatmore
thaneverto-daywe needasloganchallenginghe basis
of Stateservility andcapitalistgreed,oneincorporated
into thenameof our movementandthis, evenmore

Communisnto describeMarxism,sincefi S o ¢ ida | i stmanthedeterminatiorto standby a namewith sucha

wasatthetime identified with theright wing of the
SociatDemocratsto which partythe Russian
Bolsheviksbelongedfi C o m m udhassincebecome
identifiedin the public mind with BolshevismIn the
A.B.C of AnarchismAlexanderBerkmanmakesan
explanationwhich atthetime hewaswriting (1928
wasquitelogical:

fi T BelshevikiareCommunistduttheywanttheir
dictatorshiptheir governmentto compelpeopleto live
in CommunismAnarchistCommunismpnthe
contrary,meansvoluntaryCommunismCommunism
fromfreec hoi ce. O

However it cannotbe said,in my opinion, thatthis still
holdsgood,becausé C o m m udisin@vmnalterably
identifiedin the public mind with Bolshevismand
preseniday Bolshevismd or Stalinismd hasin the

glorioushistory,impelsmeto underlinethefollowing
passagéom Kropotkin:

6 Wareoftenreproachedor usingsuchanameasthat

of A An ar crAtsybusideaspwearetold,it hey

mightdo; | like themprettywell; butwhatof this
unfortunatename!How will you becomea powerful
partywhilst keepingthatnamewhichimpliesdisorder,
destructiorandchao® é

6 Wpreferit d i s dtathtesartof i o r ddvhichonce
i r e iogthVarsaw,orthefi o r ddvkichwasi r- e
established at Parisby the slaughteof thirty thousand
workers;thatfi o r dthretridmphof whichis
proclaimedeachtime thatthe beginningof arevolution
hasbeenstifled in the blood of theworking men That

order, whichis alwaysthe sameeternaloppressioronce

morere-establishedwe do notwant We prefera

pasttenyearsbecomenotmerelyi aut hor i t ar it@usandimesthedisorderof the Anabaptistsn the

communisnd but plainly authoritarianismAnarchismis
alibertarianideaof the communistexperimentput not
alibertarianversionof RussiarStateCapitalismwhich
in its Stalinistphasds completelydifferentand
divorcedevenfrom authoritariarcommunism.

To describehe meansof achievingwhatwe cancall
anarchiscommunisnbutwith a definiteaccentonthe
anarchismfi s y n d i0is agbaddtermbutit hasto be
gualified Syndicalismis revolutionaryunionismand
we useit to describehe methodof organistion
wherebytheworkersgettogetherat the placeof work,
andby organi$ng againsthe employingclass prepare
for thedaywhenthey cantakeovereachindustry. Of
coursethis couldbedonewith authoritariandeasasto
thedominanceof particularindustries andto showthat
it mustbeimbuedwith theideaof communalisnmand
freedomour qualifying way of sayingtheword hasto
befAnarches y ndi cal i sm. 0o

You seetheword anarchisms anessentiato our
movementAnarchymeanso governmentandthe

IThe ter m i lalistbrew tbemg usea hy the o ¢
circles which used to
socialisto.

prefer

sixteenthcentury,of therevolutionistsof 1793, of
Garibaldi,of the Communeof 1871,andof somany
othersto whomthe bourgeoigdedicatehetitle d quite

gloriousin oureyesd of A f o meaid ies ar der 0.
0 Mo r ewehaveoftensaidthatwordii An aodc hy

apartfrom its very precisditeral significationof
negationof the Stated hasalreadya gloriouspast It
datesjn fact, from the greatFrenchRevolution,when
all truerevolutionistswho did not stopmidway but
wentto theroot of a systemdoomedto fall, werecalled
AAnarchi stso.

0 Atsall othernamesd A Li ber tharcir afma &t

denomination)fi a +Btatist®, &c., whichare
sometimegisedto evadethe greatpersecution® they
haveonecommondefectof not giving expressiorio our
charactenof revolutionistsd of menwhoadopt
revolutionarymeando accomplisfundamentally,
essentiallyrevolutionarychanges 6

the name fArevolutionary
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The Lessons of History

TheSyndicalist Junel952

Theseriesof articleson syndicalismin various
countrieshasbeenshort,bothfor reason®f spaceand
limitations of knowledge It is unfortunatehatmanyof
therevolutionarymovement®f vital concernto ushave
notreceivedsufficientdocumentationlt shouldbe our
constantaimto addto thisknowledge asthereis
somethingpositiveto be gainedfrom it.

Thecursoryreademight regardit asbeingremotefrom
his interestthatsuchandsucharevolutionarystrike
took placein suchandsucha country, Likewise,as
mostof the materialwhich comesto be publishedon it

in Englishis in the natureof protestsagainstrepression,
he mightdrawthe onesidedconclusiorthatall such
revoltsaredoomedo failure, andfind, perhaps,
sympathybut notinspiration.

It is in the natureof revoltsthatmanyhavebeen
successfuin lifting countriesout of amorassof
feudalismthatpersistedn moderntimes,but naturally
nonehasfinally achievedafree societywhich exists
unchallenge@ndflourishing This couldnot possibly
bethe casein thepolitical circumstancesf theworld
to-day,with anunabatedrendto dictatorshipand
monopoly If onething hadnot caused libertarian
achievemento go under,anothemwould havefollowed.
Hencetherecordof foreigninterventionin countries
like SpainandMexico on occasiongavhenit was
possiblethatthe authoritariarsocietymight collapse

Fromtheindustrialstrugglesandrevolutionaryattempts
thathavetakenplacewe can,however drawmany
conclusionsThata consciouslyAnarcheSyndicalist
movementanbebuilt upis provedby the Spanish
experienceandthatw o r k @mtreléanbe putinto
practicewasseenin the collectivisedundertakingof
1936 We havealsofoundthatpolitical influencecan
creepin (which canbe seenin Mexico, whentwice the
anarchisthaveabandonedyndicalistmovementshey
hadbuilt up, which hadlaterbeencorruptedjn orderto
build againon alibertarianbasis) The exampleof the
Argentineshowshow political influencecanbe kept
out, andthestrugglesof the F.O.R.A areclosely

Wo r k e ICenfrol

parallelto thoseof the.W.W. in North America In
both caseshowever we haveseenthe unavoidable
waneof influencewhenmilitant workersturnedto the
Communistainderthefi g | a watue of the Russian
Revolution

The spontaneoupossibilitiesof theworkers,even
without a positivesyndicalistmovementareseenin the
strugglesn Germanyafterthefall of the Kaiser[1918
19]. Theretheworkerswerein apositionto seizetheir
workplacesandlikewise establisHfree communesThe
latter,atypically anarchisticconceptiorasopposedo
the conquesbf Statepower,wassomethingseenin
Spainwhich wasarebellionagainsthe Marxist
traditionin Germany

Syndicalismasanindustrialweaporwasperfectedn
France putwith thedeclineof influenceof the
Anarchistsowing to therise of sociatldemocracyand
chauvinism suchsyndicalismbecamecorruptedand
usedagainstheworkers,bothby sociatdemocratsand
later,by communistsin Englandwe haveseerthat
syndicalismfacedthe possibility of becomingmerelya
il t riethedabourmo v e m&Hhistprovedfatalto it,
for revolutionarysyndicalismhasflourishedwhenit is
separat@andapartfrom thereformistlabourmovement
It might be pointedout to thosewho wail about

i s p | theworkensghatin manycasest hasbeen
thereformistswho setup thedualunion (oftenat
governmentainstigationor with the blessingof
companiesbecausef theactivitiesof the
revolutionarysyndicalistqe.g Italy, Spain,andmany
SouthAmericancountries) At othertimesthe
revolutionaryunionhasbeenthechallengerputit has
not split theworkersaccordingto crafts,asthereformist
unioniststakefor granted

A libertarianideacannotbeonethatrestsupon
preconceivegbhilosophiesandwritten theoriesbutone
thathasbeenfashionedby experiencelt is hoped,
thereforethata historicalseriessuchasthe presenthas
contributedtowardsthe clarification of thetheoryof
anarchesyndicalism.

and the Wage System

Albert Meltzer
TheSyndicalist Septembet 952

Whenwe declareour oppositionto reformism,we do
not meanthatwe opposeareforms,andobviouslyany
crumbis betterthanno breadat all. Whatwe opposés
thedevotionof thelabourmovemento thereformist
principle,thusgraduallytakingoverfrom the middle-
classdo-goodersandeven(ashashappenedboveall

in England letting thosepeoplein turntakeoverthe
directionof thelabourmovemenpolitically, onthe

groundsthattheywill thusmanageo achieveafew

parliamentaryandotherreformshereandthere The
resultof this actionis thatin theendwe getsome
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reforms,but no socialchangeoversuchasthelabour ultimatelybe achievedAs theyrepresenthe people
movementvasoriginally createdor. doingthejob, in themlies the possibility of control
beingcarriedout by theworkersthemselvesWo r k er s 6
controlcanonly go handin-handwith theabolition of
thewagessystem Theideaof differentwagerates
operatingf workerswerecontrollingdifferentplacesof
work is unthinkable It is impossibleto decidewhich
job meritswhich rate Insteadwe putin its placethe
principle of commonownershipi eachtakingfrom the
communitywhathe needsandgiving to the pool of
work whatheis able

Thenewlabourmovementve hopeassyndicalistdo
achieveis onethatwill helpto bring aboutthatnew
society,andwill thereforenotbeoneconcernedvith
political reformism At the sametime reformscanbe
obtainedwithoutrecoursdo parliamentaryaction The
fact of thematteris thattheruling-class whenfacedby
its subjectgn arevolutionarymood,is only too
preparedo give themreformsin aneffort to appease
them Throughindustrialactionsocialameliorationcan

beobtainednotonly in wagesbutalsoin manyother Syndicalismis thereforethe systemof w o r k @mtrsl 6
concessions comparesomeof thestrikesin andsince whichis operatedy the workersthemselvesand
thewar madefor liberty ratherthaneconomicgains createdby the organismawhich theybuild

(rail wanddne n lkissikesafainstpolice spontaneouslin orderto fight thewagesstruggle but
action,for instance)Whenwe call ourselvesanti which takeoverwhenthewagessystemendsandthe
reformistswe do not believewe shouldnot actto stop employingcastearenolongerdominant Because,
suchaction Whatwe sayis thata Societyfor the howeverwe arealive to the dangerof political control,
Preventiorof PoliceSnoopingon the Railway will which mightreplacethe capitalistorder,we takeour
wastea lot of time andachievenothing Theactionof standagainstall forms of authority,whetherit claimsto
therailwaymencando thejob in onequick strike. berepresentinghe masse®r not This, of coursejs

anarchisn( i g o v e r n me andexplainghm 0
namefl a n a-s ¢ h 0 i .Syntidalsm)ike
socialismhasbeenusedasa nameby a greatmany
peopleto coveragrea manypointsof view, butthe
nameAnarcheSyndicalismhasthis plain meaningof
w o r k @nmntreldf the placesof work, absencef
governmentandthe decentralisationf socialaffairsto
thecommune

Similarly, althoughwe believethatin the capitalist
systemit is necessaryo achievewageincreasesthis
doesnot meanthatwe believein thewagesystem
Whatevemwve think, thewagestrugglecontinuesn the
factoryin anycase The organismghatarisein the
workshoparecreatednostlyon thisissue Whatwe
claimis thattheseorganismshouldbe freedof political
controlaltogethelandmadeinsteada movemenby
whichw o r k @mtrsldf the placeof work might

Anarchism and the working class: a reply

Albert Meltzer

AnarchyNo. 72 (February, 1967)

The higher criticism of anarchism, so neatly working classes do not exist; they are only interested in
summarised in one issue of ANARCHY (Ng8) is not beer and bingoo

SO new as its exponents believe; in the 19th century too
t he A p hiohnarshstpyvished ta dvoid any
mention of class and imagined it was possible to
struggle against an authoritarian mentality solely in
terms of individual conduct and without any reference
to the facts of economic lif@he least dangeioatained

in the doctrines of the ANARCHY 68 school is that it
would destroy the anarchist movement as an effective
forcelit is far more insidious that a movement based on
its premises would become the shock troops or Papal
SchweitzetrGarde of the workig-classis-always wrong
attitude of the Press, which the political parties, much as
they may agree, cannot find it expedient to utter until
somebody else makes it intellectually justified in

'This pseudeandividualism, professing to condemn the
anarchist movement by its own standaadd from

within, is less the Higher Criticism than the High Camp
of the social revolutiont is not against revolution
because its supporters are reactionary; that would be
absurd and very far from A
precisely because it is sevolutionary that it must
denounce the left, the workirgdass struggle and the
militants in particular! It does not attack the anarchists
because they disbelieve in governndettiat would
scarcely fit a reputation for daring thoughand on the
contrary, t is precisely because anarchism is so
authoritarian that they see no hope for it, and resign
themselves to authoritarian government.

Al i btermsaThese premises were revealingly

summedupat@rcent meeti ng o( al b eamtawarenhatanrmeplying toithis hody of criticism one
bull), by a young professiaypyalomasnewhoopéni medt ie he
11t is highly significant that to Laurens Otter, in the period successfully integrated in industrial struggd , fAi t vi rt
just after the war when the anarchist movement most died outo
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workingclasa s c¢ an doButthe pomtis n g 06 some of the most elementary facts about socialism and
whether it is a productive class or nbth e i Me&s s iaaanchism.

conception of thg working class is often compa_red to DOES IDEALISM RUN A RAILROAD?

Jewish MessianisnThe Jews as such never believed
that t he Advhsaharanvollesonmeldid, The 19th century Christian scholar was able to produce
and consciousness of racial superiority is always an from the Ol d Testament a 0
anodyne to worldly distress, it was understandable but foreshadowing té teachings of Jesus; the 20th century
far from the actual t eac hsoadgogistis &bk toproduce fromdehacenueys t h a
chose a peculiar pelogatee f 0 cC ikalbpias mi-cadsenydithanfedshiadoys

that the working class has a peutar role to play in the middleclass Labour Party of today, and to prove, to

hi story is not to state thias ownisati suastiontether
elect;all classes have particular roles to play in history Mar x But it was the Christian Socialists (so often

and if they fail to do so, they disappe@he myth of confused with AMardbythen and
John Pilgrim and others is that somewhere, socialist andpolitically illiterate sociologistwho fostered the myth
anachist theorist8 whose guotations they have yetto  that the working class had a naturally inherent set of

track dowrd stated that the working class could never virtues of their ownlt is a belief some waterialist

do wrong One is however entitled to protest when the  socialists might also hoddbut they would agree that it
workers are accused of indolence, or addiction to had nothing to do with Aru
gambling, or

. The Christian Socialist
materialism, or sél

- It IS not against revolution based himself upon an
Ziglljlsnagi’ovxze; S?Ch g old class myth: one that
Cenerally o overy single DECAUSE its suppo  rters are lingered for centuries

was that the aristocracy,

class and probably some : . ;
i Aoereors reactionary; that would be gzrl)tesrigjttyurz'ree ding
themselvesMany " 4

; absurd and veryv far from and education, attained
wr;ters ~aclcuse the Jewfs . y and deserved its
0 nl ove o (‘) i N (’) . on t he C O privileges which society

can certainly be was ungrateful to resent

justified, but only on the : y )

- - recisely because it is so Noblesse obligeThe
gndﬁéss';anud ;ﬂg ttgat It p . y . theory_ could no longer
Y hisis. evolutionary that it must be believed today

' o ough some
Moslems, Confucians ; .
and Secularistdt must denounce the Ieft’ the Leacﬂonaghwrltsrsl, ‘?f
then be pointed out that . d_guito_nb amt Er.ag"
only Christians are working -class struggle and id t el istlth_ Itl y

giving it a biological
humbugs enough to - . . . -
professga re"gign which  the militants in particular! twist). The bourgeoisie

had a related myth: a

businesdike God kept a
careful record of their transactions, and in return for
The odd reflection from #t remark is that none of the their positive virtued thrift, economy, honesty,
writers who attack the workers would dream of sobriety and so @ they were rewarded by commercial
attacking any minority group in such a fashion; they successa JudaeChristian myth still going strong
feeloneissmalini nded to resent afarouadkcthesubwbs.on oneo6s
class, or nationality if it is large enough (such as To
American), but falbver backwards to avoid insults to
race or religion or (smallgnationality, which can be
outgrown In defence of class one is, irritatingly, driven
to defend even Marxism from misrepresentadiaiter
all, Marx did not make any of the naive remarks
attributed to himd and to spell out in simple fashion

denounces the love of
gain, while their actions are otherwise.

the Christi aohadferci al i st
vitued | i ke Rousseauwihasewdsao bl e
ipoor bawbrkifg mandVeen driven to admit

that this was far from reality all too eft, they

conceded thainlesshe working man became moral,

he could not hope for economic or social betterment
Political change, too, was a reward for solid viriDil

the Irish want their freedoPWell, they could not

!By those who know |little orMaokxaGsngppbnenthien,tBakEBEnisabs
fate is to be bracketed wi t hacchrdingly RProudhon, ar gerhas ®oswins mightthava griorOt
ithe sort of society.Mdxr x a ncthim®farkhis positorBea&k siarn inlbesdd i f e was
bei ng t hoef MarkiomysordeeAnarch isecessary to anarchis. His critics point to his earlier paBlavism and

st and as oboffaearcliisitdcandrasl Bakunin was revolutionary democracy as if he were then an anarchist.
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expect to be politically free argdill wallow in Guinness
and beat their wives.et them reform their manners,

and all that would be wanting for their political freedom
would be the ending of th
use is it for the working man to agitate for the Charter if
he is 4ill to revile Christ, beat his wife, get drunk on
Saturday nights, and cheat his magi¢h®y asked,

without seeing that the capitalist had all the points in the

merely an ugo-date way of expressing théew that
economic betterment depends upon moral improvement
And it is, of course, fals@here is no reason why the
workBrs dt dnielectricalcfactary carmat sezencbntrdl ki a
run the factory because among them are fathers who
want their daughters home &.30 each night or know

the reason whyThis is not to support the latter attitude.

m

r [ in Pilgri

Chart er. yet co uld firevil gr %ht b(ﬁergsr‘-:?da(sltopﬁaf';le%hisBy'q&otin‘ﬁ'égF €
drunk at any time, and cheat his saris Only a few :
weeks ago, a professed economist told a meeting that casually visiting American
Fther ’e i's no s ueclssmivenmen; a an app ntIy haliwnt d bgp/ Does it matter, from the
all the workers ta afankiliaro’f ?omt oEnewo factor except in an inter
claim, yet one could scarcely deny that joint stock adlal s c?e@ i S Of the’orkes aré raciattic
compenies and financeusts existed, notwithstanding a Th_e Very reason Why’. n mteau_el souetl_es, th_e R.'ght
penchant of the capitalist for chambagne and baccarat Wing hae an interest in promotimger-racia | Smf?’ 'S
neither more nor less characteristic ' to stop different sections of yvorkers unlu@t this is

' only in some places a pressing problem; it is not the
No Christian coul d gi ve uupnivdarsal@robiem suggesieg bytldha Rilgrifn (tHough iu e
its own rewardo, and t he couldhbemmesoneh éacttitis aasily solude whenm it kK i n

class movement was symymous with all the Christian
virtues, or it could not exist, is the Messianism against
which John Pilgrim raildt had, however, nothing to do

exists,but the abstract idea is more difficult than the
fact itself, just because of its illogicalityhe races can
mix much easier than they are prepared to admit, in fact

with movements such as Marxism and anarchism which What matters is not illiberal attitudes but the
were rooted in materialism, and could not postulate that bureaucratisation of those attituddss not the working
ecmnomic betterment was some sort of heavenly reward class that owns armies or concentration camps (they

on earth for good condudt might well be claimed,
especially by anarchists, that the minds of men could
become changed and their attitudes libertarian, once
they were economically and socially frélewas never a
Ani net eent lbthat geopte soulg altentheirh
attitudes, and be rewarded by political and social
improvements, except among the Christian Socialists,
many of whom found their Messianism in the orthodox
Labour movement of a later daf# is perhaps their
influence upon a section of the Labour movemeide
George Lansbury and others, that coloured the Peace
Pledge Union, and has been passed down as if it were
traditional left thinkingt)

Pil grimds fAexposurcencapt an
boils down to a spirited attack upon the very Christian
Socialism they derided; yet he cannot liberate himself
from those Christian Socialist concefdting at the

feet of Prof Lipsetand imbibing sociological jargon of

never can, so long as they remain workers and not
rulers); it is the codification of prejudices into laws by a
bureaucracy with power that is harmfOlf course the
workers could combl the factories and be sufficiently
illiberal to have scorn for homosexuals; they could not
send them to prison for seven years, however, unless a
legislature existed to codify such a prejudice.

One can point to the Israeli kibbutzim as a society
which is almost free, yet controlled by people with
minds ossified by racial and religious prejudice (in
many casesPerhaps it is some similar society Pilgrim
has in mind when he says that a victory for the working
class in the foresinatgpbdfe f
saochesy mgahswawmldd be far
This is a misconception of anarchism that characterises
the pseudéndividualist, to whom a free society is a
Utopia that he does not expect, and possibly does not
wish, to see attained@hereis, of course, a strong case

the twentieth century, he has no more advanced than thdor Utopia as the vision towards which society should

ol d Mlwlwodebsane that MrSmith is a bad

plumber because he is an antisemite; or the Welsh
grocer who does not object to Congregationalists in the
office, but prefers a Baptist for working at the counter
He is saying that the workers cannot run their own
industries and cannot achieve control of the economic
system because their social ideas are illibatak is

I could not help thinking while reading ANARCHY 68 of
that popular doggerel versionoftRed Flag fA T h e
class can Kkies
which has been quoted andqeoted over and over again as a
critique of militancy It is, of course, most deplorable that
somebody should be a militant and sell out because of
promotion; at the same time it is understanddbis not an

be headingThe military state of perfect discipline is the
Bismarckian ideal; the militarists could not get it, but
they shaped society in its imadée Utopian free

sockety, in however airfairy a concept, is something

we neglect at our periBut even if perfect freedom is

not immediately attainable, it is not to say a free society
is not a practical concept now.

attitude confined to the working class or to those of left

W 0 rcdavictiog, nor was it ever unexpectéddoctor who quoted
mige af e e e ma h 6 stleejalgpte lirees to rhearecenily was most offended when |

suggested some other lines: 0
chum,/ California, here | comé.0Only the working class,
which fAno diesngampeexiedt $ 0 be 7
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A free society is not one on which a majority of people
have votednarchist and produced an anarchist
governmentThis, one would have thought, was
obvious A free society is one in which the repressive
organs of government have been removfethe

workers seize contreland out of purely selfish and
materialistic motresd they will only be able to retain
control by dissolving the organs of pow&ne must

spell this out for the pseudndividualists who have a
sneaking regard for the

State as a cohesive whole A free society is one in which the

to come to their aid when
ithreatened
majorityd ( A buldwall

in the policeif... o, f
would have a bigger
tyranny if. .. OThe
Church, already on its las
legs, would goThe

Police Force (the one
institution with which no
politician cares to padt
every other repressive
institution has its
particulr abolitionists)
that too would goThe
Judicature, Legislature and Civil Service as such would
all go. None of these institutions could do the work of
another If you abolish the Church, the Police Force will
not get you into Heaven, and th®narchy cannot save
you from foreign foes when it has no Arn@ne

assumes at least of a contributor to ANARCHY or of
professed anarchists that they do not put up a case for
the preservation of the Monarchy, as such, or of the
Law, as such, or of Parliame as such, or the armed
forces as suchf one of these institutions can be
dispensed with, why not &lIf they can go together,

why is a free society unlikeRWhich is the institution
that should linger dhCan it be the police force, the one
institution that no politician can bear to be parted
from?70 for without it, the debates at Westminster are
no more important than the debates at the local literary
society, and on a far lower intellectual level.

Why then have we to assume that a free society is not

repressive organs o
have been removed. If the
workers seize control
purely selfish and materialistic
motives A they will only be able to
retain control by dissolving the
organs of power.

are taken to mean merely a sum tofdiberal
measures.

I am sorry to make John Pilgrim the whippibgy for

the pseudéndividualists, not merely because | like him
personally but also because he is probably the first to
object to the pseudmdividualistic tribe, following the
Press, wh persistently break up our meetings
vociferously if they feel we are making headway
towards the
working class

Mike Walsh has

put a good deal

of work into

trying to organise
meetings on
working-class
problems and
anarchism, only

to find this

hostile elemst
almost at the

point of

demanding
pogroms against
the workers
ARnThey are
cowards! screams a young professional man, going
around under a false name, for business reasons, when
he hears of thReesramedhélsi
working class caniks my arse, et6d a concerted
breakingup of meetings that reminds one of the Mosley
days and produced the disgraceful scene when Bill
Christophed of some consequence in the working
class movement quite outside his many contributions to
the anarchist mamend was shouted down, following
(though perhaps not becausg afetter in FREEDOM,
AChr i st op hWhy?Bdaasse he Gaal 0
presumed to speak of workidass problemdHe has a
Abasic belief in the m&ssi
says Pilgrind but is it merely that he speaks of them at
al?”The reverse odisthehi s @A mes:
Aj erent @dt smharacterises t
messianio school For when they insist that the whole
wor king class is just afte

f government

--and out of

53

possible, purely from a statistical survey that attitudes to not adverse to drink themselyemly interested in

certain social problems are less liberal amongst the
workers than amongst an unidentified section of the
population’One suspects t had

L At a recent meeting, one of the supporters of the general
conceptions outlined in ANARCHY 68, stated categorically
that #Athe
pressed him again and again to state which wale#se
reactionary, or at any rate which class was less reactionary,
but got no intelligent respong¢is noteworthy that Prof

Lipset is quoted as saying that therling class are the
imost n adtsectorrofahe populatiodut be does not,

at least, in the quotation given, show any class as being less
nationalistic Pilgrim does occasionally refer vaguely to the

i mi dd Iobutdoksanat define what he medy them

wbhé&i mgstl|l maeactlr enJhrayn dcyl Gass sr eoafd ian g 6o f

drink, they do not postulate, say, the professional men,
or the technicians, or the military, as an alternative

i f revelwicharyrclagdhcdmesg downtta tiee éact that most

Everybody nowadays claims to be middle class, as the
advertising executive will tell yauPilgrim quotes Tristram

the FREETL
100% of its teenage readership is middle clakss is

flagrantly untrue sutg?d one has only to findnereader to
disprove it It obviously has a large student readership which
cannot be all, or ajfet middle class; how many teenagers

could attain middleclass status unless born t@Rerhaps the
answer is that two law studeranswered the questionnaire,

upon which a soci@conomic theory is to be based.
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of the Jeremiadists are against aoyt of revolutionary in a revolution, but quite determined to risk that

change at all (naturally, because they are so revolution Even at such a sublime memt they could
revolutionary and not because they are opposed to not help talking about money, said Heine (they said they
revolutior) and so the most hostile and fanatic would pay no taxgsand could not refrain from remarks
interrupters of our meetings expend their passion in about fAsending the King an
opposing any idea that there cansbeial revolution backto Hanoveob ut wi t h al |l their

They merely want osafficenpter mamaneér pabi emd, atulsey ot dodeb
keep themselves from becoming absorbed in the Liberalthat moment 1 heard the refrain of their music, greater

Party. than that of Rossini or Me
None could be a more enthusiastic Jeremiadist than As with the burghers, so with the workers; | have

Martin Wardon in the same issue of ANARCHe is known times when the badmpered busmen and the

too far to the rightdr the Liberal Party, which would | azy dust men were.capabl e

never presume to take up his complaints of the lazy
dustmen, the inefficient electrician, the Bachpered

bus conductor and the naa-operative bookshop
assistantgThey, after all, know only too well of
solicitorswhoe mbezz|l e t heir [
accountants who shoot their business riyiss

objection to the working class seems to be (one put to a

meeting recently by another Jeremigdisat they o are some sort c\)N%publlc relations oglcers for wh eX|sts

simply wildl not give fa f&efactm Hie’wdrking U&sk may haVe'beef patt '
p a ySoch is the economic illiteracy of those who think he radtcal cgemcratlc c?reed but |¥certalnl Enot
r

tograK;rl a?etoStrﬁodeCdl assical anar C part 5f the angrchlgt Eo%trrlng (?mt evEnlhe M x?st,
P ’ ' actually), that the mere substitution of workers for

Again, Martin Wardon assumes the Christian Socialist middle or upper classes in the positions of power would

The tragedy of the revolutionary movement today has
not hing whatever to do wit
capitalist mentalitg affects the working class too
rtin Wardon, like so ma thers, thinks that he is
@ﬁg%om |n %eYN byacnu%lsmg thec api t al i s
mentallt)o of the workersBut this was in the anarchist
primer. He seems to think that anarchist propagandists

me n

view that #Aclearly, i Tt hleerofeanyibaenefit t@ anyome whateeer, athenthart thee r e
firstbeawi@ s pr ead c ha(@lgegwoald v adrtunatesféw concerne@he Marxists in practice did

have phrased it a little differentjyBut it is not true go on to take over positions of power, and to put

The plain fact is that providing the workers have the workers in those positions; obviously they were seldom
necessary skills, they can run a factdigher better and often worse than their predeces3trs
management is necessary or it is. lither certain classical anarchi st eaedase w

oppressive institutions can be abolished, or they are hi g h olfrthey hadwmaocepted the idealistic
essentiallf you want the law courts, if you fear lack of  Christian notion of the moral superiority of the

the police force, if you think the legislature essential; dispossessed, they might have felt that to put a few
say solf they are not essential, then a free society is morally superior people into positions of power would
possible Perhaps itnight be objected that a free society benefit societyBut the anarchists either agtehat

is not necessarily a perfect society, not even an there should be no positions of power or they cease to
anarchistic societylhis, of course, is truén a free be anarchist®One can stay in the Christian Church and
society, individual attitudes can chantj¢hen people hate onebs enemies, or joi

are free, they do not o e e nheat hutthsre are no mdeting fefjetasianoor i an s
before the conqueror, which people dislike so much in authoritarian anarchists whiteose words retain their
subject races and Martin Wardon finds objectionable in meaning.

the people working with him. What is the tragedy of the revolutionary movement

I wonder if Martin Wardon, who feels so strongly that a today? It is one that affects the whole working class
class he dislikes cannot achieve its emancipation, knowsThe working class is being slowly disposses&ftier
howmuch the English capitalist class was dislikedby t he smoot h phrases fithe wo

Heinrich Heine when he visited Londdhheir beer we areall workers now since coming out Lady Penny
andbeef faces and manners represented everything thatherself works in a little boutig@eoutmoded notions of

he found most sordid hey could think of nothing but the class struggleo, the w
money; they despised Germans because they ate steadily alienated from production as was the peasantry

sasuer kraut while they t he nis eapitaliensgivasiwaydo negmmefa-makipg Stéee | 1 g i
but only one s auc e oONothignd ¢tohtrelythe posdessiagiclass is able soirety upon assured
amused him more than to see their honest burgher facesdividends rather than speculative profits, and the non

clad in wigs at the mummeries that went on in the possessing class is shifted from the point of production
Guildhall. Yet when the King went back omshword (and power)The Fabian sociologist will assure us that
and decided to resist the Reform, these same burghers thisis progressi We &b ol i sh t he wor k

assembled at the Guildhall, troubled in mind because  but they will not become witht advertising executives
they had vast possessions which would be endangered and television personalities, they will not join the
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growing professional classiethough of course there is
much more room in a Stat@ntrolled society for a
professioml class than there is in one relying on private
profit, as ProfParkinson has testified; they simply drift
to the peripheral industrieBart of the trend of
redeploymerdé ostensibly to shift workers to the
productive industrigs is to take them from car
factories where they earn big money and represent a
major industrial force, to jobs in the post office, and
office jobs which begin to proliferat&he mark of the
New Bureaucrat is judged by the number of office
workers he employs, just as the Roman cormueas
judged by his slaves.

The history of the revolutionary movement in the past
thirty years is that of militants being pushed out of
industry We have all faced it and found ourselves out
on our earSome, like Bill Christopher, remain key men
becausehey are in growing industrie®thers tended to
go into dying industries (it was difficult to choose other
in the thirties, when one was refusing to go into war
industry and the rest were still feeling the depregsion
from which they were ultimately pust out But we

cannot resist the fact that the plain trend of today is to
dispossess the working class out of industry and if it is
not being done with as much naked force as was used t
dispossess the peasants from the land, it is none the le
real It is difficult amongst militants to stay in industry,
and either they find a niche in the service industries, or
possessed of some craft they go off into individual
trades (the old standby of the revolutionary, especially
in exile, and the one which leaveseahe most time to
think, and the least chance to resist political power with
industrial power)Divorced from industry, they either
continue to help from outside; or they drift away from
the movement while the Jeremiadist triumphantly sings
his paean of weful delight igot t he f or e
|l asto; or perhaps they ac
the Jeremiadisét what, after all, has anarchism got to do
with the working class, and as long as one smokes pot,
wears tattered jeans off duty and talks of i®aiit it not

a little irrelevant to hear of workinglass revolutiofd

So they reject Messianism and sit by the waters of
Babylon singing strange songs in the new land and

wa i | i n gowheR anyone rdimermbers Zian

THE ANARCHISPHILOSOPHY

One may compare the anarchist movement to a railway
terminus Trains arrive from many points of departure
Some come along by the express train and reach the
terminus somewhat before the oth@isey miss out a

lot of the discomforts suffered l®pme who have come
up by other trains (through the Communist or Socialist

'On this particular #Atraino,
recruited those who came from the CND, or if it is not truer to
say that a particular movement amongst a particular
generation, and perhaps accumulated propagandareated

a situation in which both CND and a new anarchist

fi g e n edcante;ifeame of the latter were in the former,

stations for instance), but they are apt to get bored
pacing the station waiting for others to join them for the
connection up to wider activitieBerhaps they
occasionally makeips around the station in related
causes and activitieSome slower trains arrive fuller
than other& this was true of the CND trainiThe
assumption, so glibly made by Laurens Otter that before
the CND train arrived, the anarchist movement had
Avir diedodl 9 backed by a fi
drift back of many old comrades who have not been
seen around f aAnxiousrettd adnsitt

t hat he t oo kondwhhathiwinterestgn At
CND has lapsed, he treats the anarchist moveaseift

it had been in hidingMay it not be that he did not

notice that part of it engaged in social and industrial
struggles when he was sitting doircertainly know of

no individual out of any struggle for 15 years who has
Adrifted badkbdbeaflasifdl e § s
(assuming there were such an individuiivere a
sociological phenomenoio go on to say, as he seems
to imply, the anarchists
CND was foundedlis not just somewhat unfair on those
who got to the termiraifirst; it enables him to justify a
pi e c e -baitingdWhick, dmusing in itself, betrays
his economic illiteracy, just as surely as his sociological

S%Ia si s agai noprovesthe lme notweachéde r

e stage oDe rerum novarunfeven Pope Leo gnéed
the case Laurens Otter rejects):

AfiLook around you, how
yesteryearSpugubgmembers of SPGB), or
Trots do you know now pulling in comfortable
salaries or heavy overtime packets often at the
expense of fellow workers and justifyintgg by
saying that while capitalism exists they would
be fools not to get as much as they can under
ma n 6tsh g ochi raccumst ances?0

Ch&R Beentlo%k?ng grcpuﬁd(foir aog'éo% dell IerStHain n

fifteen years but | am quite prepared to have another
look. Quite frankly, Mt Otter, you may now scorn me

as the press agent for th
Trotskyiteso, but the ans
i How m nopePerhaps, before quoting some
professords statistics, vy
economic gymnastic is pob#t? How exactly do these
good people pull in comfortable salaries or overtime
packets fiat the eRlpywnhack o
been frank and said fdat t
empl oyer so, | woul d have
persuasion if could not have wept tears with ydtis
utterly impossible to get comfortable salaries at the
expense of other people working in the same place,
unless you suppo8ewith some of the old Christian

this may baverbeen mérencoineideindeeresseem tobdra s m
remarkable number of my friendsh o cer t ai nl vy
througfpCND as f or mer genéethealPi on
(thirties) or PPU (fortiey but do not think they owe anything
but annoyance to those organisations for slowing up their
progress.
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antiSocialist® that the employer divides up salaries mitigates the force of public opinioNost of them
acording to merit Surely you know by no& you who bureaucratise and establish public prejudices, which
Acame from the mat er itlat i s tannotsurvivainda nbautbontarianfatmbspHere.i s mo
he pays the market value for laboltiis possible in a

few badly organised trades, but also in the print
industry, to get overtime by bribery and gesthers out

of it, but those who do it keep very quiet abouT ey
certainly do nodanythingutsey i fy
keep their mouths shut

The workingclass lost out on its chance of control
during the thirties, when major battles were fought on
this principle, and losiThe rise of the bureaucracy in
Russtla aBd the coerlrespondlng rise of the bureaucracy
y within the capitalist
systems of the

or deny it This utterly But only productive classes A Western wou, have
untrue storg which one ) proved that a new
should not be so narrew  such as the working class or class is coming to
minded as to expose, ~ power. Perhaps, in
because it attacks the the peasantry n can play a Hegelian dialectic

i | @id of course Mr . . s [ [ i
Otterds soc libertarian role. This is not g/ﬁﬁfs’ig”mhes's’
whistling o italism has gi
working class can ks becguse they have ||'1tr|n3|c Capitalism has gen
my argoand is not virtues (a conception of Socialism, and the

meant seriously; but it

reveals that he clearly  idealism), but (materialistically) Meritocracy IS its

synthesisThis new

believes 1in

ilron Lawlfo because so long as they are form of State.

he does not, the whole . 8 ied usly
paragraph is productive classes they have measr::;;] erie?l?sm .
meaninglessThe theory nobody else to exploit. profit power, or

expounded by Lassalle bureaucrao@v has

and more recently br U9ht a.new claébs to. quPAIan atsses have had

: N . 0

fkgfega:pwgye;hfidj?mm'g% Ptr%élrd Sf?)owe ol[néhaves L &a'it someha\fe

uni on activ?t i s m;eaninp L'\ﬁ yhave aedaevoltﬁg g the! hou
y 9 ChurdhtoAce did® onIy [WOCIL']JC sges ¥ugh ag

well exploded long before the turn of the centiByt h Worklng class or he peas yan play a

L 2 s K € ;( g ° 3 2 %; %{S n nc’?ﬁg“’?;ﬁ d Ilbgrt?r%u{ rSle hs is not@eyc e?hey have intrinsic
y yauy virtues fhlcance alls but (materlallstl

. ~ I{
wor ko; the Alron Law of W 9&
before economic betterment; and ultimately to a defenceﬁggggi elgsoel?g expgl Otf%e?e bguégoeomevﬁ acgﬁier alave

fo?epg rseé)scsi;\{[e :2Stg:’g%?grgemcaizer;hce());ndeotEgt think that attitudes They smashed orthodox religion and the
y1Sp divine right of kings and introduced popular

20? bl:e ?ncrﬂr?ec(jj tg &;ﬁﬁ?ﬁigﬁ%’:fEscbur:eforr't%gtnee d representatiorBut to become libertarian they would
y have to cease to exploit, that is to sayseda be

of the new ruling class to have an intellectual bourgeoisie
justification for attacking the workers; or for the danger '
to anarchism of becoming fashionably radical once the | think it likely that one day people will rebel against
possbility of it ever being taken seriously is removed the holesn-the-air offices and want to smash up the
The mental struggle against authoritarianism is a good Automatic Society before it smashes them\Wipat if,

excuse for pot parties, no doubt, but could not the by then, a large part of the working class only existed as
Afamor al c¢ o omandgewitisouta garal st doorkeepes and secretaries to the bureaucpadyey
excuse for oncelf a free society is not posse, would return to production and resume a class e
because the workers are so wicked, perhaps they will  not be too bored with the story of industrial

spell out in clear terms which is the necessary Asqguabbl es-beindigidualistsThe daatdryd
oppressive institution they wish to retaBy that floor is the first place in society where battles against
institution we can know thenThose who advocate encroaching State control are being pitched each day

wor kersd control ar eranted i t kafringamients ofandidduad liberty axet always teed firg

it, there is a danger of oppressive institutions being built on the dockers, then on thear workers; and if they get

up again; the workers, at their place of work, do not through, ultimately even the professional man finds

have armies and bureaucrats and police at their disposahimself restrictedD 0 mi nuabblesfaurg

If the latter go, you have a free society and those who romanticise@ Individual liberty is to be found (like
feelthatthismaydd a fAgreater tyranfrey elsac o 3fviodiraed, s aGoodnogr t h e
public opiniord might state which oppressive institution nowhere.
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Anarchists & Organisation: Towards Carrara

Albert Meltzer
The Wooden Shdso. 1, Julyl967

NOTE: An International Anarchist Congress is scheduled to take place in Carrara, SeptEdaler,

Debate wages [rages] as to what shall be discussed who shall participate.

In the course of many talks on the subject of driang, preparatory commission has suggested) and on which

| have rarely failed to hear the criticism, especially from the Bulgarian Anarchists have expounded at length?
unorganised people, that Anarchists, of course, The Bulgarian comrades have explained how, just as
Afdi sbelieve in organi sat i groups.shoddcembipeot@eferm alacal éedepmtion, ana i n
that there is a difference between libertarian the local federations combine form a national

organisation on the one hand, and authaenh federation, so finally the national federations can
organisation on the other; even among Anarchists, combine. All this, it should be said immediately, takes

however, it is difficult for those proselytising from other place on paper. The English movement has challenged

movements to understand that the rejection of authority it. They ask for fresh thinking as to WHAT IS A
does not necessarily carry with it the rejection of all and FEDERATION? The Spanish comies] equally with
any form of association. the Bulgarians, lay down a clear plan as to how a

Itis not in a way

surprising that those For an organisation to be
coming from highly ;

authoritarian concepts able to genuinely style
might think that if they . .

now reject authority, itself an anarchist

they have abandoned

any method by which federation. i.e. a union of
organisations could anarchist groups, it must be

exist, having no

experience of FREE composed of groups with
ORGANISATION. Itis

equally the case that  gn active life, and the more

those who reduce a

diluted anarchismtoa ~ active the life the less they
mere progressive trend

in sociologyi inducing ~ Will abdicate, or delegate,

a fashionable tinge of . . I
radicalism and a their responsi  bilities
comfortable feeling of

permanent prote$tmight well also see no necessity to
organise, since nothing cae done save as lies within

the wellworn path of liberalism. firecognisedo

The Anarchist movement proper is not to be identified post, is left outsidé an idea which has bedevilled the

federation

work, but, equally with
their fellowexiles, they
have no opportunity to
put into practice.

WHAT IS A
FEDERATION?

The idea now adopted
by the Preparatory
Commission, whih has
managed to avoid
having English
participation upon it,
that those not in
national federations
should be excluded
from the conference,
means that, while

nobody can deny that at
some point some faction must be excluded from any
conference, here we hathe situation where a group
has only to call itself a national federation to be

as such. A

with these parasitical growths; it faces now a problem  syndicalist international for years, and caused it to
of organisation not as regards future society but as disapgar where it could legally operate, being
its movements

regards itself. In preparatidar the proposed preserved by
International Congress, the discussions as to what

should be placed on the agenda are bound to remain noti o

Let us cast a critical look for the first time, | thinki at

fi s

a

sterile unti/l we can answtgzifilhg m *E)rr?éalaellgif§?1!“stgl\lvg

the congress about?o To p ggfggpﬁ)ligctealireiuge%, aﬁ%%a}/ch tifmgtf]e eaitor of the

Aifederation OmRmsmat(iasn alh ef

IReprinted as 0Anar Freedesn2BIulplNc7 BlacgEayi sat i ond

in
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paper concerned haseakd the word not believing his the Cortes, perhaps by taking part in another (paper)

eyesit o Atragico. Certai nl y gdvdrrenentand hawnf its sthke in a (papar) gepublic.i n
say, France 1938/50, was fraught with hazards and
danger; this was hardly the case in England, where

political exile MErges into ce_tﬂeeeping an_d the . others of us do not have, save those of bléodnd
_refugees, lookig back at t_helr old countries, petrlflgd thoseties it has with the oPpressor too! How much more

! n_t o sal t i k.e L ot 0s Wi fe effective Would it b3 ff thie' eXile MoVemeént htad) be
seriously, as a political force; _notwﬂhstandmg a i integrated with the. local move nf, brou%ht its .
spectrum ranging from nFrSXSerie'%cLésstébreérgnr{h%lo ' eaw e°n°t Otso Whi

Russians. development, and helped form local workiclgss

Can an exile movement keep in touch with the
movement at home? Certainly. But whasties it that

The Polish reactionaries may regard theneshs support for the wundergroun
exiled in Kensington; but why are Anarchists, who countryo. This was the att
reject the natiosstate, in exile in any country? Our for many years. They formed Italidanguage

many Australian friends in the anarchist movementin  movements, but not movements in exile. Theiitarits
London would laugh their heads off if it were suggested helped take part and form local movements all over the
they form an fAAuexirlad d;any awolditehme nt i n

Bulgarian Anarchists in Australia regard themselves in They helped the movement in Spain, Argentine, Franc

a ![r : thslettrrl ro fu rs ':j €s fr' ta Snd Ethhferm nr Bl%rlin%tgncr:e', rotlo MBfidn il Eordr;[try (I\/Iaﬂategtﬁ(, ! ? €
IS true the 1atter are lorced expatriates a € forme etc.), retaining their interest in ltalian affairs (e.qg.

\éollunta_lry (but n;)t alwags)i[.ye; 'IS tgslwhy ;h_?h Irish sending out comradés try to assassinate Mussolini)
ulgarians must remapbstinately Buigars 1he Ish, -, o1 10 the point of nationalism. The Russian

of all political opinions, never go abroad as political Anarchists went equally far; Bakunin, though coming

refuge e"s ;. lite. Ecenomio/ ar Sometimes r ofh a background of Slavophilism, became a
mere preferenceyet they always proclaim they are horough internationalist: Kropotkin was

~ R ) ojn
3 E ?t(hIAL E t? 0 o \fNr 0 Irln dE rtl Elth What Fificided yhﬁe f)atri%ti% IQBt'ﬁa'n r@v%lﬂtign%jes f(?r unk
o with Anarchism' VWe well understand the Afabandoningd Russia in his

?atlona;::stlc ser:jtlment tt:atllr_wdhu::ebs the Irish n Engla_nd and English movements. Whilst Emma Goldman relates
Eos:ily OI.ey nt(eje s<tepar§1e trlsd ahousrorggnlja ions in f( in ALivi hoy, wHen she antl Bedkinan
ngland, we do not understand why spaniards, many ot .., q 14 pe deported from the USA they found, to their

}Nhom V\Q” nel\./etr"gohba_clijto ip'all? ' 3?: \.NT.O are far. ¢ surprise, at addressingreeeting of Russians, they had
rom nationalists who indeed risked theirlives against = ¢, 4en how to speak Russian. Ttheir erigd

the Nationalists sh o ul d el ing to b ey dGe e PR Seni (e B
years of exile, if indeed they have ever been to Spain at movement fAin exileo in poi

Zlflt’ toztge point of re_qwr;r;g ?eparate orgams?rt‘lons. kept more in touch with Russian affairs than that, and
€r co years, one IS nalrelugee any, more than oné -, ¢ successfubut he intended to form a

is still an adolescent; the refugee politician is as tragic government. If the political refugee intends to return

and comical as the adolescent in his forties. and rule, backed by foreign arms or the dreams of a
WHAT CAN EXILES DO? Apeoplebs recall o, he shou
tongue! But for a libertarian to remain a political
refugee by choie (i.e. by conviction once his domicile
or occupation is settled elsewhere) betrays a tinge of
nationalism incompatible with an entire disbelief in
imposed leadership. This is not to disparage the
Bulgarian and Spanish Anarchists, though they
themselves ngiht note such trends in their ranks. Yet in
It is true the Austrian refugees kept themselvesfirmly t he very suggestion of a
organised, aass party lines, and went back, established that some such body must keep the exiles together. Yet
by foreign arms, as a tightknit government and is it not an impossibility? The Spanish Communist may
opposition. This would be quite inconceivable from an  dream (who may not?) that he will march back
anarchist point of view; yet because there are anarchist victorious with the Chinese Army; or Sefior de

movements fAin exileo, tovoi M&giagArday ream that a Gofte® Mvoked by ki n g
suggest, for instance, an fAanarchist partyo to put

But, you will say, the exile movement has a purpose. |
wish | knew what it was. To prepare a Gariliah
expedition to the homeland? To march back in
formation, retaking the cities it lost on the way out? To
be reinvited by a revolutionary movement to come
back and lead it? Dreams!

=1}

! Salvador de Madariaga (188®878) was a Liberal Spanish
exile. Black Flag
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liberal Europe will insist he comes back and be In |l ooking at the composit
President; but how i s a finsfaragteeyeaexistin mdustryg todayg thdy doamfatt | i
his country? Either it liberates itself or it remains reflect the type of council that would arise in a
unfree. The Emperor Haile Selassie went back to Addis revolutionary situation. The whotd the workers in a
Ababa,; this is not the way, surely, the Toulouse CNT  factory are represented; but the most active ones are
dreams of going back to the old offices in the via supported by outside organisations with parties and
Layetana? factions. Should not the libertarians also unite, outside

IS A FEDERATION A PARTY? th_e faf:tory,' vyith t_hose who want to keep author_ity Qut’?

It is with thisin mind that one calls for the organisation

When the Anarchists speak of a federation and renouncesf anarchists; an organisation keeping in touch with
the ideaof a political party, they must bear in mind that  each other those who are determined to resist authority,
words are of no consequence with the necessary physical

To call oneself a federation, and moral support to oppose
yet go through the same

those who wish to impose
paraphernalia of bureaucrac n"Anc“|SM: authority.

abdication of responsibility, . " isati
membership cards, majority 0 prevehany organisation,

decisions at conferences, etc ARGUMENTS even an anarchist one, from

is to play with words. If that FOR AND AGAINST becoming a burgaycracy, is a
is not a party, what is? ' herculean task; it is only by
' ' the right of recall that it can

be done, and that functional
groups can become
bureaucratic is a fact of which
we are all aware. The
problem arisesithe case of a
local group where all, in
theory, can be gathered at a
moment 6s noti ce;
more serious in the case of an
international that meets
perhaps every ten years. It is
a sad fact that the FAI and the
ALBERT Spanish libertarian movement
ME“I!“ generallyhave not been able
to shake off the bureaucracy
that was imposed in 1936,
and that compromised itself

True, it is equally easy to
have no bureaucracy, no
membership cards and
precious little membership,
and pass decisions without
any conference to ratify them
or intention to carry them out.
That is notunknown either!

A Afederation
would merely stand in the
way of international co
operation by creating a new
bureaucracy. At worst it
might become something on
the lines of the Trotskyist
International, which bestows
recognition on those wehtoe the line and uses the
International as a disciplinary force against those who

beyond belief.

do not. (This has only become a farce since the Such is the problem facing the formation of an
fiof ficialo |line became | ei@térnatiodamAnd get! i8wetcduld uildta Rod
Aunof ficialo.) bureaucratic and libertarian internationavement, we

would be able to show that anarchism was possible. At

For an organisation to be able to genuinely style itself _
present, however, and for many years, the Anarchist

an angchist federation. i.e. a union of anarchist groups, , : _
it must be composed of groups with an active life, and Movement, and particularly the rarefied air of the .
the more active the life the less they will abdicate,or | Nt eérnational and fAexileo
delegate, their responsibilities. Such a federation should N°thing so much as a closely guealdViasonic Lodge,
correspond with the realities tife situation, and its whose initiates guard secrets that have long since ceased

groups be real ones not paper kites. One can sympathiséo exist. Let us hope, if not too optimistically, tha_t at I_ast
with those who feel that groups are superfluous since W& may be able to break through and create a situation
revolution is spontaneous, but at the same time, while Where anarchists can discuss mutual problems, and joint
the revolution can only be the work of the workers action even criticising each
themselves, thiglea of anarchism can only come from Pr ovoking cries of fAinterf
those who accept the idea. ot herbés success and failwur
Al nternati
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Objections
Leninist

to Anarchism:
Critique

The Marxist -
of Anarchism

Albert Meltzer
Cienfuego$ressAnarchistReviewNo. 3 (1977}

It is very difficult for Marxist-Leniniststo makean
objectivecriticism of Anarchism,assuch,becausdy
its natureit underminesll the suppositiondasicto
Marxism If Marxismis heldoutto beindeedthe basic
working classphilosophy,andthe proletariatcannot
oweits emancipatiorio anyoneelsebutitself, it is hard
to go backon it andsaythatthe working classis notyet
readyto dispensavith authorityplacedoverit.
Marxism,therefore normallytriesto refrainfrom
criticising anarchismassuchd unlessdrivento doing
so,whenit exposests own authoritarianisn{ A h camw
theworkersruntherailways,for instancewithout
directiond thatisto say,

WINOUL A U T 1N 0) BN Y it

concentrategs attacknot
on anarchismbuton

Marxism, therefore, normally tries

selectednly afew well-known personalitiesvho for a
few yearsfell shortof theidealstheypreachedthe
latterday Leninistshaveto hold thatall anarchistsire
responsibldor everyonewho callshimselfor herselfan
anarchis® oreven(suchasthe RussiarSocial
Revolutionarieswereonly calledsuch(if indeedso) by
others. They,however areresponsiblenly for fully
paid up memberf their own party.

Someongointedout to usea newLeninistbodycalled
i Wo rRevdlutiord whichwascarryingouta

fi ¢ r i ©df othteotskyistsandanarchistslt hadthe
samewearyold trotskyistargumentsagainstanarchists
0 makingthem
responsibldor any
andeveryso-called
anarchis® butthey

anarchists

: PR themselvegouldnot
It hasd whetherone to refrain from CI‘ItICISIng takeresponsibilityfor
agreesvithitornotd a  gnarchism as such N unless driven anyoneoutsidetheir

valid criticism of the
anarchistsn askinghow
onecan(now) dispense
with political actiond or
whetheroneshouldthrow
awaysovital aweapon

to doing so, when it exposes its
own aut hor i
the workers run the railways, for

own groupof
unknownstudents
) numberinga dozenat
anl SN mostYoucould
repeathis method
overandoveragain.

tar i

Butthiscriticismvaries  jngtance, without direction N that  Thiswrinklein
betweerthe_zschoolsof _ . Leninismhas
Marxism,sincesome is to say, withpad [ ogucehnother
haveusedit to justify criticism of

completeparticipationin
thewhole capitalist
powerstructure while
otherstalk vaguelyonly
of i u s parigneniasa
p | at fLeninrmdognisedheshortcomingof
Marxismin this respectandinsistedthatthe anarchist
workerscouldnot be criticisedfor rejectingsophilistine
aMarxismthatit usedpolitical participationfor its own
sakeandexpectedhe capitaliststateto let itself be
votedout of existencgpeacefully He therefore
concentrate@dn anotheraspectwhich Marx pioneered,
viz. criticism of particularanarchistsandthis has
dominatedall Leninistthinking eversince.

anarchism

Becausef thelack of anyothercriticism of the
AnarchistsLeninistsd especiallytrotskyistsd to this
dayusethe personalcriticism method But asLenin

concentrates its attack not on
‘buton anarchists

anarchism(usually
confinedto trotsand
maoists)anarchists
areresponsiblanot
only for all referred
to asanarchistsbutfor all workersinfluencedby
anarchisideas,TheC.N.T. is alwaysquotedhere,but
significantlyits whole history beforeandafterthe civil

war is nevermentionedsolelythe periodof

participationin the governmentFor this, theanarchists
mustforeveracceptesponsibility!But thetrotsmay
backthereformistunionU.G.T. without acceptingany
responsibilityfor any periodin its entirehistory. In all
countrieg(if workerg theypresumablyoin or (if
studenty acceptthereformisttradeunions Thatis
alright But arevolutionarytradeunionmustforeverbe
condemnedoreverfor anyonedeviation,Moreover if

I This is an extract of a longer article which was later issued as a pamphlet éatiletism:Arguments for and againdviuch

reprinted, a revised

edition

was p(Edtorf shed after
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broken,it mustneverberebuilt; tire reformistunion
mustberebuiltin preferenceThisis thelogical
consequencef all trot thinking on Spainor other
countrieswheresuchunionsexist, provingtheir
preferencdor reformisttradeunionism(becausef the
reformistunionsnegativecharactemhich lendsitself to
aleadershigheymay capture;asagainsta decentralised
unionwhich aleadershigannotcapture).

PettyBourgeois

Notwithstandinghis preferencdor non-revolutionary
unions,andcondemnatiomf theanarchistgor unions
built from the bottomup, all Marxist-Leninistshavea
seeminglycontradictorycriticism of anarchistsnamely
it haeegettybour geoi s o.

This leadstheminto anotherifficulty: How canone
reconciletheexistenceof anarchesyndicalistunions
with i p e ldodrgeois originsd andhow doesoneget
overthefactthatmostMarxist-Leniniststodayare
professionafjentlemerstudyingfor or belongingto the
conservativgrofession8 Theansweis usuallygiven
thatbecausenarchisnis i p e kourgeois those
embracingt 8 0 w h a ttheivoecupatioror social
origingd mustalsobefi p el d wr g keocause 0 ;
Marxismis working class,its adherentsnustbe
working-classii ddasts u b j e cThisisae | y 0
sociologicalabsurdity asif i w o r klas®ingeantan
ideologicalviewpoint It is alsoa built-in escapelause

Yet Marx wasnotsuchafool ashisfollowersi Pet t vy

bourgeois in his daydid not meana solicitor,an
accountantafactorymanagersociologistor anything
of thatsort(theywerefi b 0 u rog ehetiermmsmallit
was,ii p e natit o edthatqualifiedtheadjectived
meantpreciselythatthesewerenotthe sameas
bourgeoises)Thesmallburgherwasonewho hadless
privileges,economicallythanthewealthyd buthad
someprivilegesby virtue of his craft Anarchism said
Marx, wasa movemenbf theartisanworkerd thatis
to say,theself employedcraftsmarwith someleisure
to think andtalk, at subjectto factory hoursand
discipline,independentlynindedanddifficult to
threatennot backwardike the peasantryln England,
thesepeopletendedo becomeRadicals perhaps
becausé¢he Statewaslessoppressiveandlessobviously
unnecessaryn manycountrieshowever theywere
muchmoreextremein theirradicalismandin the Swiss
Jurathe clockmakersanarchisnprosperedit spreado
Parisandthe ParisCommunewasaboveall arising of
artisansvho hadbeenreducedo penuryby Napoleon
Il andhis war, As the capitalisttechniquespread
throughoutheworld, theartisanswvereruinedand
driveninto thefactories It is theseindividual craftsmen
enteringindustrialisationrwho becomeanarchists,
pointedout successivdarxists Theyarenot
conditionedto factorydisciplinewhich producegood
order,aproletariatpreparedo accepialeadershipnda
party,andto work foreverin thefactory providedit
comesunderStatecontrol.

Thatthis observatiorwastrueis seenby the crushingof
thecommunesn Parisandin Spainandthroughouthe
world, especiallyin placedire Italy, in the Jewishpale
of settlementn Russiaandsoon. It shouldbethetask
of ananarchisunionmovemento seizethefactories,
butonly in orderto breakdownmassproductionand
getbackto craftsmanshipThisis whatMarx meantoy
af p ebourgeois outlook,andtine termhaving
changedits meaningtotally, the Marxists
misunderstandim totally.

Vanguards
Thereluctanceof Marxist-Leniniststo acceptchangeis,

however,aboveall seenin theacceptancefL e ni n 6 s

conceptiorof the Party. (It is notthatof Marx). Lenin
sawthatRussiawasa hugemassof inertia, with a
peasantryhatwould not budgebut took all its suffering

with anAsiatic patiencetie lookedtothei pr oloet ar

to pushit. Butthefi p r o | cavasanly a samill partof
the Russiaof hisday. Still herecognisedt astheone
classwith aninterestin progresgrovidedhefelt it had
adirectiond of shrewd calculating ruthlessandhighly
educategeople(who couldonly comefrom the upper
classesn the Russiaof thetime). The partytheycreated
shouldbecomeasmuchaspossible the party of the
proletariatin which thatclasscould organiseandseize
power li hartthentheright andthe duty to wipe outall
otherparties.

Theidiocy of applyingthis policy todayd in acountry,
like Britain & isincredible Onehasonly to look atthe
partieswhich offer themselvesisthe variouspartiesof
the proletariat(of which, incidentally,therecouldbe
only one) Comparghemwith the peoplearound The

p a r tmiengbsréhimrefar behindin political
intelligenceandunderstandingTheyarelargely
composeaf tallow, inexperiencd, youthful enthusiasts
who understandar lessaboutclassstrugglethanhe
averageworker.

Havingtranslatedhe RussiarRevolutioninto a
mythologywhich placesgreatstresson the qualities
possesselly its leadershiptheythenpretendio possess
thatleadershigcharismaBut astheyd o rhéveit there
is atotal divorcebetweertheworking classandthe so-
calledNew Left, which has,therefore o coveritself up
with long-windedphrasesn the hopethatthis will pass
for learning;in thewiderfi Mo v e éwmémdefinitions
at seconeéhandfrom Marxist-Leninismtheyscratch
aroundto find someonesally asbackwardand

dispossessealsthe moujik, andfall backonthefi Thi r d

Worldo mythology...

Theonecriticism appliedby Marxist-Leninistsof
anarchisnwith anyseriousclaimto be considereds,
therefore solelythatof whetherpolitical actionshould
be considerear not Thisis a purelynegativeattitude
by anarchistsWhereveranarchisthaveundertakerit,
becaus®f circumstancest hasendedn disasteand
betrayalof therevolutionarymovemenmuchaswhen
Marxistshaveundertakerit.
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Transition

and the right to well -being

Albert Meltzer
BlackFlag, April 1981

It is adeliberatdie to say
thatwe arein thegrip of a
recessionwhichis a
temporaryslumpin trade,
partof theebbandflow of
normality.

This doesnot describethe

economicsituationin GreatBritain nor thatprevailing
in mostof the capitalistnations It is puregovernmental
propagand#o suggesthatit is; andall the slogansof
gettingthe Toriesout,fi d i theditthdo andthelike are
anattemptto trivialise andpersonalisgheissue It is
notMrs T h a t cldcleof cOngpassiomr dogmatic
errorsthatareresponsibldor the presenslump She
could,asthe previousLabourgovernmentslid, direct
theeconomyin suchaway thatthe natureof the
unemploymentrisisis overlooked Labour
governmentbecameadeptat cosmeticsurgeryand
also,to dothemjustice,introducedor permittedto
continuewhatonemight call first-aid measure$o help
the casualtie®f economiccrisis Thesearenow cut
becauseheyareclearlycosmeticandtherefore
Afuneco.nomico

But Labourpoliticiansacceptedandmadea great
nationalsagaof, thetheorythatthereis aninevitable
ebbandflow of world trade the crisistheoryof
economicghatbalanceshe conspiracytheoryof
politics. It is untrue Thisis notarecessiorbuta
transition

Transition

Thecapitalistworld is undergoinga majorchange
similar to economiaevolutionsof the past,which have
displacecclassafterclass Now it is theworking class
who arebeingdisplaced Theyarelosingtheright to
work. It is notthatthereis atemporaryull in work: the
needfor work is disappearingTechnologyhas
displacedhe needfor manyhumanhandsbeforeandis
doingsostill. Whatwe now seeis thewhole of heavy
industryvanishingwholetownsandregionsmade
redundant notjustin theindustrialsenseeither. It is a
problemof i w htadowith thep e o pwhiehiStates
haveoftenontheirhands which criminal Statism
oftendealswith by genocidebut which lesstotalitarian
regimeshaveto settleby evasivemeasuresThereare
now wholeregionswhich the Statemay aswell write
off asnolongerbeingfinancially viable Thework of
keepingindustrygoingfalls into fewerandfewerhands
Theindustrialproletariatassuchis vanishing Under
rising capitalismanexpandingvork forcewasessential,
andit hadpowerin its handsit lostits opportunityto
takeoverandis now payingthe price

The right to work Is the
right to be exploited,; it is
the right to be slaves

It wasalwayspossible
underrising capitalismfor
anincreasinghumberof
thework forceemployed
in industryto think of
itselfasii mi dchdoe
sociallybecausét once
had,andin manycases
still has,socialadvantages not gettingtheir hands
dirty, or gettingpaid holidaysandsicknessvhenthese
werenotgenerall which havenow dwindledsolelyto
havinghadfurthereducationafacilities, but with the
sameability to beturnedonthe dustbinasanyoneelsei
their socialadvantageseducedo beingableto geta
bettergraspof the smallprint in DHSScirculars.

Consequencedf defeat

Theworking classmovementvasdefeatedong ago,or
takenoverby others It hascollectivelyno moreideaof
whathashit it thananyof thesocialclasses
dispossesseid the pastandmostof the protestghat
havearisenhavebeendivertedinto pointlesspolitical

demandswith theonly coherenbnef t hghttowo r.k 0

A patheticslogan:Theright to work is theright to be
exploited;it is theright to be slaves(whichthe
governmentioesnot deny) It is theright notto be
subjectedo genocidethelogical outcomeof
redundancyor aclass:whichis certainlyanimportant
right, but surelywe havealong way to cometo that?
Theoppositeof theright to work i theright to dropout
andstagnaté is equallydestructivethatis theright to
acceptwhatthe Statepropose capableof realisation,
sinceno governmentvill objectto it!

Whyunemployment

The capitalistcountriesfaceunemploymenand

A r e c edarsdnobcansmunistcountriesfor asimple
reasontheuninhibitedfree market(to whichthe Tory
Governments devoted meanghereis no economic
necessityfor the peoplewho havebeendisplacedoy the
technologicaprogresof thetwentiethcentury.

Theyhavethereforeto be pushedut of meaningful
productivejobsinto thefi d i g lplesarglfilling them
ino type of toil, uponwhich governmentsaccordingto
the degreeof humanfeeling prevalentmaymake
variations (Oneof themainones for instancejs the
hugegrowth of the universityindustry,notto spread
educationpr to providea bettereducatedvorkforce,
but humanelyto reduceunemploymenandincidentally
to brainwashandcondition)
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Thetotalitariancountriesareableto planaheadand
utilise their workforceastheywish. No needto usethe
lever of unemploymentor faceunionopposition
throughputtingworkersout of their homesor into jobs
far belowthosefor whichtheyhavetrained Thework
forcethereis like anarmyandit goeswhereit is put
Thereis no pointin unemploymentall thatis doneis to
alterthe categoriesvhenputtingthemthroughthe
educationastageandplanningfor thefuturei fewer
industrialworkers,morepsychiatristsmoremanual
jobs,moreservilejobsandlessskilled work for the
periodtenyearsaheadIn fact (like it or no)
unemploymenshowsthe democraticsideof capitalism,
notits dictatorialside;for in dictatorshipghereis no
unemploymensincepeoplearesetto work asthe
governmentequires This doesnot alterthefactthat
unemploymentis a majorsocialevil, butthe alternative
is nottheright to work buttheright to well-being

If thecommunityadvancesill areresponsiblég if we
arenot nowin the conditionsof the Middle ages
everyonehascontributedn oneway or anotherto what
is, andtheright to well-beingis universal Not just for

thefamous,or therich, or thewell-connectednot just
for the proletariator for all thosewhowork1 butall.

Sincethe majoradvancen technologyhasmeantthat
thereis not enoughwork for all to do, the solutionlies
in reducingtheamountof work we do, andextending
theamountof leisurethatwe have,andbalancingwork
andleisure,sothatwork is nota punishmentandleisure
is notabore Thefactthatno government®sf whatever
hue,andno Statesof whatevereconomidbackground,
wish to achievethis, doesnot meanthatwe cannot
neverthelesmsiston our basichumanright to sharein
well-being The soonetthisis realisedthe better,for
eventhoughit needsa completerevolution,themoment
thisis appreciatedit] coloursour attitudes No one
needbeashameaf askingfor i t muchd whenthey
know we havebeendeprivedof everything,norregarda
mysticali s o welfaredb andmoderateheirdemands
accordingly

Everythingis ours,thegovernmentreatesiothing We
havetheright to live well. The Statehasnoright to
existbutforce

What is the middle class?

Albert Meltzer
Black FlagNo. 206 October 1995

Prime Minister John Major referred to Tories achieving one of Birth and Breeding, but that anyone with ability

aclassless sociefiyHe was referring to the gradual

move from the English class system to the Amerittan

can rise to any position regardless of biltls equally
false.

England the survival of the old upper class is ensured bypmany Russians have fal for the notion that the end of

the constitutional monarchy, agat which the middle
class is beginning to rebel, or at least not regard
expressionsf rebellion as reprehensible.

The old upper class has managed to snatch on to
influence (where once it had supreme pgviegrsocial
snobbery, beginning with the schodassuring that

State communism would bring the American dream and
they would be driving their Cadillacs at weekends to
country cottages complete with swimming podlse
favoured few had this under Staliniswhat was in

power, generatipwealth for itself, was the Civil

Service and the politiciank was as hereditary as the
middle class system, since wealth begets education and

people who make huge sums of money are frozen out ofopportunity, though not based solely on birth as is the
the Establishment unless and until they conform to their aristocratic systenrotskyists demur at the term

requirementsThe upper class classically retain certain
areas within themselves, such as the leadership of the

Church and Army, thpudges, the Foreign Office and
the upper reaches of the Civil ServiBait now the
bourgeoisie is moving irPower in the Tory Party has

shifted from the patricians to those whose only God is

Money and of whom Baroness Thatcher is still the
prophet

The idea that a muitnillionaire could be excluded
from an Establishment of which slobs like the
Marquesses of Blandford and Bristol, the late Lord
Moynihan or Lord Lucan are members by birth has

Guling clas$to describe this class, but what else were
they? Whatever they should be termed, they are now
determined to retain their status in a ruling class
capacity.

The myth of Marxist_eninism was that all in Russia
were workingclass, including theaivoured few with
wealth and powellt was supposed to be a workirs
state The parallel myth of Western capitalism is that all
are (or could bemiddle class, which is the norm, the
middle of nothing!

Just as only vestiges of the old upper class exist on
Britain, politicians and the media now have it that only
vestiges of the working class exighey are trying to

lingered on in Britainlt is now moving to the American
conception of classThe middle class, now on top, has
finally won its revolution and creates its own myth, not

erode both the aristocratic class and the working.class
Eroding the upper class means that they are pushed
down from being wealthy landowneislbecoming
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company director€roding the working class means
they are pushed down from productive work to
pauperismThe middle class want to put into effect
what they have always believethat the capitalists or
the Stategivedworkoto the worker, who is parasitic on
them and not vice versa as is so obviously the case

fiBut we are all workers nawHumbug! What thy
mean is everybody functions some wagven the
Queen opens bazaaBut a once productive class is

being pushed out of productive jobs to go into dead end

occupations servicing the ricRroduction is being
switched to Third World countries so that#n be done

as cheaply and shoddily as possible, and the pretence of

generosity by aiggrogrammesnaintainedOn the other

end of the scale, the interesting and glamorous jobs that

were once entirely working class are becoming
available almost exclusivety the gilded young of the
middle class, occasionally the formerly upper class too

In fighting back it is not enough
make reforms, to curtail profits or
to circumvent the effects of wage
slavery. These are desirable but
leaves the dangerous capitalist
beast of prey wounded but all the
more dangerous. The class system
hasto be wiped out

when they patently are, or even that thekiray class
has ceased to exist

The theatrical profession is a typical example, where the The middle, now dominant, class embraces the very

dogues and vagaborisf Elizabethan times became

the trodupon outcasts of the eighteenth century and the
working stiffs of the 19th, but by the second half of the
20th century, pampered darlings, almost exclusively
middle classJournalism, and by extension the media, is
another instancé&Sub-editors and even editors, once
came from the same class as printiiaw all but a very
few specialists come from the posh universities and are

rich, the parasites on business, the business careerist,
the upper ranks of the civil servant, and the hangers

to certain social value$t does not include those who
acquire property instead of spending their wages on
booze and fags, or have a mortgage or a car bought by
their own work The working class in good times can
prosper, but remain under capitalidiractive in

economic struggléhey can, when labour is scarce, earn

in a position to ascertain that authors will be of the samethe same as, or more than, the lower middle classa

social class

The Mandarins

There is in any case another class, thought of as middle

class but depending for is¢éatus on power, not prafit
Like Stalints bureaucracy, it is a ruling class though it is
dependent on the politiciaris may makes a profit or

not it may run a quango or a monopoly, a nmulti
national or a universitya public company or a State
industryor its individual members can pass from one to
the otherThese are the new lords and occasionally
ladies of creation, whether one thinks of them as Soviet
commissars, company directors or-glgtle Chinese
scholar mandaring hey call themselves the

meritocracy They are becoming the most powerful in
the dominant middle class, the most likely to aspire to
becoming a new aristocracy.

The hanger®n

Marxist-Leninism claimed in Russia everyone was
working class, whether proletarian, commissar or gulag
slave,while the former aristocracy, hiding out or in
exile, were reckoned as scapegoat ruling class to be
blamed for all the ills of the systerimerican

capitalism claims all are middle class and there is no
class divisionBritish capitalism adds a few more
illusions to this by way of educational snobbery or the
honours systenThe lies put over by the Hollywood
Dream Factory or the Lie Factories of Brit&mpress
lead many to suppose that they are not working class

fallacy to suppose that prosperity changes their status.

Those with specialist skills sometimes fool themselves,
invariably to their own detriment, that thbgve

different class interests, and identify with the ruling
class Nationalism and patriotism are used for the same
purpose: to identify with the State and so with@ne

own exploitation This obscures the issue, llttes not
change it.

We do not have to accept being ground down by
parasites upon societffhe destruction of heavy
industry does not necessarily mean the destruction of
the productive class itself but of its organisations with
heavy industryThe alternative to heavy industry need
not be pauperism, which is being accepted today as if it
were a natural catastrophe, butaqeration based on
selfemploymentSelf-employed, small local collectives
and a new kind of coperativemovement can link up
with other forms of industrial organisatiddniversity
processed Marxism sneers at the independent worker as
(petty bourgeoi8 But the value of artisan organisation
as part of the working class struggle has been proven
time and agaiim industrial disputes and in revolutions
Today the capitalist not only does not give work but
actively takes it awayT o be strong enough to fight
back we need to set our own work agenddighting
back it is not enough make reforms, to curtail psaodit

to circumventthe effects of wage slaveryhese are
desirable but leaves the dangeroapitalist beast of
prey wounded but all the more dangerolls class
system has to be wiped out

28



Pierre -Joseph Proudhon,
Harbinger of Anarchism

lain McKa vy

PierreJosepProudhon(1809
18695 is usuallyconsideredasthe
fatherof anarchismsomeonevho
bothraisedthe mainideasof
libertariansocialistthoughtand
namedhemwhenheproclaimedi |
amananarchisbin 1840! Yet he
is regularlyaccuseaf being
contradictoryandaninspirationfor
manypolitical ideologiesfrom
anarchisnto fascism

Hi t | e*it waslaterr@peated
by Socialistwriter George
Lichtheimin 1969and,via
Lichtheim,Marxistacademic
PaulThomasin 1980° More
recently theintroductory
materialto the CambridgeTexts
editionof Whatis Property
includedS ¢ h a pbioakio is s
list of i m ousdfulstudie® of
Proudhon(alongwith six other
workswhich arguethe opposite
andsuggest#isideashave
influencedi apartsof the
political spectrumnot excepting
f a s c. Peerviarshallfelt
obligedtomentionSc hapi r 06
claims,if only in passingjn his
well-known history of anarchism.

Thelatterclaimis mostassociated
with Americanprofessor. Salwyn
Schapircandanarticle publishedn
theprestigiousTheAmerican Pierre -Joseph Proudhon
Historical Reviewentitledfi P i e r (1809 -1865)
JosepHProudhonHarbingerof

F a s ¢ f Thiswasexpandedour yearslaterasa
chapterin hisbookLiberalismandthe Challenge

of Fascisn Schapirarestechis caseon a seriesof Within left-wing activistcircles,S ¢ h a pthesiso 6 s
guotationsandreferencesvhich presented is bestknownfor its useby Marxist Hal Draper
Proudhorashatingdemocracyandsocialism a who repeatednanyof his quotationsandclaimsin
supporterof dictatorshipanopponenbf thelabour theinfluential pamphlefThe Two Soulsof
movementaracistwho viewedblacksasthe Socialism®D r a p acodnsvasrestatedn the
lowestof all racesasupporterf the Southduring 1980sby LeninistDavid McNally in his pamphlet

the AmericanCivil War, ananti-feminist,anantr Socialismfrom Below which, likewise, repeated

Semiteandasadespisenftheii c o mm@am . 6 manyof thequotationsSchapirdfirst used More
recently,Marxistacademiclan Johnson
championedraperasa Marxist scholarwho
defendedealsocialismand,to illustratehis case,
quotedProudhorvia Schapirofi P r o u(déhtabnl
democracydisgustsn e 68)Thusgenerationsf

S ¢ h a pargunelbhasbeensupportedy many
commentatoren ProudhorandanarchismFor
historianE.H. Carr,it fi d e p[Prauthsnjwith
skill andplausibility asthefirst progenitorof

lPiereJ oseph Proudhon, Prapattysst i € The Two Baals df SoidlisiiBerkeley: Independent

Theft! A PierreJoseph Proudhon Anthology Socialist Committee, 1966), 4101. He added his own (nen
(Oakland/Edinburgh: AK Presg011), lain McKay (ed.), referencelgu ot ati ons i nto the mix:
133. chapter in J.SS ¢ h a plLiberaliginsand the Challenge of

2JSal wyn Schapiro, fAPierre Jé&asasmh afrdo iPddarost (25-Hdchbeprintgds this o f
F a s c iTserAnerican Historical RevieB0: 4 (July 1945). pamphlet was included in a collection of his writings entitled

3J. Salwyn Schapirdl..iberalism and the Challenge of Socialism From BeloAlameda: Center for Socialist

Fascism: Social Forces in Englad@151870(New York: History, 2001).

McGraw-Hill Book Company, 1949). " David McNally, Socialism from Below: The History of an
‘EH.Carr, fAProudhon: Ro bi ns o nldeaChicagoelnteonationalGaocialstiOrganisdtion, 1984).
Studies in RevolutiofLondon: Macmillan, 1950), 40. 8Al an Johnson, fdADemocratic Ma
5> George LichtheimThe Origins of SocialisifNew York: Dr a p Marxtsm, the Millennium and Beyofidew York:
Frederick A Praeger, 1969), 86; PalihomasKarl Marx Palgrave, 2000), Mark Cowling and P&eynolds (eds.),

and the anarchistd_ondon: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 202.

1980), 186.
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Marxist activistshavehadS ¢ h a pclaimsod s
Proudhoraspartof theirideologicaleducatiorand,
via them,repeatedo countlessaanarchists.

Wasthethinkerwho influencedthelikes of
AlexanderHerzen JoseptDéjacqueMichael
Bakunin,PeterKropotkin, EmmaGoldman,Rudolf
RockerandDaniel Guérin(to namejust a few)
misunderstootby themandreally a proto-fascis®

To asksucha questionshouldanswelit but, as
noted,S ¢ h a pclaimsafeepeatedo this day.
Giventhis,anevaluationof S ¢ h a pwonkis 6 s
well overdue While Italian antifascistNicola
Chiaromonté provideda succinctcritiqueto his
original articleatthetime, thiswork is not well-
knowneventhoughit fi ioseof thebestessays
writtenonP r o u d?l®pefroudhorscholar
simply notedthatfi t aoguethatProudhonwvasa
proto-fascistsuggestshatonehasneverlooked
seriouslyatP r o u d W 10 in © SAnaherghased
on anextensiveanalysisof La guerreetla paixand
its placein P r o u d thaughtlilkewisedismisses

Sc h a pclama®Rr o uwhsnofnas ¢i st o

in their attackson anarchismrelevantto anarchists
today.

On Democracy and Universal Suffrage
Thefirst, andmostrepeatedc¢laim thatProudhon
wasa proto-fascistrestswith his views of
democracySchapiromakesmanyassertion®n
thesein his original article but providesonly three
actualquotationsWhile supplementeddy other
guotationsaandclaims,theseremainthe centrepiece
of his revisedchapterandshowhis techniqueat
work. Thefirst offeredis the mostrequoted:

Pr o u d ¢tootemptzndhatredof
democracyverflowedall decentbounds,
andhedescendetb adegreeof disgusting
vilification, reachednly by thefascistsof
ourday. i A this democracydisgustamep
hewrote fi lwishesto be scratchedvhere
vermincausestching, butit doesnotatall
wish to becombedor to bedelousedWhat
would | not give to sail into this mobwith
my clenchedists!0 (350)

Thereferencagivenis fiCorrespondancel: 1970

However,noin-depthanalysisof S ¢ h a pclaim® 6 syet Proudhordid notwrite thetext providedfor

hasbeenmadeby comparingghemwith the
referencese providedto supportthem Thislack
hasallowedS ¢ h a pusseof@ubtationsand
summariego remainunchallenge@ndprotected
by thestatusof i p ereerv i eln# thisis done,
anydismissalsanthemselvebedismissedasit
cannotbedeniedthatpartsof S ¢ h a paccoumtd s
arecorrect,or atleastpartially so,andthis lent
credencdo therest Yet, aswill beshown,his case
restson poorscholarshigasit is markedby
invention,selectivequoting,dubioustranslation
andomission

As Schapiroclaimsthatanfie x hausti ve
examinatiorof his writings convincedthe author,
reluctantlyto be sure,thatProudhonwvasa

harbingerof fascismin its essentiabutlook andits
sinisteri mp | i c qubtingfronsthiesewritings

is unavoidable(ix )°® Oncedone,S ¢ h a pclaim® 6 s
will beexposedasa completedistortionof

Pr o u dideasard giventheir useby Marxists

INi col a Chi ar-iosephPtoednon:iaPi er r e
uncomf or t aBolities(Januarynl@4é)r o ,

2 Robert L Hoffman,Revolutionary Justice: The Social and
Political Theory of R.J. Proudhon(Chicago: University of
lllinois Press, 1972), 204.

3 Steven K Vincent, Pierre-Joseph Proudhon and the Rise of
French Republican Socialisf@xford: Oxford University

Press, 1984R34.

Schapiracombineghreeseparatsentencesito
onepassagevithoutindicatingany missingtext
nor thattheyappearon differentpages Contextis
likewiseremovedasis thefactthatProudhons
referringto differentthingson thetwo pages.

Thefirst sentenceelatesto Proudhorbemoaning
how otherson theleft wereattackinghim asii a
falsedemocratafalsefriend of progressafalse
republicam dueto his critical positionon Polish
independenc&Unlike mostof the Frenchleft,
Proudhoropposedhe creationof a Polishstateas
summarisedmmediatelybeforethewordsShapiro
quotes:

Whatis worseis thatM. EliasRegnaul{ é
while] notrespondingo anyof the
impossibilitiesof reconstitutionwhich |
indicated nonethelesspersistan
demandinghereestablishmendf Poland
onthe pretextthatnobilitarian[nobiliaire],
Catholic,aristocratic?oland dividedinto

4 Alex Prichard Justice, Order and Anarchy: The
International Politcal Theory of PierreJoseph Proudhon
(London: Routledge, 2013), 171.
5Schapiro draws most from Pro
referencegfollowed byLa Révolution sociale démontrée par
Il e coup doéE£t &4 refdrencégBands®arelynb r e
representae of his writings.
6 Correspondance de B. Proudhon(Paris: Lacroix, 1876
XI: 196.
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casteshasalife of its own, andthatit has to embracegheemancipatiorof the serfsandland
theright to live this life regardless reformaswell aslooking forwardto il a

Oncethecontextis understoodPr oud hon 6 s represeptativeonstitution,basecbr_1 universal
P suffrage for both PolandandRussig’

meaningoecomeglear Heis arguingthatan
independenPolandwould notbea
democracybutratheraregimeruled

by anobility living onthe backsof his most damning quotation, the one

the peasantryHe is mockingthose . . )

ontheleft who violatetheir own repeated by Marxists ever since, IS
stateddemocratirinciplesby simply selective quoting which turns

supportingthe creationof afeudal

regimeasbecomeslearfrom the Proudhondos arfgu
nextparagraph:

_ _ democracy 0 in which he wishes the
All this democracydisgusts . .
me Reasorservesno purpose democrats would be consistently in

with it, nor principles,nor : . . .
facts It doesnot matterto it favour of it 8 into their opposite

thatit contradictgtself with

everystep It hasits hobby Schapiradoesnot explainwhy Proudhoropposed
horsesits tics andits fancies;it wantstobe  the Polishnationalmovementand, like thosehe
scratchedwvherethe maggotstch, butit mocked consideredsupportfor it asanexampleof
will nothearof combnor scrubbing it il i mar alo nthefi iS$ mtwmdoe
resembleshatbeggarsaintwho, gnawed democracy(350 P r o u d Gppositiisto
alive by maggotsputthembackinto his nationalismis insteadportrayedasFrench
woundswhentheyescaped.(italics nationalistin natureratherthanbeingbasecn
indicateswordsquotedby Schapiro) classanalysis®
By ignoringthevery obvioussarcasmandthen Thelastsentenceuotedby Schapiroappear®n a
removingwithoutindicatingmostof this differentpageandby thenProudhorhadchanged
paragraphincludingthe key wordsthatthe left subject Ratherthandiscussinglemocracy,
i cont itsaldvitheevesys t eSehapiro Proudhoris referringto fi ¢ e rpatroidmwho
obscured r o u d pomtpnanselythatthese wereslanderinchim asfi @onservativea
Frenchdemocratsrecontradictingtheir own proprietor,an Orleanist,a bourgeoi$ andseeking
claimedprinciplesby supportingthe creationof an fi tstopthesaleof my pamphletd beforewriting
aristocraticandcastedividedregime Proudhon A Wh would | notgive to sailinto this mobwith
makesthis pointelsewhere: my clenchedists!d As canbeseenSc hapi r 06 :
May the Polishnoblessupporttheideaof At mbbsis notreferringto the peopleexercising
Februaryfi.e., thesocialanddemocratic their democratiaights but rathera groupopposed
republic],the endof militarism andthe toPr o u dideaswiiomhedescribessa
constitutionof economiaight, and,by A h y afronawhosefl j @ hesoughtiofi p uhie |
servinggenerakivilisation, theywill serve republicarideaf r 0°mo .
their countrybetterthanby afutile display In short,his mostdamningquotation the one
of nationality® repeatedy Marxistseversince,is simply selective
In 1863,helamentedhati a r i s Paand..d t i cquotingwhichturnsP r o u d &rgumentsor
enjoysgreaterauthoritythanuniversalsuffrage democracy in which hewishesthedemocrats

itselfo in the Frenchleft, urgingthe Polishnobles

! CorrespondancI: 197. Al so see Prichardo6s discussi
2 Correspondancl: 197. Poland (5964). Nor does Schapiro explain why a proto

SALa Guer r elewres conpletgSamriisxRivigre, fascistwould be opposed to nationalism nor why one would
1927 VI: 506. seek to federalise all nations, including France (Prichard, 57
‘A S l es trait®s d?»actt8dlifaturont 8) cess® d' exi ster

Cc 0 n g Peusgrés completdParis: Riviere, 1952XIll: 417, 6 CorrespondancI: 198.

412, 4267.
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would be consistentlyin favourof it i into their
opposite.

Much the samecanbe saidof the secondjuotation
Schapiradoesnot ponderwhy, if Proudhon
includedfi p o psovereigntpinthei po | i t i
povertie® uponwhichhefi u n | eafwidug d
almostobscen& s s ahe¢riticdeduniversal
suffragefor resultingin ii t $tranglingof the

public consciencethe suicideof popular

sovereigntyandtheapostasyftheRe v ol &t i

(349 Moreover thereferencdor this quotation
doesnotactuallyprovidethis passagealthoughit
doesmentionits actualsourcet It is worth quoting:

Q. d Whatis youropiniononuniversal
suffrage?

A.d Asall constitutionshaveestablished
it sinced 8 Wniversalsuffrageis the
strangulatiorof the public consciencethe
suicideof popularsovereigntythe apostasy
of the Revolution Sucha systemof votes
canwell, ontheoccasionanddespiteall
the precautiongakenagainsit, give a
negativevoteto power,asdid thelast
Parisianvote (1857):it is unableto produce
anidea To makethevotefor all intelligent,
moral,democraticijt is necessaryfor
havingorganisedhebalanceof services
andhavingensuredby freediscussionthe
independencef thevotes,to makethe
citizensvote by categorie®f functions,in
accordancevith theprinciple of the
collectiveforcewhich formsthe basisof
societyandthe State?

Pr o u d &wrgumentdhatcentralisedunitarian
democracys fundamentallyundemocrati@andin
favourof adecentralisediederalist functional
democracyareturnedby Schapiranto opposition
to democracyassuch

Thethird quotation,Schapirosuggestsshowedhat
for Proudhom [ u ] n Buifragecseatédhe
worstof all governmentbecausét waso t idea
of thestateinfinitely e x t e n B49)drbisis
referencedo LesConfessionsl 6 véwolutionnaire
yet Schapircdfails to mentionthatProudhorwas
notreferringto universalsuffrageassuchbut

! Arthur DesjardinsP.-J. Proudhonis a vi e, ses
doctrine(Paris: Perrin, 1896}t should be noted #t in the
pages Schapiro references (ll: 214ff), Desjardins had no

ratherii g o v e r memearacygeahdhow hehad
A pr @iwadi o nahigvertedmonarchyo An
anarchistdenouncingstatistuniversalsuffrageis
notthe sameasopposingdemocracyLikewise,
S& apirdfails to notethat Proudhorcontinuedby
arguingthatsucha centralisedsystemii itheeunion
of all agriculturalholdingsinto a singleagricultural
holding; of all industrialenterprisesnto asingle
industriale n t e r ip othemverdsgombining
eco omigpoweraswell aspolitical powerinto the
Qnan sof thoseat the top of the State?

Moreover,Proudhornwasquotinganearlierwork,
La Démocratigeissueddaysafterthe February
Revolutionin which he hadarguedthatthe
democracyfavouredby theLeft T acentralised,
unitarianonei deniedthe sovereigntyof the
Peoplelt is worth discussinghis pamphletasit
summarise® r o u d érgumenthatbourgeois
democracys, in fact, notthatdemocratiasit
empowerghe handfulof politicianswho makeup
thegovernmentatherthanthe peopletheyclaimto
representThus,i [ a ] ¢ doadentberatidheory,
dueto ignoranceor impotencethe Peoplecannot
governthemselvesafterdeclaringthe principle of
theP e o pdowergigntydemocracylike
monarchyendsup declaringtheincapacityof the

Peopléo Sucharegimeis baseconfii ne qgaf al i t

wealth,delegatiorof sovereigntyandgovernment
by influential people Insteadof saying,asM.
Thiersdid, thattheKing reignsanddoesnot
govern democracysaysthatthe Peoplereignsand
doesnotgovern whichis to denythe Revolutiono
He contrastadlemocracyto arepublic(which he
callsafi p o s & n & v)@hwkiahall citizens

fi r eandgoverrd* basedn (male universal
suffragebolsteredby measureso makeit more
thanjust electingmasters:

In theend,we areall voters;we canchoose
themostworthy.

We cando more;we canfollow themstep
by-stepin theirlegislativeactsandtheir
votes;we will makethemtransmitour
argumentandour documentsye will
suggesburwill to them,andwhenwe are

f2dduesjceain

this, Proudhon dismissed dictatorship out of hand (676).

ti me t Rev P@pedyriccch |, a
Theft! 676-7. It should also be noted that immediately before

SfiLes confessions doéun r®volu
| 6hi stoire de | @Oeuvr@&wanrplatesi on d
(Paris: Riviere, 1920VII: 185.
iSol ution to
267, 280.

doubt that Proudhon was an anarchist and links his ideas on
federalism to later anarchists like Bakunin, Reclus and
Kropotkin as well as the Paris Commune.

t Prapert$pis Theft2V8, Pr o b |
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discontentedwe will recallanddismiss
them.

Thechoiceof talents theimperative
mandateandpermanentevocabilityare
themostimmediateandincontestable
consequenced theelectoralprinciple It is

theinevitableprogrammeof all democracy.

No morethanconstitutionaimonarchy,
however,doesdemocracyagreeto sucha
deductionfrom its principle’!

In otherwords,democracyi consideredsa
centralisedunitarianrepresentativeegimei
cannotachieveits statedgoalsof popularself
governmentandparticipation meaningthat

Pr o u d &rgumentwhich soughtto showwhy
governmentatiemocracywasnot democratids
turned,again,into anoppositionto democracyas
such As Proudhorrepeatedlyarguespnly a
decentralisedederalandfunctionalsystemcould
achievea meaningfuldemocracyby applying
universalsuffragein everygroupingwithin society
(barthefamily) whetherpolitical or economic:

Whatthenis universalsuffrage,considered
nolongerin its [current] material
operationsbutin its life, in its idea?.. 1t is
thesocialpoweror collectiveforce of the
nationin its initiating form andnow in the
activity of its functions,thatis to sayin the
full exerciseof its sovereignty[ € I|n
universalsuffrage,in aword, we possess,
buton alimited basis,or to putit betterin
anembryonicstate the entiresystemof
futuresociety To reduceit to the
nominationby the peopleof afew hundred
deputieswithoutinitiative [ € is to make
socialsovereigntyafiction, to stifle the
Revolutionin its very principle?

A centralisedunitarianrepublicwould not secure
democracyn the senseof activeparticipationof
thepeoplein managingheir commonaffairsfor,
asheputit in 1846,i f r tbemomentthatthe
essentiatonditionsof powerd thatis, authority,
property,hierarchyd arepreservedthe suffrage
of the peopleis nothingbut the consenbf the
peopletotheiro p p r e dHencetheneddfor

'iSolution to
Manifesto ofLe Peuplé Property is Theft!379.
ALes d®mocr ates
complételll: 84.

3 Systeme des contradictions économiques ou Philosophie de 1959 XV: 544, 5456, 318 Al s o

la misére(Paris: Guillaumin, 1844: 357.
‘“iLes d®mocr at 6.

t heAlSoa i 1d e ,Pr o Bl leantoR ® v2o7l3u;t i o n

sociceconomidederalismto makeuniversal
suffragemeaningfulasi t divésion of the country
into its naturalgroups,provincesor regions,
departments;antonscommunestrade
associationgcorporationg, etcowould ensurehat
A [ u] n Buifrage,sith its rational
constituencieds|[ € fheRevolution,notonly
political, bute ¢ o n o*mihe creéationof citizens
i ¢ anty beachievedhroughdecentralisation
otherwisethe peoplewould i e n pnty gfictitious
sovereigntyo.

Schapirdamentsthatin Du Principefederative
Proudhomrmakest fi d i f fvarydiffidult, to geta
clearideaof the schemeof economiagovernment
thatProudhorcalledd mu t u @Whiles mo .
Proudhormakesno mentionof il t wwational
federationspneof producersaandanotherof
consumersin this work, he doesmentiona council

i ¢ h obythewvariousassociationstoir egu |l a't
their commonaffairsd but Schapirodoesnot
indicatehow Proudhornthoughtthesewould be
chosen(353 Yet thatwork is clearontheinternal
processewithin the variousassociationsarguing
thattherewouldbefi d e mo equalityandits
legitimateexpressionyniversalsuffrage® andso

i e q u befoetheyaw anduniversalsuffrage
formthebasi®of i g r othatmakeupthe
Confederatioo whichwouldbeigover ni ng,
judgingandadministeringhemselvesn full
sovereigntyaccordingo theirown| a wBhis
ensuredhatfi [ ithgfederativesystemthesocial
contractis morethanafiction, it is a positive,
effectivepactwhich hasreally beenproposed,
discussedyoted,adoptedandwhichis regularly
modifiedaccordingto thewill of the contractors
BetweenthefederativecontractandRo us s e a u 0 :
and6 9 tBereis thewholedistancefrom reality to
hypothesis. o

As thiswould refutehis casethesei like somany
otherpassages go unmentionedy Schapiro As
AaronNorlandlatersummarisedi Pr oud h on
soughtto makecertainthatthe sovereigntyof the
people which Rousseatneldcouldneverbe
alienatedwould indeedneverbe alienated andthe

i s ur pthingarticdarlyin view of the
vituperationwhich Proudhorheapedipon
Rousseaus the extentto which thethoughtof

sociale d®mon
d ® c e mOauwed complétd®aris: Riviere, 19361X: 135.

asseOaugest ®s ®feltu |Persi nrcRifprea cR@d @reastoi,f et de

parti de [|OeuvreskomplesiPans:driviére,
see, fAiThe Po

of the Wor Kropegyishef!g368® s 0,

asserment ®s 0,
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Proudhorparallelsthatof Rousseawn many accomplisheanly throughthe dictatorship

fundamentap o i 1 $clapirddoesmention of oneman Becausef partydivisionsthe
Pr o u d tritquedfR 0 u s s demacracsthat revolution,sonecessaryo Francecould
iiwasdé di s qauii ssd dbecausec y , 0 not comefrom thedeliberationf a
governmentvascontrolledby afew men,called popularassemblypbut from the dictatorship
Orepr esce ndeadt i ogsi of oneman,
andusedn t tate OWe are socialists [...] under universal supportedy the
to dom‘lnatethe association, ownership of the land and of the E)eople[...]‘The :
peopl® and _ _ _ _ fanaobchi st
fi a g athen s t instruments of labour is social ownership [..] Proudhor] é ]
disinherited We want the mines, canals, railways handed nowwelcomed
proletariatin the . the constitution
interestof the ov¢lar' to .democr atically or of theSecond
propertiedc | a s { associations [...] It is not enough to say that Empirethat
(349350 Yet one is opposed to the presidency unless one establishedhe
ra.therthanpursu.e also does away with ministries [...] It is up to dlctgtorshlpof
this classanalysis _ o Louis Napoleon
whichis thebasis the National A ssembly, through organisation of (3556)
of Pr oudhon itscommittees, to exercise executive power, Thereare
?gg'g%i%% just the way it exercises legislative power numerousssues
democracy, through its joint deliberations and votes L] with this.
Schapirchastily Besides universal suffrage and as a First, Schapiro
moveson. consequence of universal suffrage, we want doesnat explain
how Proudhon
(?_pacepr_eclgdes implem entation of the imperative mandate : couldhave
iscussindis o . . : . ~ -
otherclair?s Politicians balk at it Which means that in their A haiheed
beyondnotingthat eyes, the people, in electing representatives, glec;[:%tr?cril;lrlnpire
Bis evider;cior | do not appoint mandatories but rather abjure asthelong
rou ono . : : -
Ahabafed their sovereignty!.. . That is assuredly not awalt.ed,
socialism: it is not even democrac .0 passionately
democracyurn y hopedfor,

outto bebaseless,
atbestsimply a
productof
selectivequoting It comesasno surprisethen,to
discoverProudhorproclaimingthati bma
democratmy explanationsgonstantlyrepeatedof
what| meanby an-archytestifytot h &t . 0

8 Election Manifesto of Le Peuple 1848 historicalevent
thatwould usher

in le troisiememond® in abookpublishedn July
1852whenthe SecondEmpirewascreatedn
Decemberd 852 (354-5) Whenthebookwas
published Louis-Napoleonwasstill the
democraticallyelectedPresidentf the Second

On Revolution and Louis -Napoleon Republic,albeitonewho haddisbandedhe
Partof S ¢ h a pwiderargusents thatLouis- NationalAssemblyin the nameof universal(male
Napoleornwasa proto-fascistStatesmanGiven suffrage rewrotethe constitutionto expandthe
this, heis keento showthat Proudhorsupported powersof his positionandhadthis ratified by
LouisN a p o | teansfodnatiorof thePresidency  7,600,000votesin aplebiscite It couldbeargued
into the positionof Emperorandthe Second thatthedifferencedetweerthe Presidentiategime
Republicinto the SeconcEmpire: of 1852andthe SeconcEmpireareslight butthe

factremaingthatProudhorcouldnot have
commentediponan Empirethatdid not exist
Regardlesshehadnotii w e | codhexaupof
December851,writing thatii hccepthefait

ForcefullyandrepeatediyProudhoriLa
Révolutionsocialedémontrégar le coup
d 6 £duaddécembrgdrovehometheidea
thata socialrevolutioncouldbe

Aaron Nol and, # Pr deuchd ofthe a n d ?fiRW®l sasnegaeusd:, Arti cl&52 dlevid®8r n
History of IdeasVol. 28, Na 1 (JanuaryMarch 1967), 51, complétes de Rl. Proudhon(Paris: Lacroix, 18701XIX: 32.
54.
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accomplii justastheastronomerfalleninto a

cisternwouldaccepthisacci dent 0.

Secondin spiteof Proudhorallegedly

i r e p edtprodatmingthe needfor dictatorship,
SchapirgprovidesasinglepageasareferenceOn
thatpageProudhorhadthisto say:

| havealreadysaidhow dictatorshipso
familiar to the Romansthe abuseof which
eventuallyengendere@aesarean
autocracydisgustedne | consideiit a
theocraticandbarbaricinstitution,in every
cas athreatto freedom;l rejectit even
moresowhenthedelegatiorthatit
supposess indefinitein its objectand
unlimitedin its duration Dictatorshipthen
is for menothingmorethantyranny:| do
notdiscusst, | hateit, andif the
opportunityarises)] assassinati...?

Proudhorthendescribeq fiweteasif [Louis-
Napoleon]hadsaidto thec o u n)therggime
createdn Decembef851alongthelines Schapiro
summarisedt shouldgo without sayingthat
describingdoesnotindicateagreementElsewhere,
henotesthatii hmopposedo dictatorshipand
anykind of coupd 6 £otaradasii Go v e ris me n
impossibl®theni P e r sopdesadtic,
governmentsi mpos$i bl eo.

Third, Schapiramakesno attemptto explain

P r o u dideasoréres/olutionandsocialprogress
Unlessthisis understoodhenhis claim that
Proudhorii h a ithe oxedthrowof the Second
Republicasagreatstepof progress canhavea
superficialappearancef validity. (335 However,
oncetheyarethenits weaknes®ecomeslear For
Proudhongsocialandeconomiadevelopmentsvere
movingin aprogressivalirectionregardles®f the
political regimeor politiciansin office:

Proudhorlookedupon(revolution] asa
slow evolutionarymovementaccordingo
naturallaw, continuingin spiteof changes
in constitutionsaandforms of government
Thelawsof socialeconomyheheldto be
independenof thewill of manandof the
legislator The Revolutionwill be
accomplishedbecausehereis atendencyn

liLa R®volution social eo,
iLa R®volution social eo,
iLa R®volution socialeo,
‘WiliamH.Geor ge, i

11 @rdenf or
2 1 ® use, it is a matter of the organisation of universal suffrage
2 0 i all it2f@mds, of the very structure of Democracy itgelf.
ProamdihonFadar &ICinmmasions of a RevolutionaryProperty is Theft!407,

themassesowardwell-beingandvirtue.
SocietyalwaysadvancesFor thesereasons
Proudhorcouldwrite thatthe Revolution
wasfurtheredby thecoupd 6 ®of Labuis
NapoleonDecembef, 1851 His friends
couldscarcelycomprehendhe meaningof
his book,La Révolutionsocialedémontrée
par le coupd 6 £ duadécembreMore
exactly,it mighthavebeenentitlediin T h e
Revolutionin spiteof thecoupd 6 ®dof a t
December, 18516 for in reality thatis the
thesissustained[...] The Revolutionmoves
onirresistiblybecausdt is adeep
undercurrentindisturbedy windswhich
ruffle the surface?

Thusfi R e v o |bathdenweoraticandsocial[ é ]
is now for France for Europe,acompulsory
condition,almostafaita ¢ o mpThdpdiitical
regimecouldactto encourag®r hinderthis
progressandthevariousAssembliesand
Government®f the Secondrepublichadvery
muchhinderedt (for examplethe destructiorof
the clubsafterthe July Daysof 1848andthe
restrictionson universalsuffragepassedn July
1850,both of which Proudhordenounce). Sonot
bnly wassociceconomigrogresseinghindered,
the possibility of anyreformwasstymied
Proudhorarguedthatsucha situationcould not be
maintainedsomethinghadto give. This provedto
betheeventsof Decembed 851,subsequently
ratified by alargemajority of the (malég electorate
(for Marx, Louis-Napoleorwasii t i € h onmge n
of thep e a s atheti My @iherouslassof
Frenchsociety andsofi t massof the French

p e o p).ITeedewly sel-empoweredPresident
thenlauncheda seriesof reformswithout the
conservativiNationalAssemblythereto block
themor bedismissedasimpossibleby liberal
economists

Thusthe Secondf Decembefi d e mo n &ther at e
socialrevolutionbecausdt removedwvhatwas
hinderingsocialprogressHowever,it hadnot

i d e mo n Gthesoaidlrevdlutionin its specific
policiesnorin theregimecreatedLouis-Napoleon,

like all the previouspostFebruarygovernments,

hadthe choiceof encouragingr hinderingthe

Alul] nder the name of ¢

Journal of Political Econom@0: 4 (August 1922), 537. 461).
AiLa R®volution socialeo, 266iThe Eighteenth BrunMaxre of
5As regards the former, the BEngelsgCallacied Wdrkikandon: bdwremce gndiWishart, s o c i

was the pivot of democracy, the cornerstone of republican

1979 XI: 187.
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progresof the SocialRevolution Although of theworking classegproletariansartisansand

recognisingheP r e s i sipportn the peasants)fi h a sinistersignificanceo (356) He
bourgeoisieProudhorurgedhim to usethe fails to mentionthatProudhoralsostatedthati [ t ] o
mandateof the plebisciteto implementeconomic imposesilenceupon[parties]by meansof the
andpolitical reforms Thechoicewaseither policeowasii i mp o Gasdthhtii & hdaascan

i A n a orcCaegarisnf € youwill neverescape only befoughtbyi d e. Rastiés]ike the State,
fromthis[ é Yyouarecaughtbetweerthe Emperor reflectedthefactthatthefi v i af th[g] economic
andthe Social[Revolution] ‘0As such,to accuse regimeproducenequalityof fortunes,and

him of supportingCaesarisnis staggering consequentlglassdistinction;classdistinction
callsfor political centralisatiorto defenditself;
political centralisatiorgivesriseto parties,with
which poweris necessarilyinstableandpeace
impossible Only radicaleconomiaeformcanpull
usoutofthisc i r titlisehardlyii s i mitost er
suggesthateliminationof classesvould produce
theendof partiesandthe State

Moreover,Proudhorrecognisedhatanautocratic
regimewhile perhapsat bestsuitableto destroy
whathinderedsocialprogressvasunsuitedo
encouragét. Thiswaswhy heurgeddemocratic
reformson the Presidentarguingthathe himself
hadf d e f euniwkrsatsuffrageasa
constitutionakight andalaw of the state;andsince

it exists,| amnotaskingthatit be suppressedyut SchapiroJikewise, fails to mentionthatProudhon
thatit be enlightenedthatit be organisecandthat hadearlierraisedboththe hopeof seeingthe endof
it live.0 Theregimeshouldii a f fwithoun, partieswhile alsoproudly proclaimingthathe
restrictionor equivocationthe socialrevolutiord Abel o toth¢Rartydf Laboudfor therewere
andthisrequiredi t fit aatlsto itself, insteadof a i b twb partiesin Francethe partyof labourand
bodyof mutes,atruerepresentationf the middle thepartyof ¢ a p i° Asslicly,his useof theterm
classandthepr ol et ar i at o: partyindicatedatendencywhich couldincludea

diversity of viewsandgroupingswhile thelatter
would disappeanaturallyalongwith theclasses
theyreflect.

theaffairsof individualsprosperonly as
long astheyhaveconfidencen the
governmentthatthe only way to give them
this confidencds to makethemthemselves Ratherthansupportdictatorship Proudhonn fact

activememberof thesovereignthatto arguedthatthe Presidentntroducedemocratic
excludethemfrom governments asmuch reformsalongsideeconomiconesfor

asto oustthemfrom their industriesand Airepr e gevernmeerwasfeaecessary
propertiesandthataworking nationlike transitionto industrialdemocracgandi i ndust r
ours,governedwithoutthe perpetual freedomandpolitical freedomareinterdependent;
controlof the podium,the pressandthe thatanyrestrictionon thelatteris anobstaclefor
[political] club, is abankruptation? thef o r M eoui®Napoleonasheconstantly

stressedhada choiceof promotingthe Social
Revolution(whichwasdefinedasaii s o and a |
democratio movemeny or pursuinghis own
agendaandpromotingreactioni theid An a iorc h'y
Caesarismof thetitle of theb o o #nél shapter

As theformeroptionmeanteliminatingthe powers
thathehadjust seizedunsurprisinglyP r o u d h 0 n ¢
call fell ondeafears By Decembefl852,overfive
monthsafterP r o u d Wwooknvéspublished,
Louis-Napoleongavehis answetrto the questionit
raised:hechoseEmperorratherthanweakenhis
Similarly with S ¢ h a pclaim tha@Rroudhon powerby the democratigolitical andeconomic
thoughtit i w gassibleanddesirabld é fhatone reformsProudhorcalledfor.

partyshouldswallowall theotherp a r t apartg o ,

In this Proudhonwassimply repeatingarguments
hehadmadebefore1851andwould repeat
afterwardsSo,for exampletenyearslaterwe find
him arguingthatcivilisationi o nablviances
throughtheinfluencethatpolitical groupswield
upononeanotherjn thefullnessof their
sovereigntyandtheirindependenceseta higher
poweroverthemall, to judgeandconstrainthem
andthegreatorganisatiorgrindsto a halt Life and
thoughtarenomo r % . 0o

La R®Poolsdbcialeodo, 294. ‘“AiLa R®volution socialeod, 268
La R®vol uti-01®269s268c27ha 1 e 0, 1 7 DPropertyis Theft!397, 475, 381.

La Guerr e glhiswork alyp adesxPboudhch9 3°fiLa R®vol uti on socialed, 258
counting himself amongst the Arepublicans and socialists
184&%and descri bing hilGmel f fas a democrat o

1
2
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All this makesattemptdo portrayProudhoras
advocatingdictatorshipmisleading However,he
did not makehimselfasclearashe shouldhave:

[government] am payingfor makesomechanges
andproceedaccordingomyp r i ncd pl es 0.

Fourth,LouissN a p o | golicaudderstood

Pr o u d&rgumenandrefusedo allow its
publication Proudhorthenappealedo the
Presidenhimselfandpresumablyamusedand
flatteredthathis old enemyhadwritten what
appearedo bea supportivebookabouthim,
ensuredts publication Sufficeto say,the
authoritiesdid not makethe samemistakeagain
andProudhornwasunableto publishunderhis own
namefor anumberof yearsandthenonly on
economiamatters With the publicationof hisfirst
political work (De la justicedansla Révolutioret
dansl 6 £ ¢ih 1858d°roudhorsoonfound
himselfchargedwith corruptingpublic moralsand
wentinto exile in Belgiumwherehe could publish
freely. S ¢ h a psumnmaosthis periodleaves
muchto bedesiredwritingthati [ d ] the i n g
periodof the SeconcEmpire,Proudhornwas
activelyengagedn writing. Book afterbookand
pamphletafterpamphlefpouredfrom his busypero
beforenotinghisi a r wasaderedouthefled to
B r u s 4339 EBheéimplied cosineswith the
regimedid not existandwhile Schapirowantsto
portrayProudhorasa Bonapartistthe Bonapartists
themselvesverevery awareof his politics and
actedaccordingly

Hence despitethe caricaturesProudhon
wasno sycophanti@admirerof the Prince
Presidentwilling to goto anylengthsto
curry favor. Onthe contrary,thedictator
would haveto go extraordinarilyfar in

P r o u d directiodts enlisthis support
He would haveto reformthe constitution
by makingit moredemocratid...]
Bonapartevould haveto carryoutsocial
andeconomicaswell aspolitical, reform
[...] No doubtthebook,strictly interpreted,
doesrule out collaboration Soexactingare
the conditionssetfor collaboratiornthatthey
couldnot possiblybemet Sucha strict
interpretations too subtle however,
becausét overlookstheb o o kmpaston
its audienceTherathercasuisticargument
of the Révolutionsocialewassureto go
overthep u b | heat| & § Hencethebook
wasboundto strengtherthe newregime,
ratherthanthe causeof freedom whatever
itsa u t hitentidrs

Moreover.knowingthe Presidentvell (hewas,
afterall, in prisonwhenthe coupof December
1851occurredfor publicly attackinghim asa
demagoguseekingto becomeEmperor) thebook
attimesflatteredLouis-Napoleomandtemptechim

Fifth, Schapirdfails tomentionPr oudhonoés
argumentsgainsthavinga Presidentn thefirst

to reformsby indicatingthatit would securehim a
placein the historybooks Suchpassagewhen
guotedout of contextmakea flawedwork look
worsethanit actuallyis.

Which raisesanobviousquestionwhy did
Proudhorpursuesuchawork, particularlygiven
thereservationie expressedh letterswhile
writing it? Simply put, heviewedtheregimeas
secureadueto its popularsupportandthelack of
any possibility of asuccessfutevoltagainsit. As

LeninistJohnEhrenberguggestsii P r o udidh o n

notreally supportthe coup andfi h hopewasnot
to apologisefor Louis-Napoleorbutto salvage
somegoodout of whatinitially seemedihopeless
s i t u &Rathethadexpressupportfor
dictatorshipasSchapiroclaims,thereality is much
morebanal:fi hsknothingbetterthanto seethe

placeandhis articleswarningthatLouis-Napoleon
hadeyeson becomingemperoraresummarise@s
Proudhorbeingfi a r r enshe chadgeof writing
violentarticlesagainstPresident.ouis Napoleon
andsentencedo prisonfor threeyearso (335 Nor
doeshementionP r o u d WwritinysY@ublished
from prison) defendingthe Constitutionand
universalsuffrageagainsthe attacksuponboth by
thereactionaryNationalAssembly Thisis
understandablgiventhatit would bedifficult to
portrayhim asanadvocateof dictatorshipby the
headof the Statewhenhe opposechavingsucha
positionconsideringt, amongsbtherthings,

ir oy dlt higadign of revolutionary

pri ncandil ceacsuime e o | 4UftProadhod .
hadbeenlistenedto, thenLouis-Napoleornwould
neverhavebecomeEmperor.

L Alan Ritter, The Political Thought of Pierrdoseph 5iLa R®vol ut i.btestwe mrgdt, Ad hadimadel 1 3
Proudhon(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1969),-188 the same demand of the National Assembly in 1848 and
9. received a similar response.
2 John Ehrenberd?roudhon ad His Age(Amherst, New “AThe Constituti oPRropertycsThélhe Pr
York: Humanity Books, 1996), 129. 370.
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On Capitalism and Socialism
As well asbeingafi p a s s hatenofa t e
d e mo c rSaehapyrazlaimsthatProudhon
viewedil s o c 0 thesammlight. (362 He
warmsto this theme:

In discussinghesocialandpolitical issues
of hisday Proudhordid notatall apply his
anarchist

views

productivecapital,rejectedsocialisatiorof the
meansof productionandco-operativesocieties
Yet unlike his claimson democracySchapiro
providesfew referencesthereaderis givenpassing
commentsaboutP r o u d Systénilss
contradictionséconomiqueshis oppositionto the

i r i tgwoiko atthe startof the 1848Revolution
andhis conflictswith thelikes of Louis Blanc

They
seemedo
formno
partof his
vigorous
attackson

the organisation of labour must be
the downfiall of capital and power,

theideas

of his opponentswhethereft or right. His
hatredof socialismwhich Proudhon
regardedastheworstof all socialpoisons,
drovehim to advocateanarchyasits very
opposite Whathereally sawin anarchy
wasnot a solutionof socialproblemsbut an
antidoteto socialism (363)

He contrastdroudhorto socialistsvhoii d i
their attackson the capitalisticsystemof
production;hencethey soughtto substitute
socializatiorfor privateownership’ the Utopians,
throughcooperativesocietiesandthe Marxists,

throughgovernmenbwnershippPr oudhon 6 s

iant i c avasndtthelsamsasthatof the
socialistd € INot the systemof production but
the systemof exchangevastheroot of evil of
capitalismo (342)

Thisis akey aspecbf his casewith Schapiro
guotingMarxist FranzNeumanrthatfi [ isifgling
out predatorycapital,NationalSocialismtreadsin
thefootstepsof Proudhornwho, in his Idéegénérale
dela Révolutionau 19 siécledemandedhe
liquidation of the Banquede Franceandits

transformationnto aninstitutionof publicu t i I i t y o

(366-7) Schapirdfails to mentionthatNaumanns
explicitly repeatingViarx on Proudhorandstresses
thatii N a t iSacialisthnti-capitalismhasalways
exemptedroductivecapital,thatis, industrial
capital,from its denunciationgndsolely
concentratedno p r e d(&hatis, bayking
capiltal o.

Proudhonthen,is a proto-fascistbecausée
focusedexclusivelyon financecapital,exempted

! Franz NeumanrBehemoth: the structure and practice of
national socialism 1933944(New York: Oxford University
Press, 1942), 320.

rect

(334 Thislack of evidencds understandablas
everysinglelink in the chainof reasoningo reach
his conclusionis wrong.

First, while Proudhordid seekf t find a solution
of the socialproblemotherthanthatpresentedby
the socialistsor by the classicaleconomistgin
1846,(334) Schapiraforgetsthatwhile thelatter
n&oatly agreeon whattheyadvocatedthe former
aremarkedby a seriesof schools Thiswasthe
casein 1846andthenumberof schoolshasbeen
addedo sincethen,notleastby Marxism (itself
hopelesslysubdivided andrevolutionary
anarchisnycollectivist,communistand
syndicalist) It is perfectlyfeasibleto criticise
certainformsof socialismandstill beasocialist:

As acritic, havinghadto proceedo the
searchfor sociallawsby the negationof
property,l belongto the socialistprotest:in
thisrespect havenothingto disavowof
my first assertionsandl am,thankGod,
trueto my backgroundAs amanof
achievemenandprogress| repudiatewith
all my might socialism,emptyof ideas,
powerlessimmoral,capableonly of
producingdupesandcrooks[ é &ndhere
is, in afew words,my professiorof faith
andmy criterionon all past,presentand
future organisationaltopias:

Whoeveralls uponpowerand capital to
organiselabouris lying,

Becauséhe organisationof labour mustbe
the downfall of capital and power?

2 Systeme des contradictions économidlez96.

38



ThusBlancii insvertired of appealingo FebruaryR e v o | JtheteronRroudhoractually

aut hofrp |t gmoerabovesociety and usess i ¢ o mm a(nommuynautgandthis cannot
i ma lsaxiallife descendrom above while betranslatedasii ¢ 0 m mwnership without
fi s olism laudly declarestself anarchistio and seriouslydistortingwhat Proudhormeantby the
i ma i nthatfsoamabife] springsup andgrows term,why heopposedt andwhathe advocatedn
fromb el dAvO . its stead®
few yearslater, 2 .
Proudhorreiterated Proudhone advoc f;%rgg:?hasutes often
:ggtrgsgn'tsanc workersod assocCi fdcommwmnism
. . Englishtranslations
gg(\:/;rl?srpnental achieve what in the 1850s of Pr o u dWokn 6 s
L N which, while closer
Leo\i,t,)éurtg)sr}by he t er med ol ndi to whatwasmeant
’ A ~F (particularlygiven
(rjeeﬁ:liscer};fic democr a C'ynd%d’ the characteristicef
socialism. wo r k e costidl is such an Fh?r?tﬂ'gggeg'mi
revolutionbythe - 1y ig1isly core aspect of an Ic?uitcfcorrect)’IS "
people An abyss y P y Regardless
existsbetweeru s°0  ganyine form of socialism capitalismwas
HerejectedB | an ¢ . . markedby divided
fisysof em that even Leninists pay lip - useanddivided
organisatiorby the _ ] ownershipwhile
Stat® becauseét service to It. iCommuwast y

wasfi s tthedarhe

negationof

freedom equalityandfraternitydo asunder
capitalismfor i t bne changeas theshareholders
andthemanagergwith i n theslightest
differencein thesituationofthewo r k& r s 0 .

basednundivided
useandundividedownership Both, asaresult,
wereexploitativeandoppressiveandhadto be
replacedoy what,in 1840,Proudhorreferredto as
af t hform af society,the synthesiof
communityandproperty which hethentermed

Second)ike manycommentatorsSchapirodoes liberty. Invoking the well-known philosophical

not appreciatehat Proudhorseparatedwnership triad, communitywasii t first termof social
anduse,arguingthatwhile the formermustbe developmeri( i tthiest®) whileAi pr o gher t vy,
iundi wheldterdnastbef d i v ilfdhesd 0  reverseof community,is theseconderno( it h e
werenot ensuredthentheliberty promisedby antithesi®) andi [ w ] we bamediscoveredhe
socialismwould becomethetyrannyof third term,the synthesiswe shallhavetherequired
community? Thuswe find Schapirogquoting s o | u % Thisfint. hdoaiakdormo would bebased
Proudhorarguingthatmutualismwould be created ondivideduseandundividedownership The

i wi t domfiscationwithoutbankruptcywithout formeris neededo securew o r k feeedsnito
anagrarianlaw, without commonownership, controlboththeirlabourandits product.thelatter
without stateintervention,andwithout the is neededo endmasterservantrelations(wage
abolitionof inheritanced (344) However,looking laboup within theworkplaceby makingeverynew
atthesource( P r o u damaousspesctio the recruitautomaticallyinvolvedin its management
ConstitueniNationalAssemblyin which healso (andsocontroltheir labourandits product)’

proudlyproclaimedthatii S o ¢ i rmablethe m

'IiSystem of Ec onoRroperty @®heft! r adfficTthieo nnseomber s of a community,
205Proudonds retur nomd dt ¢ f tr foen plopertyo but tHe edmoumity is proprietor, and proprietor not

above perspectives, which Draper utilised without only of the goods, but of the persons and vil{froudhon,
acknowledgment, i€onfessions of a Revolutionary AWhat i s Hapertpis Theftil31p ,

(Property is Theft!3989). SiAddress t o Ntahd oQarn s Bopertpenbt! y
2 Les Confessiong00. is Theft! 349, 345.

SAM®lI anges: Articl&5s2 dleivid®,s r hiiaWhxa t1 8i 4s8 Fraparty ie Theftyl60130 (although
complétes de Rl. Proudhon(Paris: Lacroix, 1871XIX: icommaing ttyr ansl ated as fcommu
118. 'ain McKay, f@dAProudhomwm, Prope

AnarcheSyndicalist Review6 (Winter 2016), 2&9.
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Shapiroignoresthis but proclaimsthatthisfi n e w  politiquedesclassesuvrieres(1865 1 wherethis
systemwould inauguratevhatProudhorcalledle is advocated.
troisiememond® yet the pageSchapiroreferences
doesnot containtheterm,whichis unsurprisingas
Proudhomeverusedit.! (353 Proudhordid
indicatethathe opposedorivateandState
ownershipin favourof i u n i vassocwteo (the
18403 orfi a g r i dnddsttialfedexdtiom (the
1860s) As heputit in 1846:

Indeedw o r k @omtrsli@ suchanobviouslycore
aspecbf anygenuineform of socialismthateven
Leninistspaylip-serviceto it. Significantly, while
SchapironotesthatProudhomfid enounced
capitalismasféodalitéindustrielled (industrial
feudalisn) hedid notindicatewhere (340 Thisis
understandablfor Proudhorarguedhat

Eithercompetition,d thatis, monopoly i i n d udemocracynustfollow industrial
andwhatfollows; or exploitationby the f e u d a*lwhichmldardto squarewith
State]...]; or else,in short,a solutionbased S ¢ h a pclaimth@ Rroudhorhateddemocracyn
uponequality,d in otherwords,the i i ideals,its methodsandits organizatiorn (349)

organisatiorof labour,whichinvolvesthe

. " Yet economicdemocracycantakemanyforms
negationof political economyandtheend X y

Ratherthanonegiantall-embracingcentralised

of property* Associationadvocatedy manyof his
RatherthanStatecontrolor planning,Proudhon contemporarieRroudhoradvocatedissociations
arguedthateachassociatiorwould controlits own unitedby federalandcontractualinks. As such,he
affairsanddecidewhatto produce for whom, shouldbe consideredneof thefirst market
whenandatwhatprice Schapirorecogniseshis socialistsaswell as,asSteverK. Vincenthas
whenhewrotefi [ rivdte enterprisevould remain, persuasivelyshown,aleadingthinkerof the
andcompetition thevital forcethatanimatedall associationissocialismof mid-nineteenttcentury
society,would continueto regulatemarketp r i ¢ e sFdance> He did, asSchapironotes,aimto
(344 However,he contradictshimselfby stating universalisgropertybutthis doesnotmean
thati [ u ] mutba&ismtherewould be organized, opposingsocialisationRecognisinghe natureof
in eachindustry,voluntaryautonomous theeconomyof histime,P r o u d theonydd s
associationsf producerswith the objectof i p 0 s s Gaboweadloothartisanandpeasant
exchangingcommodities Productiorwasto be productionto co-existwith collectiveproduction
individual, not collective Proudhonvasan byw o r k a&ssosiabionsll unitedwithin socio
anticollectivisto (352) economidederalism:
It is not explainedhow productionorganisedy ProudhorandBakuninwereii c o | | edc t i
associationsanbe individual ratherthan whichis to saytheydeclaredhemselves
collective Proudhonhowever s clearand without equivocationn favourof the
advocatedv o r k a&ssosialionso achievewhatin commonexploitation,not by the Statebut
the1850shetermedfi i n d udsnbocracgblut by associateavorkersof thelargescale
which he hadraisedrepeatedlythroughouthis meansof productionandof the public
guartercenturyof writing. ThatSchapiragnores servicesProudhorhasbeenquitewrongly
thiscoreaspecof P r o u d éconondicgisionis presentecsanexclusiveenthusiasof
telling in spiteof mentioningworksi Q u 6-ees t privateproperty®

quela propriété? (1840),Systemeles
contradictionséconomique§1846),ldéegénérale
dela Révolutionau dix-neuviemesiécle(1851),
Manueldu Spéculateua la Bourse(1857 andDu
Principefédératif(1863 andDela Capacité

Proudhonjn short,wasnotagainsttcommon
ownershipbut ratherStatecontrol As he
summarisediuringthe1848Revolutionfiun d e r
universalassociationpwnershipof thelandandof
theinstrumentsf labouris socialownershi with

i de mo c roaganiseda d 1 kya&ssosiabions

1 Nor does Proudhon use the temmisiéme forme de société ‘ISt ock Exchange SPpopectyid Thdftlor 6 s

on the page Schapiro referendégannot be a coincidence 610.

t hat A T bdouldde, Rith isuffibient perseverance, 5Vincent, 140165.

translated atroisiéme monde Dani el Gu®rin, fFr oTheRadialudho
2ASystem of Ec onoPRroperty S oheft! r a d PaparsMomtréab Black Rose, 1987), Dimitrios |

202. Roussopoulos (ed.), 32; Daniel Guédmarchism: From

3 Extracts from all these works, including relevant sections on Theory to PracticéNew York/London: Monthly Review
wor ker sd associ aropedynissTheftlar e iPnessl 19k 48. i n
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formingfi t Ivasttederationof companiesand expropriationratherthanreformingthe credit
societiesvoveninto the commoncloth of the systemshouldnot obscurehe similar reasoning
democraticandsocialR e p u B Proudhorghen, behindeach.

advocatedv o r k eo-operativedecausdis
oppositionto capitalismincludeda critique of
industrialcapitalasthewagelabourit created

Fourth,anarchisnplayedakey partin his critique
of Statesocialismascanbeseenfor examplejn
his polemicwith Louis BlancandPierreLeroux

producedbothexploitationandoppression betweerNovemberl849andJanuaryl85C which
Schapirojronically, admitsasmuchin passing fed directly into Generalldeaof the Revolutionin
when,referencingdéegénérale he correctly the NineteentiCentury Theseworksreflectedhow
summarisedts analysishatii [ 4t$ pgrversiorof the 1848Revolutionfi w arsimportantturning
the principle of thedivision of labour,capitalism pointfor Proudhodandii a n a r emengeshm
madetheworkermoreproductiveandmore centralto hist h o u‘edadedater,Peter
dependenatthesametime. As aconsequencall Kropotkin pointedto thesedebatesandnotedtheir
theadvantagesnderthe newindustrialsystem continuedrelevanceo libertariansii Ma n y
wentto capital,notlabouro (340) By notingthis admirablepagescanbefoundthereon the State
aspecbf P r o u d ideaghémotonly refuteshis andAnarchywhichit would bevery usefulto
own claimsbutN e u ma whicldhe usedas reproducdor awideaudi €énce. 0

supportingevidencethatProudhori like fascistsi
focusedexclusivelyon financecapital Presumably
Schapirchopedhis readersvould forgetthis or
considelit P r o u d tatbentt@arshis
contradiction.

More couldbewritten on this subject,suchas

S ¢ h a pconflatignaf opposingstrikeswith
opposingthelabourmovemen@and,in one
guotation his wilful mistranslatiorof ouvrieres
associationgsi t r umidng ratherthanco-

Third, Schapirdfailsto placeP r o u d ideasord s  operativeshisinsertionof thewordi h o 9and | e

creditwithin hiswiderideas He rightly notesthat thefailure to indicatethatthis wasdiscussing
Proudhorsoughttoii u n i v ebillsod | i z e Pr o u dViewsodaspecificformofwor ker s 6
exchange asacirculatingmedium(ratherthan associatior{thoseadvocatedy the Louis Blanc
il amou rasfaselyassertedy Marx) but influencedLuxembourgCommissiorof 18489).
contrastd r o u d rewwlntidrpar le creditwith (347-8) However,enoughhasbeendiscussedo
socialism (342-3) Yet thiswasseemotasanend showthatProudhorattackedcapitalismassystem
in itself but ratherasthe meando awider of productionand exchangegdenouncedndustrial
economidransformationpamelythereplacement capitaland bankingcapital,combininghis call for
of wagelabourby associationAs Proudhorputit, thetransformatiorof the Banquede Francewith
thankstoits i o vaechingmandatethe Exchange thereplacementf capitalistfirms with

Bankis theorganisatiorof| a b ogueatésgssed democraticallyrunw o r k @&ssosiabiongindeed
forit allowsi t heeform of societyto bedefined his analysisof how exploitationoccurredwithin
andcreatecamongtheworker in which i athel productionwasthe basisof his vision of socialism
workshopsareownedby the nation,eventhough rootedin transformingproductiors).

theyremainandmustalwaysremainf r € e . 0 SocialismasSchapirarightly suggestedy a i noe d

Recognisinghedifficulties inherentin State destroythe bourgeoiguling classin the only way
control,for Proudhorlabourhadto organiseitself. thatit couldbedestroyedasa classnamelyby

To do this working peopleneededhe meansof abolishingpropertya | t o g €38hPeoudbon
productionin their handsandtherearetwo waysto agreedbutthe currentregimeof propertyand
securehis: by seizingit or by buyingit. As he classexanbeabolishedn manyways It wasto
opposedheformer,only thelatterremained That theF r e n ¢ hcreditthdtlse predictecthat
lateranarchist@arguedfor revolutionary nationalisingproperty,placingit into the handsof
'REl ect i on LbRenplefPeopertyis Theft!377 whil e another has been publis
8. Louis Blanc: The Present Utility arieliture Possibility of the
AlLetter t oPrapertyis%hef29&7n c o0, Stated AnarchoeSyndicalist Review6 (Winter 2016).

3 These articles are included@euvres complétd®aris: 4 Ehrenberg, 116.

Riviere, 19231 | al ong with @Al d®e ¢ ®Refer KrdpatkinMederh ScienReRandoAnarchyi o n

au dixneuvieme sieé | .& few of these articles are contained (Chico/Edinburgh: AK Press, 2018), 205; Also see, 227.
in Propertyis Theft{f i Resi st ance odfid ett H & ¥IReivib | MdKay, fAProudhonés Cons
to Pierre Lerouand fil n Connecti)on woftLdboutNotesdAnardBist Stadegb: 1 (Summer 2017).
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the State would not abolishtheruling classbut
simply createanewonei thebureaucracy

On War and Peace
ThenextchargeagainstProudhornis thathewasa
warmongerandmilitarist. Thisis his argument
from theoriginal article:

Whatastounded®® r oudhonos
contemporarieg..] washis glorification of
war. Hatredof war andlongingfor
universalpeacehasbeenanalmost
universalcharacteristiof all modern
revolutionarythinkers]...] The
contradictiondetweertherevolutionist
Proudhorandtherevolutionarythoughtof
his daybecamesvenmorepuzzling,even
morestrangewhenProudhorappearedsa
glorifier of war for its own sake His book
La Guerreetla paix, which appearedn
1861,wasahymnto war,intonedin amore
passionat&ey thananythingproducedoy
thefascistsof ourtime. [...] Warwasthe
revelationof religion, of justice,andof the
idealin humanrelations...]

In theview of Proudhorwarwasnota
socialevil thatwould be eradicatedn the
courseof humanprogressHe was
convincedthatwarwasaninstinctinherent
in thevery natureof manandwasitself the
prime sourceof humanprogressTherefore
it would lastaslong asmanexistedandas
long asmoralandsocialvaluesprevailedin
humansocietyl[...] AlImosteverypageof La
Guerreetla paix containsa glorification of
war asanidealandasaninstitution

(A P i dosapl®roudhonHarbingerof
Fas ci72980) ,

Schapiraclearlyassumesisr e a dignorancof
Proudhonwork for this summaryis acomplete
distortionof its argumentLikewise,he doesnot
seekto explainhow his admissiorthatProudhon
i r e p uddleatmethdbds andadvocatec

i p e a ceeofutiotd canbereconciledwith this
portrayalof Proudhorasa warmongemand
precursoiof theviolent methodsof fascism (341)

This summaryfails to mentionthatwhile thefirst
volumeof La Guerreetla paix doesindeedextol
fi t hghtofw a rthiesecondvolumediscusses
how war becomegorruptedsogenerating
numeroussocialevils) andhowto endit by

! For good introductions to this book and its major themes,

see Prichard (2013).
AiLa Guerre et | a

pai xo, 49.

understandingfs root cause: This mayleadthe
impatientreaderto drawthewrongconclusion:
indeed,in Book One,Proudhonasif heis aware
thathe maybetemptingthe patienceof hisreader,
notesthatfi Ehallconcludeby opposinghewar-
mongeringstatusquo, opposingthe institutionsof
mi | i t2&shemtit i aletter:

How couldyou havesupposedhatl|
wanted by a sortof panegyricor apotheosis
of war, to perpetuatehe military regime?
[...] my thesis:War is finished,societyno
longerwantsit. [...] | will confinemyselfto
pointingoutto you, sothatyou may
understananewith lessdifficulty, thatin
orderto putanendto war, it wasnota
guestionof declaringagainstt asthe
friendsof peacedo; it wasnecessaryo
beginby recognising...] its principle, its
role, its mission,its purposethis done,it
wasprovedthen,andonly then,thatthe
goalbeingreachedr ontheeveof being
reachedyvar wasfinished,andfinishednot
by the goodpleasureof nationsand
governmentshut by thefulfilment of its
mandatée’

Thusthesomewhatbstractiscussiorof fi t hgéat
of ward andhow it generateatherrights
(includingpolitical, socialandeconomiconeg lays
the groundfor the denunciatiorof warfareas
barbaric(particularlyin anagewhere
indiscriminatekilling wasbecomingthenormas
war wasincreasinglyindustrialiseglandhowto
endit. Thecontrastbetweerntheidealandthe
practicewasduetothefi p r i nraversaland
everconstantauseof warfare,howeverignited
andwhatevempromptsito beingii t h e
BREAKDOWN OF ECONOMIC

EQUI L I B RThusw aevenbetweerthe
mosthonourablenations,andwhateverthe
officially professednotives,henceforthdoesnot
appeato beanythingotherthanawar for
exploitationandproperty,a socialwar. Sufficeto
saythat,until suchtime aseconomiaightsare
securedpothbetweemationsandbetween

individuals,war cando nothingelseontheg | ob e . ¢

If waris primarily drivenby economidorces,then
N p e eaon@tbeestablisheghermanentlypther
thanby meansf theabolition of the very causeof
w a r Aoneweconomiaegimein which labour
governsii mureptacethe political or war regimed

3 Correspondance de B. Proudlon (Paris: Lacroix, 1876
XI: 118-9.
‘AL a

Guerre et la paixo,
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andi u n i wisarnsameéntvill takeplaced only
whenii w dasfoundits successoo.Under
mutualism strugglewould existfi b ootabloody,
armedstruggle but rathera struggleinvolving
labourandi n d u.dntshost, [ o Wwaorking
humanityis capableof puttinganendto war, by
creatingeconomidbalancewhich presupposea
radicalrevolutionin ideasandmoralso The

i ¢ o n s tof rightim Huroamityis thevery
abolitionof war; it is the organisatiorof peacsd...]
We needPEACEtoday;theworld doesnot

understanéndno longerwantsanythinge | < e .

War couldnow beendedbecauséi t Rexolution
hasmadethe public conscience¢hesoleinterpreter
of right, the solejudgeof thetemporalandthe sole
sovereignwhich constitutegruedemocracyand
marksthe endof priesthoodandmilitarism.0 Thus,
in amutualistsociety,i w aalongerhasthe
slightestreasorto bewagea asit would ensure

il t &belitionof themilitary regimeandthe
subordinatiorof political right to economiaight.o
Thiswasbecauséi n a t i monalethanwar,
serveso purposeNationalitieshaveto be
increasinglyerasedy theeconomicconstitution,
thedecentralisatiof statesthe mixing of races
andthe permeabilityof continentsd
Unsurprisinglythew o r knal sentencés

i HUMAN DOESNOT WANT ANY MORE
WAR? 0

Partsof thefirst volumecanmakeuncomfortable
readingbecausé’roudhons describingthe world
asit is, theworld wheremightindeedmaderight
regardles®f thefine wordsusedto justify reasons
of State He playsthepartofd e v advoGatdo
betterconvincehis critics when,in thesecond
volume,he showshow theinstinctsandforces
which createconflict canbetransformedo create
peaceLikewise, Schapircfails to mentionthat

Pr o u d&ntmilassmis reflectedin other
works In 1851,it wasthecasethatii [ ipldceof
standingarmieswe will putindustrial

a s s o c i®ahildinol868hinotedthata

i conf e peepteaoulebeapeopleorganised

for peacewhatwouldtheydowitha r mi‘e s ? 0
Schapirothen,shamelessligistortsPr oud hon 6 s

ideas Thesewerehardlydifficult to grasp For

'liLa Guerre et |l a paixo,
2ALa Guerre et | a p540. x o,
SAiGeneral 1 dea

“AThe Feder atPiopedyisPrheft!@l®.i pl e o,

> New York Times2 September 1861.

exampleacontemporaryeviewin the NewY ork
Timescorrectlysummarisedt:

Accordingto him, thereexistsonecause
[...] whichtarnisheswar [...] which will

long hinderits perfection:it is therupture
of theeconomicequilibrium[...] Thisis the
origin of mostwars Theviceis chronic,
incurable andsulliesforeverthedivine
ideall[...] Butin thevery midstof this
despairingdoctrinearay of light appears
namely,PeaceFor we mustnot mistake
himT1 he,like therestof us,wishesto attain
that He doesnot pretendto do awaywith
war[...] buthehopeso transformit, to
bring it into a secondstate purerandmore
perfectthanthefirst, andthis stateis simply
-- Peace|...] He deifieswar and
recommendgpeace The processs curious
andtheresultinstructive®

Likewise,anarchepacifistBartdeLigt correctly
summarised® r o u d ¢tooclusosthatfi iwas
thereforenecessary...] to changethe military
societyinto anindustrialsocietyasswiftly as
possible® Significantly, the structureandaim of La
Guerreetla paix arenotedby everyother
commentatoonit.” Theintroductionto the edition
Schapirausesalsoindicatedthis soperhapghis
explainswhy herewrotehis argumenandadmitted
thati P r o ucdrhesatathe paradoxical
conclusiom thatw a riépsr icansek poverty,
andonly whenpovertyis abolishedwill war

d i s a pmakiagamockeryof hisearlierclaim
thatProudhordid not think war couldbe
eradicatedor wishedit to.

On Slavery and Race
Schapiras correcttonotePr ou d&t-n 6 s
Semitismandusest asmeango generalisabout
hisviewsonrace:

Anti-Semitism alwaysandeverywherethe
acidtestof racialism,with its division of
mankindinto creativeandsterileraces)ed
Proudhorto regardthe Negroasthelowest
in theracialhierarchy During the
AmericanCivil War hefavoredthe South,
which, heinsisted,wasnot entirelywrong
in maintainingslavery TheNegroes,
accordingto Proudhonwereaninferior

4 7 7 S Bardd® higt, Thé €oBquestdf8ridlence: an essay on war and
5 0 8 revoltidrLond&nO@Routl&dge6&, Sons, 1937), 76.
Prépertty is Eheffo82s o | u T Ariahard) 1323; George Woodcockierre-Joseph

Proudhon: A BiographyMontreal: Black Rose: 1987), 233
5; Hoffman, 2626; Ehrenberg, 143.
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race,anexampleof the existenceof
inequalityamongtheracesof mankind Not
thosewho desiredto emancipatehemwere
thetruefriendsof the Negroesbut those

A w hwish to keepthemin servitude yeato
exploitthem,but nevertheless assure
themof alivelihood, to raisetheir standard
graduallythroughlabor,andto increase
theirnumberghroughmarriageo (359)

Schapirareferences singlepagein La Guerreet
la paix andtherearenumerousssueswith this
summation.

First, Proudhommadeno referencdo Negroes
beingi t loveestin theracialhierarchy northe
i di v of mankindinto creativeandsterile
race® andsotheseareaninventionby Schapiro

only to humanbeingsin the maturity of their
facultie® andsofi wmayleaveout of
consideratiorthosebackwardstatesof societyin
which theraceitself maybeconsideredsin its
nonagedi D e s p OMill stressedi ias
legitimatemodeof governmentn dealing with
suchpeoplesfi p r o vheahabdtheir
improvementandthe meangustified by actually
effectingthate n d Modeover,war to bring
civilization to suchinferior raceswasjustified asit
will Abefor their benefitthattheyshouldbe
conqueredindheldin subjectionby foreigners °0
Schapirdfails to mentionthis whenproclaiming
Mill afi P i o aof BeenocratidLiberalisnd (256f
but morerecentcommentatorslo.’

Regardéssof whatSchapiramplied, Proudhori
like Marx, EngelsandMill T did notview existing

Secondintermsof i i n foandii ® w p @racéso r inequalitiesbetweerracesasfixed. He arguedhat

the positionexpressedy Proudhonvas
commonplacatthetime aswasits rationale,
namelythe conquesbf otherracesby whites
Givenhow prevalenthis perspectivevas,it would
havebeennoteworthyif Proudhorhadnot
subscribedo it in someform.

To takea pertinentexamplefi M a angEngels
wereendowingd r a with ;férior andsuperior
qualitiesall thetimedo andi [ f pfesentday
standardstheracismdisplayedby Marx and
Engelswasoutrageousindevenextreme For

fithe humanpersorremainssacredandthatall that
we haveto do ourselvesasa superiorrace,with
regardto theinferior ones,is to raisethemup to
our level, thatis to attemptto improve,fortify,
instructandennoblet h e®Ratérnalistically
racist,to besure,but hardlythebiological
deterministicacismSchapirosuggestandrather
thanbeingproto-Naziweresimilar to almostall the
progressivdiberal andsocialistthinkersof his
time.

Third, Proudhorsubmittedhis manuscriptatthe

nineteenthcenturystandardsthough,it wasn o t . 0 endof October1860andit wasfinally published,

Thel at public @smenton Slavsandother
peopleshedeemedi n ¢historicd andsosuitable
for being,at best,civilised by their superiorsor, if
neededwipedoutdownto theirvery namess a
notableexampleof theseviews?

Similarly with JohnStuartMill, whotookit for

by a differentcompanyon 21 May the following
year,afew weeksafterthe War brokeoutonthe 12
April. As such,his commentsannotbe considered
asf f a v othgSoutiogldringawarwhich had
notyet startedasSchapiromusthavebeenaware
of, asthesedatesarementionedn theintroduction

grantecthattherewerefi s u p depeoplesr fi f r o mto theeditionhe quotesfrom. Likewise, it is clear

differenceof race,morecivilized origin, or other
peculiaritiesof c i r ¢ u mxahndthosevbaare
anfi i n f andnmorelrackwardportionof the
humanr a ¢ kilierty, however fi imgantto apply

lEri k van iAMar x and
sense of
24 nal, 66, 67.
2Roman Rosdgétbk&yandEt he
The National

Journal of Socialist Theor¥8/19 (1986)This provides an

Re e,

from thetext of thebookitself thatwar hadnot yet
eruptedandthatin thischaptetheisi put t i ng
forwardis not somuchmy own opinionas

En ge@lloshons Sthueaorrty Mifl |h,ilnsfitvemtici@Tive nVdokri
t Harnal f Roétical ldeoldgiesvod |,

Collected Works of John Stuart Millondon: Routledge and
Kegan Paul, 1984XXI: 118.

6 N o n hSchapiro dispassionakely e@ling Mill expressing views
Qu e st i onCriiigne: t h ewhiBheare bdatdgtdenouncedak prdidseis8when

Proudhon utters theriVhy similar notions provoke different

excellent overview, although Rosdolsky tries to downplay the responses when written in French rather than English is not
ethnic cleansing aspectsbfn gel s & ar ti cl es explained.
3John Stuart Mill, fAConsi der aoino nksa boinb iR e pfirTehsee nig.ddit di llv@&Bi me n
Go v er n mhe Gdllaected Works of John Stuart Mill Col o ni ZourmakofiBocial Philogphy30: 1 (Spring
(London: Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1pX¥X: 418-9, 549. 1999); Beate Jahn, fABarbarian
“A On L i Dhe Collegteéd,Works of John Stuart Mill Phil osophy of Révelof nSrhaticmal t Mi |
(London: Routledg and Kegan Paul, 19¥XVIII: 224. Studies31: 3 (July 2005).

8iLa Guerre et | a 179.

44

pai xo,



forecastgegardingdisputeghatmay possiblybe
settledby forceofa r m's . 0

Fourth,P r o u d i @ @ B Negreslaveryo
mustbe placedin context (359 Thefirst volume
of La Guerreetla paix, asnotedabove s marked
by adesireto playd e v advogadeand,assuch,
thesecommentannotbetakenascompletely
reflectiveof hisviews As is clearfrom thetext,
Proudhoris commentinguponthe debatesn
Americain the periodimmediatelybeforethe
outbreakof the Civil War. He did notthink that

sludgea hundredimesmorehideousthan
thatof our capitals®

Schapiragnoresall this but, by limiting his
commentgo thesetwo positions,Proudhortfailed
to articulatehis own stanceandeffectively
discussesvhatwaspossiblein Americaunderthe
prevailingcircumstancesThis is suggestedby
Proudhorfailing to ponderwhy the American
ruling classi who, atbest,wishedto castblacks
into i t tlesolatiorof the proletariad or, atworse,
wereslaversi would allow the placingof slavery

White Americans Aunthe r
wantedto wagewarto supervision
freetheir compatriots . ) of
andlimited his oTwo things would have been governments
commentdo thetwo , for the benefit
positionsarticulatedn necessary [ e ] t o of anyone
respectablelebate: . ) otherthan
retainslaveryor turn Union: 1 ) free the blacks and themselves
theslavesnto ; : : He waswell
proletariansAs he put gl ve t hem citiz )e n awarethatthe
immediatelybefore eneraeticallv fiaht the arowth law is hardly
thewordsquotedby g y g _ g it pmﬁect\or
Scl?alolroxheIatterI of proletariat, which did not of thﬁweab
Aknoworngl y . B northe
unknowingly, it enter the views of anyone 0 proletariatof
mattersnot, seriously theso-called
considemaking[the superior
formerslaves]perishin the desolatiorof the races’t

prol e’Thus:i at o

Do we forgetthat,sinceabolitionof the
feudalsystemjn ourindustrialistsociety
liberty is, for individualsweakin bodyand
mind, whosefamily hasnot beenableto
guarantee@nincome,somethingvorse
thanslaveryi theproletaria? Force
requirest to beso,aslong asit remainghe
dominantiaw of society;andl saythatthe
right which still dominatesustodayis not
theright of labour,which s still not
recognised] ¢€ i is still, whatevemwe say,
the pureright of force.

Certainly,| haveno intentionof renouncing

heremy own thesisandcombating
preciselywhatl intendto rehabilitate when
| stand,on behalfof the blacks,againsthe
hypocriticalthoughtthat, underthe pretext
of emancipatinghem,tendsto do nothing
lessthancastthemunderthe pureregimeof
force,andturntheminto a proletarian

Guerre et
Guerre et

During thewar Proudhorraisedalibertarian
alternativeto thesetwo forms of exploitationand
oppressiowhich rejectsthe patheticsuggestionn
La Guerreetla paix of regulatingslaveryto reform
it away. Giventhatthis bookarguedthatwar could
only beendedby sociceconomidransformationa
work expressindnis ideason thisis far more
reflectiveof his viewson raceandslaverythanthe
deliberateexaggerationsf its first volume He did
soin animportantbookwhich did appeaiduring
theconflict, namelyl 8 6 BwPsincipefederative
which Schapirareferencedutignoresits
discussiorof theseissuesundoubtediybecausdo
do sowould refutehis claims.

Proudhorfirst raiseshesessuedn afootnote:

Thefederativepublic law raisesseveral
difficult questionsFor example cana State
with slavesbelongto a confederatiofi It
seemsiot, no morethananabsolutistState:
theenslavingof onepartof the nationis the
very negationof thefederativeprinciple In

Guerre et
Guerre 0.

pai xo, 1
pai xo, 1
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thisrespectthe SoutherrStatesof the stepsto initiate a formal colonisationprogramme

United Statesvould be evenmorejustified andthefollowing yearsawCongresgassing
to askfor separatiorsincethe Northern legislationprovidingfundingfor this underthe
Statedo notintendto grant,atleastfor directguidanceof the White House?

guitesometime, theemancipatedlacks
their political rights Howeverwe seethat
WashingtonMadisonandthe other
foundersof the Union did notagreethey
admittedStateswith slavesinto thefederal
pact It is alsotruethatwe now seethis
unnaturabpacttearingitself apart,andthe
SoutherrStatesto maintaintheir
exploitationtendtowardsanunitarist
constitutionwhilst the Northernones to
maintainthe union,decreehedeportation
of theslavedto Africa].!

Reader®f S ¢ h a pwonk wodld be surprisedo
discoverProudhorcriticisedall this. Both races
wereequal( A p s y cdeamio difigrgnce
betweerthe constitutionof thenegroconscience
andthatof thewhite, no morethanbetweerthe
comprehensioof oneandtheo t h) andany
attemptto deportblackswasfi @rime equalto that
of theslavers for i b aicenturyof servitud® they
havefi a ¢ q therighe af useandof habitationon
Americans o iHe drgedWhitesin boththe North
andtheSouthto il r e c[leldacks]e comradeship
andwelcomethemasfellow citizens,equalsand
ForProudhonfi &etterapplicationof the brother® aswell asfi g r a toblackslgitherto
principlesof the [Federativepact would include keptin servitudealongwith freedmengqual
ipr ogr esisgtheBlatky e o pdoralitod politicalr i g.Howewer,to ensurei t hde not
to thelevel of theWhitedbutfi L i n cnoessagé s fall into aworseservitudethanwhencetheyc a me 0

leavesno doubton the matter The North caresno reformswereneededhatii a |bastmwaiponthem
morethanthe Southabouta true emancipation, landandownershipandfi p r o0 vpos$eassiogs
which renderghedifficulty insolubleevenby war for thewageworkers[of bothraces]and
andthreatengo destroythec o n f e d éHea t i oanganisingalongsidepolitical guaranteesg system
expandednthesecommentsn asubsequent of economiog u a r a.Thisavasbetauséi t h e

chaptef i S| andteePy ol et ar i at 0 )principleof equalitybeforethelaw musthaveasa
corollary, 1) theprinciple of equalityof races2)
the principle of equalityof conditions,3) thatof
evermoreapproachedalthoughneverachieved,
equalityof f o r t dlmsh@to .

It mustberememberedhatwhile thewar haslong
beenportrayedby thewinnersasa crusadeagainst
slavery,in reality while maintainingslaverywas
undoubtedlyoneof the maindriving forcesfor the

secessiolf the SoutherrStatesjts endingwasnot Two thingswould havebeennecessaryhy
afactorfor the North: notonly did slaveStates commonaccordandenergetiowill, to save
fight for it, Northernpoliticiansalsoexplicitly theUnion: 1) freethe blacksandgive them
arguedthatit waswagingwar solelyover citizenship,which the Statesn theNorth
maintainingthe Union. Endingslaverycameto the only half grantedandwhich thoseof the
fore asawar measurevith theissuingof the Southdid notwantatall; 2) energetically
EmancipatiorProclamatiorin Septembefl862 fight the growth of proletariatwhich did
which appliedonly to therebelStatessofreeing not entertheviews of anyone®

thoseslavest couldnotreachandkeepingthoseit
couldliberatein chains Lincoln himselfpersonally
opposedslaverybut did notview black peopleas
equalsaimingto freethe slavesbutthendeport
themto Africa.® Indeed,in late 1861 Lincoln took

If thiswerenotdone,thenfi iistclearthatblack
servitudewill only changdts formo astheywould
now join the White proletariatat the mercyof the
capitalistclass Proudhormockedtheliberalism
which fiapplaudghe conversiorof the slaveryof

I The Princi plPeopentfis Thefl@389.at i ofi by p oatexgloiterd@a nd bot h sdoAre a #fr
2iThe Principle of Federatioddbff é86nt races expresseda in
3Howard Zinn, Chapter & Peopl ebés Hi storandft hehel dltntigrediwho. exter mi na

States: 149PresentNew York: HarperCollins Books, (Correspondance de B. Proudhon[Paris: Lacroix, 1875]
2003)Thi s is reflected in ProuX\Wa/A,d/a8) | etters in which he
noted fAthe care taken by t he*PhillptMagnass and $ebamidNPaga Rolomizatiors | av e
thereby to retain a part of the southern Statdsle the after Emancipation: Lincoln and the Movement for Black
South demandoech Psa@mar d4toi dma iResetdemer(Cdlumieia: University of Missouri Press, 2011).
slavery without which they p’fiOuePdimci peo FB@®8altéeft d,| 53
(Correspondance de B. Proudhon[Paris: Lacroix, 1875] A Du Principe F®d®ratifo, 535
Xll:17,801 f the South were fibrazen sl averso, the North are
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theBlacksinto theproletariabasit i d onets
supportslavery,of course!.. butaccommodates

werenot closerto therealizationof personal
autonomythanthe conditionof awell-treated

itself wonderfullyto themostbrazerne x p | oi. t a$ i a%while andoubtedlydownplayingthe

It cannotseethe Northernruling classwasfighting
for economidnterestgootedin fi t tolel
calculatiom thatfi iistmoreto theadvantagef the
capitalisbto i u freeworkers,who support
themselvesvith theirwagesthanenslaved
workerswho give moretroublethanwageworkers
andproduceproportionallylessprofit regardles®f
[the costsof] theirs ubsi st enceo.

While this falls foul of the perfectionistfallacy, it
restson ananalysiswhich Schapirodenies
Proudhorhad,anoppositionto the socialrelations
within productionundercapitalism:

But it would benaiveto think thatit is just
the peculiarinstitution of slaverythat
ProudhordetestsHe finds in the North also
the principle of inequalityandclass
distinction If heis critical of bothsidesin
thewar, it is becausehefederative
principleis incompatiblewith inequality,
whetherthe agrarianvariety of masterand
slaveor themodernversionof capitaland
labour]...]

Proudhord i dreadlytbelievethatthe
Union sidewould emancipatéhe Negro,
butwouldfix ondeportatiorasthe solution
to the problem Theunioncouldbe saved
only by theliberationof the Negroes,
grantingthemfull citizenship,andby a
determinatiorto stopthe growth of the
proletariat For whatis gainedfor the
formerslavesjf emancipatioomeanghat
theywill becomenembersf the
proletariaP He notesthatthe situationin
Russiaaftertheemancipatiorof the serfs
(1867 is analogousLiberatedserfswithout
landwould be helplessEconomic
guaranteemustbedevelopedlongside
political ones?

This oppositionto bothsidesis afar cry from

S ¢ h a paccount& et it canbecriticisedfor

i P r o usddgesmhatnothingwill havebeen
gainedif theblackswerefreedonly to become
wageearnersasif the conditionof thewageearner

specifichorrorsof slavery,Proudhongivenhis
oppositionto violenceandwar) hadlittle optionfor
he couldnot call for slaverevoltsasdid his
contemporaryloseptDéjacquenho pointedto the
exampleof abolitionistJohnBrown?

YetP r o u d dnalysiSvasastute giventhefate
of thenewly liberatedslaves Ratherthanbeing
providedwith theresourceso labourfor
themselvestheywerecastasProudhorfearedinto
theproletariat This,asonecontemporaryBlack
newspaperightly arguedmeantthefslaveswere
madeserfsandchainedo thes o i $uéhwasthe
boastedreedomacquiredby the colouredmanat
thehandsof theY a n k & Ehefaildre afterthe
war to providea solid economidooting for the
freedslavess now considered causeof the
failure of ReconstructiomndW.E.B. DuBois
capturedhatfailurewell in 1935:fi T tslavewent
free; stooda brief momentin the sun;thenmoved
backagaintowards | a véer y o .

Ratherthanfavourthe South,Proudhoropposed
both sidesastheywerefifighting only overthetype
of servitud® andsoshouldii bdeclaredequally
blasphemerandrenegadesf thefederative
principle,andshunnedy [other]n a t i ‘OVhile O .
P r o u d positiorésan blackslavery,race,and
the AmericanCivil War all havetheirissuesand
can,andshould,be critiqued,Schapiropreferred
methodof inventionandomissionshouldplay no
partin it.

On Legacies
Proudhorduringhis lifetime was,rightly,
considerech manof theleft anddemonisedy the
right. This changedasSchapirorecountsaround
50 yearsafterhis deaththanksto the activitiesof
Frenchnecroyalistsbeforethe First World War,
whensectionsf theright celebratectertain
aspectof P r o u d ideaswéomthereto fascism,
with Schapironotingthatthreefascistsclaimed
Proudhormasanintellectualprecursor(363-4, 368
9)

Yet this appreciatiorby theright wasasselective
asS ¢ h a powmaocountand,assuch,canbe

'ADu Principe F&I®ratifo,
2Ral ph Nel son, fdThe
T h o u dPhbliud(Summer 19755: 3, 41

5 3 BQuotei BydZinn, 194.

Feder al ?W.ERDuBais,BRck Retanstruchom In iArherioa:al bward
a History of the Part Which Black Folk Played in the Attempt

3 Nelson, 43. to Reconstruct Democracy in America, 188B0(New

“Joseph D®j acque, Abadles chefsle r r e Br@ewick: iTransaition Publishers, 2013), 26

Ecrits libertaires (18471863 (Paris: La Fabrique2016), "TDu Principe F®d®ratifo,

186-191.
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dismissedAs IndividualistanarchisBenjaminR.
Tuckernotedwith regardgo thenecroyalists,

i [ o gf theemethodof propagandisnpractised
by theseagitatorss the attemptto enrolamong
theirapostlesll thegreatdeadwho, if living,
would look with scornupontheirwaysandworks
Everygreatwriter who hascriticiseddemocracy
andwho, beingin his grave,cannotenterprotest,s
listedasaroyalist,a nationalistandananti
Dreyfusardo However,fi iistnotto beinferredthat,
becausd’roudhordestroyedR 0 u s s themryod s
thesocialcontracthedid notbelievein the
advisabilityof a socialcontract,or would upholda
monarchin exactinganoathof allegiancel...] All
this, however s carefullyconcealed while the
groupfi u t tigearekthe affirmative statementsf
its stolenh e rto o .

ThatreactionaryideologuegwhetherAction
francaiseor Nazig tried to attractsocialiststo the
right by seekingo appropriateéhelegacyof
socialistdong deadcomesasno surprise That
selfproclaimedantifascistsunquestionablyepeat
their claimsand,worse theirtechniquegloes Yet
thefactremainghatProudhorexpressedome
horriblethingsattimes Fewthinkersare
completelyconsistentandP r o u d imastbldtest
inconsistencieserethe sexismandant-Semitism
which Schapirarightly pointsto.

YetP r o u d tefemcéfpatriarchyhardly
squarewvith his advocacyof anarchyandhis claim
fi t hhadocialrevolutionis the negationof all
hierarchy political ande ¢ o n o?imithés,&adly,
hedid notriseabovethe dominantideasand
attitudesof histime ashedid in otherareas
(Kropotkin dismissechis writings on womanas
somethingi w h imostmodernwriterswill, of
coursenota g r 3 $chapircattributes

P r o u d dnbfaniinssmto him beinga
warmongeibut ashewasno militarist its roots
reflecthis culturalbackground(361) Still,
Schapiroquiterightly criticisedP r o u ddéntb n 6 s
feminismyet, unlike his earliestcritics on thisissue
like JoseplDéjacqueandAndréLéo, did not note
thevery obviouscontradictionbetweerthis aspect
of hisideasandhis associationisnfperhaps
becausé&chapirdails to discusghataccurately)
ThesecriticsusedP r o u d ¢toeidedsagainst
him andarguedfor associatiorwithin thefamily as
elsewhere

IBenjaminRTucker, fdlLego et
Roy al The New Freewomarkn Individualist Review
Vol. 1 No. 8 (10 October 1913), 15h.

2fiLa R®volution socialeo,

We want legislation of the
people by the people, without
representatives;

government of the people by
the people, without that
supernatural person called
the prince or the state;

industrial centralisation,
administrative, without
hierarchy;

guarding of the people by the
people, without any other
army than a citizen militia;

just ice of the people by the
people, without unremovable
magistrates;

education of the people by
the people without university
monopolies and without
Jesuits;

finally we want the
organisation of labour by the
workers, without capitalists
or masters

o draft pr ospectus for Le Peuple , 1847

DéjacqueproclaimedProudhomaliberal andnot
aLIBERTARIAN, youwantfreetradefor cotton
andcandlesandyou advocateprotectionistsystems
for managainstwomanin thecirculationof human
passionsyou cry outagainstthe high baronsof
capitalandyou wish to rebuild the high baronyof
themaleuponthefemalev a s sltavhso
Aunder sotarmindab b etofiip b thee ey
guestionof theemancipatiorof womanin line with

the questionof the emancipatiorof the

Penso®iERMdcdhom®ramd nDirextrSttugdeeAgamst o p m

Capital: A Peter Kropotkin Anthology
(Edinburgh/Oakland/Baltimore: AK Press, 2014), lain

2 8 BicKay (ed.), 218.
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pr ol e tla&o dhallengingPr oudhonos

followersafterhis death stressedheobvious
contradiction:

Theseso-calledloversof liberty, if they
cannotall takepartin thedirectionof the
State atleasttheywill beableto havea
little kingdomfor their personalise,eachat
home Whenwe putgunpowdetto divine
right, it wasnotfor everymale
(Proudhoniarstyle) to havea piece Order
in thefamily without hierarchyseems
impossibleto them 7 Well, then,andin the
State?

Neitherthoughtthis positionnullified his other
ideasanddemandeaonsistencyy applying
associationisideasin thehome.

Thenthereis his ant-Semitism the otherbigotry
Schapirogetscorrect Yet this is hardlythe proof
of fascismwhich Schapiroclaimsasit predates
fascismby centuriesandnot all fascistmovements
or regimesexpressed. While Nazismdid, Italian
(initially ) andAustrianfascismdid not (indeed,
notableJewishltalianswereseniorfascistsuntil
thelate 1930s) A few passinganti-Semitic
commentsn privatelettersandin publishedworks
showshow centralit wastoP r o u d ideas 0 s
Indeed thereaderof his mostimportantworks
would notrealisethatProudhonvasant-Semitic,
anawkwardfact which Schapirodoeshis bestto
hide

Sowhile it would be possibleto go throughthe
thousand®f pagef the 26 volumesof

Pr o u d Gemvredcsmpletegin the Lacriox
edition),the 8 volumesof his Oeuvregposthumes
the 14 volumesof correspondencandfour
volumesof his Carnetsto extractall ant-Semitic
remarksandso createa smallpamphletjt would
achieveverylittle otherthansaveaneoNazisome
timeandeffort. P r o u d &ént-Semissmwasa
personabigotry, reflectiveof his cultureandtime,
which playedno role in his politics while he
regularlyraisedideaswhich roseaboveit:

Therewill nolongerbenationality,no
longerfatherlandjn the political senseof
thewords:theywill meanonly placesof
birth. Whateveram a nrécgor colour,he

1JosepD ®j a ¢ g u e ,-hurfiaih enalé eb feneliee
LettreaP.JPr o u d A lmsléshefs! 119, 118.

2André LéoL a Fe mme e tmohaetie oMliberté s
(Paris: au journal Le Droit ddemmes1869, 128

is really anativeof theuniversehehas
ci t irghasevirywhere

Thebestof Proudhorcanbeusedto critique his
worstandit shouldneverbeforgottenthatalmost
allof P r o u d wWwritingg(mublishedunpublished
andprivate) couldbereadwithoutcomingacrossa
singleant-Semiticutterance

SoanynecoNaziseekingnspirationnPr oud hon

worksafterreadingSchapirowould feel cheated
Eventhosewho paylip-serviceto decentralised
ethnicallypurecommunitiesvould be horrified by
P r o u d &dweonadysf racialequalityandmixing,
his oppositionto the expulsionof blacksfrom
Americaaswell aswhatbecamenownas
segregationHis few scatterednti-Semiticremarks
would give little comfort.

Conclusions
Articles aboutProudhorusuallytell usmoreabout
theauthorsandtheir political drivesthanabout
their subject Ratherthantakethetimeto
understandProudhorandthe erawhich shapedis
views,commentatorsavetendedo bedismissive
of him andproclaimhis ideasascontradictory
This, in turn, madeit easyto treatany

contradictionsandinconsistenciemSc hapi r 0 0

argumeniboutP r o u d &legadtascist
tendenciessif theywereP r o u d insteadd s
Likewise,while somemay pointto thesevery
differentinterpretationssshowingthe much
assertednherentlycontradictorynatureof his
ideas,in reality someinterpretationgaresimply
weakor baselessProudhorbeingclaimedasboth
ananarchistandafascistreflectsnothingmore
thanthe quality andaccuracyof theinterpretations
theis subjectto.

A hostileengagemenwith athinkercanbe
productiveandshedlight onthe subject,onealso
drivenby badfaith is counterproductiveand
misleading As shown,S ¢ h a paccoumtdf s

P r o u dideaswéssuchanendeavour,
expressetby invention,selectivequoting,
mistranslatiorandomission He wasclearly of the
opinionthat contexti whetherin termsof wider
society,chronology textsquotedor otherrelevant
worksby Proudhori is aburdento boththewriter
andthereaderlt is Schapirochimselfwho created
thel s i navestanegthathaunthis pagesof
whichthe preseridayreadetbecomeawar®

SfiGener al |l dea of the

Property is Theft!597.
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(336) andChiaromontewnasright to arguethat

stresghattheyarebothdemocratandsocialists

Schapirchadgonebeyondii mi s u n d eand t a widle daefgndingibertarianforms of theseagainst

lack of sympathypinto fi b e inexaysablydevious,
andshouldknowmuchb et t er . 0

Yet without beingchampionedisSchapirowvasby
Draper,Ch i ar o rarticie hasbé@en
unfortunatelyforgotten Indeed,in the 1980s
Draperfelt ableto proclaimthathei b a Sudyof
Proudhon'authoritariandeologywaspublished
by theliberal historianJ. SalwynSchapird. . .]
After four decadespo onehaseventried to refute
i t? Yebincisiveasit was,Chiaromontedid not
showthe depthsthat Schapirowentto twisting

P r o u dideastoditanto his thesis Sothemain
reasorfor the subsequenck of

authoritariarones As Proudhorputit in 1863:

Whoeversaysrepublic,saysfederationor
saysnothing;

Whoeversayssocialism saysfederationor
yetagainsaysnothing?

Oncethisis understoodthe confusionthat Louis

Blanc,for examplefelt asregardr oud hon 6 s

ideasis understandablfor hewasa Jacobinwho
desireda centralisedunitarian,ii O raed
Indivisibled Republicanda Socialistwho desired
centralisedStateownedandcontrollednon-market

engagementith S ¢ h a pfi br aosoi sc
studyo wasthatno onefamiliar G |
with P r o u d ideaswoukl take
it seriouslyand,moreoverwould
appreciatdhow muchwork it
would taketo systematically
debunkits manydistortionsand
inventions

In short,badfaith and being
spectacularlyvronghasits

ven

the Trotskyist

makes debunking Schapiro
relevant to all libertarians

Draper 0s
-left, this

advantages particularlywhen

discussingat h i nWwheseideasarerelevantly
unknownoutwith their nativetongue This doesnot
meanthatP r o u d ideasarésemehowabove
criticism. Draperwas,for exampleyight to critique
andmockhis repulsiveandpatheticdefenceof
patriarchybut heunsurprisinglyerredby seekingto
portrayit asconsistentvith anarchisnratherthani
asJosepltDéjacqueightly argued beingin
contradictionto it. GivenD r a p iefluebicein the
Trotskyistleft, this makesdebunkingSchapiro
relevantto all libertarians.

Thebestthatcanbesaidof S ¢ h a pwork is thas
it basedon animplicit de-contestatiorof the
conceptdeis discussingWordslike democracy,
socialismrepublic,associationandsoon, do not
havethesingle(bourgeoi$ definitionsheassumes
For Schapirodemocracys thedemocraticState
andsocialismis Statesocialismandanyonewho
criticisestheses opposedo bothdemocracyand
socialismi evenif, like Proudhontheyconstantly

OWhoever

soci al i

economy Someondike Proudhorwho advocated
arepublicbasedn sociceconomidederalismas
well asasocialismbaseconw o r k @mtrsl &
within a marketeconomyof peasantsartisansand
w o r k a&ssosiabionsvould obviouslypuzzlehim
asit wentagainsthis assumptionsf whatSocialist
Democracymeant Likewise, Proudhorpointedout
thatcertainideaswould fail to producetheir stated
goals Insteadof popularsovereignty Statist
democracywould empowera few politiciansand
bureaucratsnsteadof endingexploitation,Statist
socialismwould changethe exploiterfrom theboss

to thebureaucratRatherthanshowP r o ud h on 0 ¢

oppositionto socialismor democracyit showshis
oppositionto very specificformsof bothand,in
this, latteranarchistdike Bakunin,Kropotkin and
Tuckerfollowed him.

Oncetheextentof S ¢ h a pbadfaithiss
understoodtheni for all hisfailingsi Proudhon
canbeseenfor whatheis: the harbingerof
anarchism.

s m, feder a

says

! Chiaromonte, 28.
2 Hal DraperWomen and Class: Towards A Socialist

Feminism(Alameda: Center for Socialist History, 2011), 181

2.

says

SProudhon, @ADu Pri#ncipe
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Joseph Déjacque

t he first libertarian

Robert Graham

Joseph Déjacqug 821-1864)was one of the first

selfproclaimed anarchists, diprobably the first participatel i n

person to use the

for fAanarchist. o He

person to describe anarchist alternatives to other Emanci pat i
political perspectives as

Afanar chi sm. )

nth 2 decad Mr. Croissant, attorney

n the span of a decade

as an impoverished gene_ral’ spgke for the )
refugee, Déjacque prosecution. n Mr D®] a
wrote and published an hes ai d, nNi s one

impressive body of
work, advocating a kind
of revolutionary
anarchist communism,
in contrast to the
Amut ual i s mao
by his older
contemporary, Pierre
Joseph Proudhon, the
first selfproclaimed
anarchist.

hateful socialists who hold
society in horror, and who
have no other aim, no
thought but to constantly
excite the wicked passions of
those who possess nothing
against those who do possess,
so that their detestable
doctrines may triu  mph. This
Is how one foments the
hatred of tenants towards
landlords and especially of

Déjaque took
Proudhon to task for
not being i
anarchi st , ¢
Proudhon to join in the

struggle toc workers towards
3\/22: ghIﬁZf/Ief The trial of Joseph Déjacqu
individual , Journal des Débat&3 October 1851
woman, f@Amight be free

to produce and to consume at will and in
accordance witftheir] dreams, without having to
exercise or endure oversight from anyone or over
a n 'y o Anarohisih\ol. 1, page 68).

Déjacque was born in Paris in 1821 and raised by
his single mother. He began working at the age of
12 in the paper hanging business.1®47, he had
become involved in the French socialist movement.
Then came the French Revolution of 1848, which
overthrew t he fRhiligpe, and n
proclaimed a new French Republic.

sei zed

D®j acque

andL
for

sé, page

was
rearrested

'RtP (ﬁ) rol 8f thEgaﬂl

At the beginning of the 1848 Revolution, Déjacque
Avarious
t er m dctivitids,emdtbecanie avolved with a groug of n 0 n
maysatisal hatvvef bmiemi s he WwWhos

soci al

ondo (Hartman a
to In the Sphere of

Humanity page 7). Many

of these women were later

to suffer thesame fates as
their male counterparts at

the hands of the counter
revolutionaries in France,
being shot, imprisoned,
executed and forced into
exile. Déjacque gave a
moving tribute to one of

them, Louise Julien, upon

her death in 1853, hailing

h er arsic apastle bfe
the soci al rev
(Déjacque, 1853, page 7).

Déjacque fought on the
barricades during the June
1848 workersbo
Paris. The uprising was
violently put down, with
thousands of workers

being killed by
ARepublicano t
Déjacquesurvived the
uprising, but was
imprisoned, along with

thousands more of the French working class. That a
ARepublicano
against French workers turned many socialists,
including Déjacque, away from any alliance with
bourgeoigepublicans, even after Napoleon Ili
power 1 n a
and transformed the Republic into the Empire.

gover nment

coup d

Anr el eased i
Ain June 1849
IéAssemny (Hartman

e was arrested again in 1851,
publ i shing

fifa col |l ec
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vignettes on cl ass st r uaogpgnlettaertoPrbudimt ma@n aBei g ulde

page 9). and Fe manarehidsm\oli Inpp. 68 71).
After his release from prison, he went into exile, Déjacque took Proudhon to task for his patriarchal
first in Belgium, thenn England and the United anti-feminism. Déjacque prefaced his Letter with a

States. Speaking in 1852 on the anniversary ofthe par ody of the masthead o
June uprising at a funeral in London for another revolutionary newspaper from the 1848 Fienc
working class French refugee, attended by exiled Revolution,Le Representant du Peupiehich had

French politicians, bourgeois republicans, and asked AWhat is the Produ
socialists, Déjacque shocked tt@ificians and should he be? Everything
republicans by telling them that, for the working asked AWhat is man? Noth

class, the fAcommon e n e miohingy@lsatiditee hdmanbking? i n
London and Paris, dream of governing to better EVERYTHI NGO0 ( Gr aham, 201
guarantee their social privileges against proletarlan éj acque wrote that he di

fjemanSsr,]the one in the namfe of ItEn;]pire, tr;{eroth rarchladlsttaﬂons etween the sexes and races
in e name o € epu Wbe?l Ben arld Wdrdel Beflveed Bidtks brd U

page 13). w h i tlethedSphere of Humanjtpage 31)He
Déjacque and other working class refugees in urged Proudhon to fAspeak
England lived in poverty. They had difficulty exploitationofwoman ¢ and t ol d hi m
accessing donations from their compatriots back in describe himself as an anarchist unless Proudhon
France, much of which was controlled by the was prepared to fAbe an a

bourgegs pol i ti cians and r dpublAgdciisng/ol. 1Dp@ge @¢13. g u e 6 s
fearless denunciations of the bourgeois republicansWhile still

: : in N rleans, Déj r
for their betrayal of the French workers during the I ew Orleans, Dejacque wrote

i . L6Humani spher e, , atkiodpodfe
June Days did not help matters, and in 1854 he left anarchist ommunist utopia. In 1858 he returned to

for the United States. New York, where he began publishing his own
He spent some time in New York, wiehe joined anarchist newspaper,Le Libertaire ( A The

the Al nternational Assokilbeéeioaricamoprecukeby méa
First International, which also had a significant use fAlibertariano as a s
anarchist component, mostly from among the also in the pages tf Libertaire that Déjacque first

working class French exiles in England and the used the word fAanarchi s
United States. French anarchists in London formed choice confronting revolutionaries as one between
aifCl ub of Free Discussi @rvso@iahd swo wlrd beanrdb a rhiesi m,
meetings with cries of posedthealtetnatides asbaing beaveen Je§uRism or
Graha&am, D6 Not Fear Anar anarchism (BreawnWibudXxeg |t , 0

page 59). Déjacque returned to France around the beginning

Déjacque wrote one of his first substantial political of the U.S. Civil War in the Spring of 1861. He
essays while in New Yor lkoped nhatl t8e Civil \Kal kveuld turn into a
Revolutiora r y Qu e Amarcism¥ol. {L,ipm proletarian social revolution, with white workers

601 63). He took an explicitly anarchist stance, uniting with black slaves to destroy capitalism and
calling for the abolititheU®SfAf adgever Rmomutbliimcoal(ll
gui ses, be they monar chpaget3l)or republican. o0 He

extolled the virtues of anarchy, which he defined as
ni ndi vireignty, lcompletey undless, utter
Lrejdr(;r;l tr? donagytthllr}gragd e\éerytlhl?]g thatllsz;nc el n (tg ernat i S n il \ﬁlo C K %S
the creation of a revolutioné communeIO foufhded Eo‘?‘ldor? y% ir‘ﬁy Frefich and Encb

ry ' workers in Septendy 1864. According to the
In 1855, Déjacquieft New York for New Orleans.  anarchist historian, Max Nettlau, his ideas were not
Shortly after his arrival, he gave a speech urging  discussed by the Internationalists, despite the fact
Afar med sl ave rebellion whathi mahgaroifngt hoef Itrhtee rsn
t hemsel veso (Hart man anladheanihs eomrages (§ettl&LSRo)t Histdrytof w a
from New Orleans that Déjacque also published his Anarchism page 80).

Not much is known of D®
return to France. He was likely dead by the time the
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On the Male and Female Human -Being 0
to P.J. Proudhon

Joseph Déjacque
Whatis marf nothingi Whatis womar? nothingi Whatis the humanbeind?i EVERYTHING

Fear Anarchy, We | nvoke

L etter

Fromthe depthsof Louisianawherethe ebbandflow of
exile deportedme, | readin a United Stategournal,

E:t\\jxlljeegelof F? Jﬁiﬁfgstogégﬁggzzgogdﬁrgf i c I shouLdIike to seethe questionof theemancipatiorof
ryou, . a ) w8rahdealtwith by awomanwho haslovedalot, and
Thefew wordsof Madamd 6 H e r liguotedinrthat lovedvariedly,andwho, by herpastlife, belongedo the
papemademefearthefemale aristocracyandthe proletariat,
antagonistloesnot havethe especiallyto theproletariat:for the
strengthi polemicallyspeaking to womanof the garretis morecapable
strugglewith herbrutalandmale of penetratindy sightandthought
adversary into the heartof theformal, or secret,
luxuriouslife of thegreatlady thana
lady of theloungeis ableto envisage
thelife of deprivation,visible or
hidden,of thedaughteiof the people.

sparkof truth, could springforth from this humanstone
thuspolishedby impactafterimpact.

I know nothingof Madam

d 6 He r inaral herwtitings, if
shewrites, nor of herpositionin the
world, nor of herpersonBut to
arguewell with women,asto argue
well with men,spiritis notenough;
onemusthaveseenmuchand
reflectedmuch He should,| believe,
havefelt his personapassionsun
into all cornersof society;from the
cavernf miseryto the peaksof
fortune;from the silvery summits
from which the avalanchef happy

However,in the absencef this other
Magdalenespreadinghefertile tears
of herheartatthefeetof crucified
Humanityandthestriving of hersoul
for abetterworld; in theabsencef
- _ this voice of civilised repentancea
Jenny d 8 H®r i € O U pelieverin Harmony,ananarchic
(1809 -1875) daughterjn the absencef this
womanloftily andopenlyrepudiating

viceis shakerin acompactmassto the bottomof the
ravineswheresickly debaucheryolls. Thenlogic, that

1 JeanneMaries Poinsard (1869875), known as Jenny
d'Hericourt, was a feminist activist, writemd a physician
midwife. An enthusiastic supporter of Etienne Cabet, the

all the prejudicesof sexandrace,of law andcustoms,
thatstill bind usto the previousworld; well! 1, ahuman
beingof themalesex,| will try to discusswith and

French utopian socialist, shdike Proudhon and Déjacqiie
took part in the Revolution of 184@lack Flag
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againstyou, Aliboron-Proudhot, this questionof the
emancipatiorof womanwhichis noneotherthanthe

guestionof theemancipatiorof humanbeingsof both
sexes.

Is it really possible famedpublicist,thatunderyour
| i ohidétlgereis somuchnonsense?

You who havesuchpowerfulrevolutionaryheartbats
for everythingin our societiesconcerninghelabourof
thearmandthe stomachyou haveno lessfiery
outburstsput of acompletereactionarystupidity, for
everythingrelatedto thelabourof the heart,thelabourof
feeling Your vigorousanduncompromisindogic in
mattersof industrialproductionandconsumptions no
morethanafrail reedwithout strengthin mattersof
moral productionandconsumptionYour virile intellect,
completefor everythingthatrelateso manis asthough
castratedvhenit comesto woman Hermaphroditdrain,
yourthoughthasthe monstrousnessf two sexeswithin
thesamecranium,the enlighteneesexandthe
benightedsex,andtwistsandturnsuponitself in vain
without beingableto bring forth socialtruth.

A masculineJoanof Arc who, it is said,haskeptyour
virginity intactfor forty yearsthe pickling of love has
ulceratedyour heart;rancorougealousieseepout; you

cry outi Waonwomenb like theMaid of Orleanscried:

i WaontheEnglishoi The Englishburnedheralive é
Womenhavemadeyou a husbandQ© saintlyman,longa
virgin andstill amartyr®

Hold on, fatherProudhonwould you like meto tell you:
whenyou speakof women,youremindmeof a
schoolboywhotalksvery loudly andvery strongly,
willy -nilly, andwith impertinencdo give himselfairs of
knowingthemandwho, like his adolescenlisteners,
doesnot havetheslightestclue

After forty yearsprofaningyourfleshin solitude,from
wet-dreamto wet-dream,you havearrivedat publicly
profaningyour intelligence elaboratingts impurities
andbesmirchingvoman.

Is thisthen,ProudhorNarcissusyhatyou call manly
andhonestivility?

| quoteyour words:

fi N dladameyou know nothingof your sex;
you do not knowthefirst thing abouttheissue

thatyou andyour honourabldellow league
membersagitateaboutwith somuchnoiseand
solittle successAnd if youdo notunderstand
this questionif, in the eightpagef repliesthat
you havemadeto my letterthereareforty
fallacies,thatis asl told you, preciselybecause
of your sexualinfirmity. | meanby thisterm,
whoseexactnesss perhapsot beyondreproach,
thequality of your understandingvhich allows
youto grasptherelationshipbetweerthingsonly
sofar aswe menplaceit atyourfingertips
Thereis in you,in thebrainaswell asin the
belly, a certainorganincapableby itself of
overcomingts nativeinertiaandwhichthemale
mind aloneis capableof makingfunction,and
eventhenit doesnotalwayssucceedSuch,
madam|s the outcomeof my directandpositive
observationst giveit to your obstetrical
sagacityandleaveyouto calculatets

incalculableconsequencesryourt he $i s .

Buti old boarwhois merelyapigi if it is true,asyou
say,thatwomancannotgive birth from the brainasfrom
thebelly without the assistancef mani andthisis true
T it isequallytruei thethingis reciprocali thatman
cannotproducefrom theflesh or from theintellect
without the assistancef woman Thisis logic andgood
logic masteiMadelonrProudhonthata studentwho has
alwaysalsobeena disobediensubjectmaywell snatch
from your own handsandthrow backin your face®

Theemancipatioror nonremancipatiorof woman,the
emancipatioror the non-emancipatiorof man:whatis
thereto say? Cantherei naturallyi berightsfor theone
thatarenotrightsfor theother? Is the humanbeingnot
thehumanbeingin the plural asin the singular,the
feminineasin themasculin® Is it notto changenature
to sunderthesexe® And the dropsof rainfalling from
the cloudanylessraindropswhetherthesedropletsfall
throughtheair in smalleror largernumberswhether
theyareonesizeor anotherthis maleconfigurationor
thatfemaleconfiguration?

To placethe questionof theemancipatiorof womanin
line with the questionof the emancipatiorof the
proletarianthis manwoman,or, to putit differently, this
humanslavei fleshfor theharemor fleshfor the factory
I thisis understandablendit is revolutionary;butto

0

IAli boron is the nickname of*PieredoseomhkeRr é uadimoh ad Gib@r itad @ wers
Les Voleure t  I[Th&Thieves and the Agsee book I, La Revue philosophique et religiey$aris: Bureaux de le
fable 13, where it t.Mbr&s ab Revie, 1836)ol. Vil angaryA857),H64. (Black Flag

generally, being pretentious and stugilack Flag A reference to Proudhono6s ori

2 Déjacque once again echoes La Fontainé A ne v ° t ud 6dHe®rliacourt: AWhen | was thre
peau du lior{ The Ass dressed in thkirs of the liof}, book V, mother, to get rid of me, sent me to a schodtress of the

fable 21) (Black Flag neighbourhood, an excellent woman |edMadelonOne day

3 Proudhon was nearly 41 years old when he married Madelon threatened to whip me for some piece of mischief
Euphrasie Piégard (182000 in December 184He had made me furioud snatched her switch from her hand, and

made no secret of his unattractiveness to things of the flesh, flung it in her facel was always a disobedient subjéct.

which he considered both physicallydamorally disgusting (ALettre .ddéWM@diaecneurdt 06, 1638)

This did not stop him fathering four daughters, two of whom

did not survive childhoadBlack Flag
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putit oppositeandbelowthatof manprivilege,oh!then, andcandiscovemothingof whatis elevatedanddistant,
from the point of view of socialprogressit is whatanticipateghefuture:you area cripple!
meaninglesst is reactionary To avoidall ambiguity, it
is the emancipatiorof the humanbeingthatshouldbe
spokenof. In thesetermsthe questionis completeto
poseit thusis to solveit: the humanbeing,in
its everydayrotations gravitatesrom
revolutionto revolutiontowardsits ideal of

Woman,knowthis, is the moverof manjustasmanis
themoverof woman Thereis notanideain your

perfectibility, Liberty. To pIaCe the questlon of the

But manandwomantherebywalking with the emancipation Of woman in
samestepandthe sameheart,unitedand

fortified by love, towardstheir naturaldestiny, |ine Wlth the question Of the
theanarchiecommunity;but all despotism

annihilatedall socialinequalitiedevelled;but emancipation Of the
manandwomantherebyenteringi armin

armandfaceto facei into this socialgarden proletarian thiS man -woman
of Harmony:butthis groupof humanbeings, ! !
dreamof happinesschievedalively picture i i i

of thefuture; butall theseegalitarian or, to pUt It dlfferently’ this
murmuringsandall theseegalitarianradiances human -slave 6 flesh fOI’ the
jar in your earsandmakeyou blink. Your

understandingormentecdby pettyvanities harem or ﬂesh fOf the factory

makesyou seethe manstatueerectedupon

womanpedestafor posterity,asin previous e

ageshemanpatriarchstood overthewomar 6 th IS 1S Un de rstan d ab I €, an d
servant it is revolutionary
Whipperof woman,serfof the absoluteman,
writer ProudhorHaynauwho hasasaknout
theword, like the Croatianexecutioneryou
seento enjoyall thelubriciouslecheriesof lustin
strippingyour beautifulvictims of tortureon paperand
flagellatingthemwith yourinvectives! Moderatejuste
miliel?] anarchistaliberal andnota LIBERTARIAN,
you wantfreetradefor cottonandcandlesandyou
advocateprotectionistsystemdor managainstwomanin
the circulationof humanpassionsyou cry outagainst
the high baronsof capitalandyou wish to rebuildthe
high baronyof themaleuponthe femalevassal;
bespectacletbgician,you seemanthroughthelens
which magnifiesobjectsandwomanthroughthe onethat
diminisheshem;myopicthinker,you canonly perceive
whatis pokingyouin theeyein the presenbr in the past

deformedbrain,asin the brainsof othermen,thathas
not beenfertilised by woman;notanactionof yourarm
nor of your intellectthathasnot hadasits objective
attractingthe attentionof awoman,of pleasingher,even
thosethatseemthe mostcontradictory gvenyour insults
Everythingbeautifulthatmanhasmade everythinggreat
thatmanhasproducedall the masterpiecesf artand
industry,the discoverief sciencethetitanic ascents
into theunknown,all theachievementandall the
aspirationof the malegeniusareattributableto woman
who imposeghemon him, like the queenof the
tournamenbn aknightin exchangdor afavouror a
sweetsmile All of theheroismof themale,all his
physicalandmoralworth comesfrom this love. Without
woman,hewould still becrawlingon his belly or onall

1 Julius Jacob von Heynau (178853 was an Austrian which supports monarchy, but accommodating, democracy,
general infamous for his extreme violence against the Italian but submissive; which proclaims freedom of commerce, but
and Hungarian minorities of the Empire in 1848 and 1849, covering itself in protections; which would arrange for the

which earned him the no(Black a gratuityidf diraulatioryaadredit, utf stipBlatireg snteriest for its

Flag) capital; which, finally, makes wisdom consist of striking the
2The July monartzy regime was, in theory, based on the idea right balance, as far as possible, between authority and liberty,
of t he A mo(ddeimidieu)gwhiohumasdmeant to thestatus quand progress, the private interest and the general
distance it from political extremes (whether popular or royal) interest; without eveunderstanding that authority inevitably
Opposition journalists and cartoonists liked to mock this engenders liberty, that philosophy is the inevitable product of
slogan Proudhon had previoushaid this about thgiste religion, that monarchy is continually transformed into

miliew: A T h e g ojustdmilied], knevenro | democracy, and, consequently, that the last term of progress is
philosophers under the name eclecticism, comes from this  that in which, by the successiof reforms, the individual

selfish and lazy mindset, which prefers to frank solutions interest is identical to the general interest, and freedom

impossible compromises; which accepts religion, but made atsynonymous with ordey(Les Confessions d'un
its convenience; which wants philosophy, but on condition;  révolutionnaire[Paris: Garnier, 1851], 26). (Black Flag
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fours,hewould still be grazingweedsor roots;hewould
havethe sameintelligenceasthe ox, asthebeastheis
somethinghigherbecausevomantold him: Beit! It is
herwill thatcreatechim, whatheis today,andit is to
satisfythe sublimedemand®f the femininesoulthathe
hasattemptedo accomplistthe mostsublimethings!

Thisis whatwomanhasmadeof man;let usnow see
whatmanhasmadeof woman

Alas! to pleaseherlord andmastershedid not needa
greatexpenditureof intellectualandmoral strengdh.
Providedthatshemimicsthe monkeyin herexpressions
andmannerismsthatshe
shouldfastenbeadsor
trinketsto neckandears;that
sheshoulddressn ridiculous
ragsandpadherhipslike a
motherGigogneor a
HottentotVenuswith theaid
of crinoline or wicker;
providedshecouldhold afan
or handlethesievel thatshe
devotesherselfto tinkling on
apianoor boiling the pot;
thatis all thathersultan
askedof her,all thatwas
neededo putthe malesoul
into jubilation, thealphaand
omegaof thedesiresand
aspirationf man That
done,womanconqueredhe
handkerchief.

Shewho, finding sucharole andsucha succesas
shamefulwishedto showgoodtasteandgrace to join
meritto beauty to provideevidenceof herheartand
intelligence waspitilessly stonedby the multitude of
Proudhongpastandpresentpursueddy the nameblue-
stocking or someotherimbecilic sneerandforcedto
withdrawinto herself For thismobof heartlessand
brainlesamen,shehadsinnedby havingtoo muchheart
andtoo muchintelligence:itheystonedher;andvery
rarely hasshemetwith the mantypewho, taking herby
thehand,saidto her:woman,arise,you areworthy of
love andworthy of Liberty.

No, whatman,thatis to sayhe which usurpshatname,
needsds notawomanin all herphysicalandmoral

I Crinoline refers to large and bulky skirt, comprising ofdig
frames often made of wicker; mother Gigogne is a puppet

Moderate anarchist, a
liberal and not a
LIBERTARIAN . . . you
cry out against the
high barons of capital
and you wish to
rebuild the high
barony of the male
upon the female vassal

beauty,awomanof elegantandartisticform, with a
haloedfaceof graceandlove, with anactiveandtender
heart keenthought,with the soul of a poeticandperfect
humanitarianno, whatthis simpletongawkerat funfairs
needds awaxworkin rougeandfeatherswhatthis
bestialgastronomein ecstasyeforethe stallsof the
butchersneeds] tell you, is a haunchof vealdecorated
with lace! Somuchsothat,satisfiedby the manwhom
shefound somoronic,indifferentto theonein whomshe
searchedhn vainfor theorganof sentimentwomani it

is historythattells usthis, | wantto believeit is afable,a
tale,aBible i womani oh! coveryourselveschaste
eyesandchaste
thoughtsi womanhave
gonefrom bipedto
quadruped..An assfor
anass,it wasnatural,
afterall, thatshelet
herselfbe seducedy
thebiggeranimal Then
finally, asnaturehad
endowecdherwith
moralfacultiestoo
robustto be brokenby
fasting,sheturned
awayfrom Humanity
andsoughtin the
templesof superstition,
in religiousaberrations
of themind andthe
heart,nourishmenfor
thepassionate
aspirationof hersoul In theabsencef themanshehas
dreamtof, shehasgivenherfeelingsof loveto an
imaginarygodand,for feelings,the priesthasreplaced
theasst

Ah! If therearesomanyabjectfemalecreaturesn the
world andsofew women,menwhom shouldwe blame?
DandinProudhonwhatareyou complainingabout?
Youwantedi t é

And yetyou, you personally] acknowledgehave
deliveredformidableblowsin the serviceof the
Revolution You havecut deeplyto thecoreof theage
old trunk of propertyandsentsplintersflying into the
distanceyou havestrippedthething of its barkandyou
haveexposedt in its nakednesto the eyesof the

3 Blue-stocking pasbleu) was a derogatory term used against
women considered to be pedantic and ridiculous, especially in

theater character, a strong woman from out of whose her skirthe domain of literaturgBlack Hag)
many children appear; The Hottentot Venus refers to Sawtché Déjacque here refers again to two stereotypes which were
(c.1770s1815), renamed Saartjie Baartman by her masters, acommon in antclerical writings of the time, namely that they

black slave wman from southern Africa who became a

were animalovers and controlled by pries{®lack Flag

fairground attraction in freak shows in Europe due to the largeé George Dandin ou le Mari confondGeorges Dandin or the

size of her hips and buttockBlack Flag

ConfoundedHusband is a comedy by Moliére (1668vhich

2 Conguer the handkerchief refers to obtaining the favours of depicts a rich peasant, eager to join the nobility, who is

master (referencing an Ottoman custom accortiinghich the

constantly ridiculed by his acquaintances and especially by his

Sultan threw a handkerchief to the women of the harem whompper class wife who makes him cuckqBlack Flag

he desires)Black Flag
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proletarianspnyourway, you havesnappedcnd
toppled like somanydriedbranchesr deadeavesthe
powerlessauthoritariarrebuttalsthe revampedsreek
theoriesof the constitutionakocialistsyour own
included;you havebroughtwith you, in abreakneckace
throughthetwistsandturnsof the future,the whole pack
of moralandphysicalappetitesYou haveblazedatrail,
you havemadeothersdo likewise; you areweary,you
wantto rest;but thevoiceof logic is thereto obligeyou
to pursueyour revolutionarydeductionsto march
forward,alwaysonwards disdainfulof thefateful
warning,for fearof feelingthefangsof thosewho have
legsrip into you.

Be frankly, fully anarchisendnot onequarteranarchist,
oneeighthanarchistpnesixteenthanarchistasoneis a
quarter,aneighth,onesixteenthpartnerin trade Press
onto theabolitionof contracttheabolitionnotonly of
the swordandof capital,but of propertyandauthorityin
everyform. Arrive attheanarchiecommunity thatis to
say,the socialstatewhereeveryonewould befreeto
produceandto consumeat will andaccordingto his
fancy,without controllinganybodyor beingcontrolled
by anyoneelse;wherethe balancebetweerproduction
andconsumptiorwould naturallybe establishednot by
preventiveandarbitraryconstrainty the handsof others
butthroughthefreecirculationof energiesandneedof
each Thehumantide hasno usefor your dykes;let the
freewavesbe:dotheynotfind theirlevel everyday? Do
| needfor exampleto havea sunfor myself,an
atmospheréor myself,ariver for myself,aforestfor
myself,all the housesandall the streetdn atown for
myself? Do | havetheright to makemyselfthe exclusive
owner,the proprietor,andto depriveothersof them,
whenl do notneedthen? And if | do nothavethisright,
do| haveanymoreright to wish, asin the systemof
contractsfo measurdor eachonei accordingo his
accidentaforcesof productioni whatoughtto belongto
him from all thesethings? How manyraysof sunlight,
cubicmetresof air or water,or squaremetresof forest
pathhe canconsum& How manyhousesor partsof
housede shallhavetheright to occupy;the numberof
streetsor pavingstonesn the streetwherehewill be
allowedto setfoot andthe numberof streetsor paving
stonesvherehewill beforbiddento walk?i Will |, with
or without contract,consumenoreof thingsthanmy
natureor temperamentequire® Canl individually
absorhall theraysof thesun,all theair in the
atmosphereall thewaterin theriver? Canl thentake
overandburdenmy personwith all the shadeof the
forest,all the streetsf thetown, all the pavingstonesn
thestreetall thehousesn thetown andall theroomsof
thehous® And is it notthesamefor all thatis for human
consumptionyhetherit bearaw materiallike air or
sunshinepr afinishedproduct like the streetor the
hous@ Whatthenis thegoodof acontractwhich can

1 A neologism created by Déjacquedé m t he wod d

(Black Flag

addnothingto my freedomandwhich mayinfringe and
which would certainlyinfringe uponit?

And now, asfar asproductionis concernedis the active
principlethatis insidememoredevelopedecausét has
beenoppressedhatit hashadshacklesmposeduponit?
It would beabsurdto maintainsuchanassertionThe
mancalledfreein currentsocietiesthe proletarian,
producedar betterandmuchmorethanthemancalled
negro,theslave How wouldit beif hewerereally and
universallyfree: productionwould be multiplied a
hundredfoldi And thelazy,youwill say? Thelazyare
anexpressiorof our abnormalsocietiesthatis to say
thatidlenesseinghonouredandlabourdespisedit is
not surprisingthatmentire of toil thatbringsthemonly
bitter fruits. But in the stateof ananarchiecommunity
with thesciencesstheyhavebeendevelopedn our day
therecouldbenothingsimilar. Therewould be,astoday,
beingswho areslowerto producethanothersbutasa
consequencbeingsslowerto consumebpeingsquicker
thanothersto producethereforequickerto consumethe
eqguationis natural Do you needproof? Takeany
hundredworkersatrandomandyou will seethatthe
greatestonsumersmongsthemarealsothe greatest
producersi How canwe imaginethatthe humanbeing,
whoseorganismis composedf somanyprecioustools
andthe useof which producesn him a multitudeof
pleasurestoolsof thearms,tools of the heart,tools of
theintellect,how canwe imaginethathewould
voluntarily let thembe consumedy rus? What! In the
stateof free natureandof industrialandscientific
marvels,in the stateof anarchicexuberancén which
everythingwould remindhim of activity andevery
activity of life. What! Thehumanbeingcanonly seek
happines@n animbecilic inactivity? Comeon! The
contraryis theonly possibility.

Onthis groundof trueanarchy of absolutédreedom,
therewould undoubtedlybe asmuchdiversity between
beingsastherewould be peoplein society,diversity of
age,sex,aptitudesequalityis not uniformity. And this
diversityin all beingsandatall timesis preciselywhat
rendersall governmentconstitutionalor contractual,
impossible How canwe commitourselvedor ayear,for
aday,for anhourwhenin anhour,aday,ayearwe
might think differently thanwhenwe committed
ourselve8i With radicalanarchytherewouldtherefore
bewomenastherewould be menof greateror lesser
relativeworth; therewould be childrenastherewould be
old people;but all would beindiscriminatelynonethe
lesshumanbeingsandwould alsobe equallyand
absolutelyfreeto movein thecircle of their natural
attractionsfreeto consumeandto produceastheysee
fit, without any paternalmaritalor governmental
authority,without anylegalor contractivé regulationgo
hinderthem

fifcontract.
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Societythusunderstood andyou mustunderstandt so,
you, anarchistwho boastof beinglogical i whatdo
you haveto saynow aboutthe sexualinfirmity of either
thefemaleor malehumanbeing?

Listen,masterProudhondo not speakaboutwoman,or,
beforespeakingstudyher:goto school Do notcall
yourselfananarchisbr beananarchisall theway.
Speakto us,if youwish, of the unknownandthe known,
of Godwhois evil, of Propertywhichis theft But when
you speakto usaboutman,do not makehim an
autocratiadivinity, for | will answeryou: manis evil! i
Do not attributeto him anintellectualcapitalwhich only
belongsto him by right of conquesthby commercen
love, anusuriouswealthwhich comesto him entirely
from womanandwhich is the productof herown soul,
anddo notdressin clothesstrippedfrom others for then
I will answetryou: propertyis theft!

Onthecontrary raiseyour voice againsthis exploitation
of womanby man Tell theworld, with thatvigour of
argumenthathasmadeyou anathleticagitator tell it
thatmancanonly pull the Revolutionout of themud,
dragit from its muddyandbloodyrut, with the
assistancef woman;thataloneheis powerlessthathe
needghesupportof w 0 ma hearandhead;thatonthe
pathof socialProgresshey mustbothwalk together,
sideby sideandhandin hand;thatmancanonly reach
thegoal,overcomingthe exertionsof thejourney,only if
he hasfor supportandfor strengththeglancesand
caressesf women Tell manandtell womanthattheir

Authority

destiniesareto bondandto betterunderstaneachother;
thatthey haveoneandthe samename astheyareone
andthe samebeing,thehumanbeing;thattheyare,by
turnsandatthe sametime, onetheright armandthe
othertheleft arm,andthat,in humanidentity, their
heartscouldform only oneheartandtheir thoughtsa
singlebundleof thoughts Tell themagainthaton this
conditionalonewill theybeableto shineuponeach
other,piercein their luminousmarchthe shadowshat
separateéhe presenfrom thefuture,the civilised society
from the harmonicsociety Finally tell themthatthe
humanbeingi in its relativeproportionsand
manifestation$ the humanbeingis like the glow-worm:
it shinesonly by love andfor love!

Sayit T Be strongerthanyour weaknessesnore
generoushanyour resentmentgproclaimliberty,
equality,fraternity, theindivisibility of thehumanbeing
Sayit: it is public salvation DeclareHumanityin
dangersummonin massnenandwomento throw
invadingprejudicesoutsideof socialboundariesawaken
a SecondandThird of Septembeagainsthis masculine
high nobility, this aristocracyof sexthatwould rivet us
to theold regime Sayit: you must! Sayit with passion,
with geniuscastit in bronzemakeitt h u n daedyoé
will beworthy of othersandof yourself.

New Orleans,
May 1857

n Dictatorship

Joseph Déjacque
Le Libertaire, 7 April 1859

Whatassuranclavel gained?

Whatconclusioncanl draw?

é

Theknowledgethatl havegainedis thatthereis only oneright
in theworld: it is theright of the strongest.

é

Thus, no more doubt, no more uncertainty, no more
equivocationmightis right; thereis no otherright thanforce,
for thatright is the only onewhich is inviolable, the only one
which carriesin itself its own inevitable guaranteeand its
effectivesanction.

If that conclusionis true, it r a n s fowed v ithe gnly
object that can suggesttself to the man desiringto remove

| call Ai mma tfaeced ewvdry intellectual power, every
scientificpower.

| call A ma t dorcéoeeVery artificial law, any law for the
performanceof which the evidenceof its necessitydoesnot
suffice.

| call i i mma foecediewely naturallaw, any law for the
performancef which the evidenceof its necessitysuffices.

| call A mat dorceodatte force by which manis like an
animal.

I callii i mma foreaothefdrceby whichmanis superiorto
all otheranimatedeings.

é

Wars,conquestsauthoritieswhatareyou? You aretheright

himselfmoreandmorefrom thestateofb ar b ar i s mé é éfthestrongestmaterially,nationally.

But howis it to betransformed?

By applying ourselvesrelentlesslyand without exception,to

takingfrom thematerialforceall thatwhich it will bepossible
to withdrawfrom it, in orderto addit to theimmaterialforce.

I calli ma t fonceioaverycorporeapower,everynumerical
power.

1 TranslatorShawn PWilbur. Al so known as
chefsb( " Down wi th the

bosses! "

Sciencesdiscoveriesliberty, whatareyou? You aretheright
of the strongestintellectually,individually.

é

Suchis my conclusion,and by it | come to make human
thoughtno lessinviolable thanhumanlife.

A manhasnomorerightto preventanothemanfrom thinking,
though he is mentally deformedand infirm, than he hasto
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preventa manfrom living, thoughhe is deformedandinfirm
in body.

Society hasno more right againstevil thinking thanit has
againstevil conduct.

But how shallwe battleevil conduct?

By notproceedingn anallopathic,butahomeopathienanner,
proceedingby similarities and not by contraries; by not
opposingmaterialforce to intellectualforce, but by opposing
forceintellectualforceto intellectualforce.

Either Right is nothing, or Right is human inviolability:
intellectuallyandcorporeally.

When we return from laws to rights, as one goesfrom the
mouthof ariver to its source we recognisethat right cannot
existby halves.

What is the right assuring
manpropertyin hisbodyand
not assuringhim propertyin
hismind?

Is the body of amanworth a
greatersourceof value than
his mind? Is his mind less
sacredhanhis body?

The right which puts the
corporealalueof themanat
a price so high, and his
intellectualvalueatapriceso
low, is a right which closely
resembles a human body
from which the mind is
absentit is anidiotic right.
And this is the right that of
whichwe boast!And it is this
right before which | am
supposedo bow my kneein
respectlthat | shouldincline
my headin superstition!d

Thatrightis still barbarism.
Where barbarism has not
ceasedo reign,manhasno morepropertyin his bodythanhe
has property in his mind; é é é é .. it is that complete
property in himself which constitutesthe only right that it
would be possiblefor my reasonto recognisedistinctly, the

individual right of the strongesfi i nt e | Is@eatificallg,| | y

right of the strongesti ma t e rnuraeltidally,,legally,
territorially,0 theonly Right, finally, whichwould notbeavain
word.

Emile de Girardin

We areno longerin the fabuloustimesof Saturn,when
the father devouredhis children, nor in the times of
Herod,whenonemassacredn entiregeneratiorof frail
innocent® which, after all, did not preventJesusfrom
escapinghe massacregr Jupiterthe devouring We live
in anerain whichwe nolongerkill manychildren,with
theswordor theteeth,andit appearsaturalenoughthat
the young bury the old. Herculesis dead;why seekto
resuscitatenim? We could at the most only galvarise

I According to the historical scheme of Charles Fourier, the

civilizéeis anyone who lives in the era of Civilisation, the

Whoever calls
themselves
revolutionary and
speaks of
dictatorship are
only dupes or
rogues, imbeciles
No. or traitors

him. The club is lessmighty than saltpetre saltpetreis
less mighty than the electric battery, and the electric
batteryis lessmighty thantheidea.

To everyidea,presentandto come,welcome!Authority
had reigned so long over men, it has taken such
possessionof humanity, that it has left garrisons
everywherén ourminds Eventoday,it is difficult, other
than in thought, to chip it away completely Each
civilised person(civilizé€) is a fortressfor it, which,
guardedof prejudices,standshostile to the passagef
thatinvadingAmazon,Liberty. Thus,thosewho believe
themselvesrevolutionariesand swearonly by liberty,
proclaim nonethelesghe
necessityof dictatorship,
as if dictatorshipdid not
exclude liberty, and
liberty dictatorship What
big babiesthereare,if the
truth be told, amongthe
revolutionariesd and big
babieswho cling to their
daddy for whom the
democratic and social
Republic is inevitable,
doubtless, but with an

all on& for thegovernor;
people mounted side
saddle andfacedtowards
the rump, on their
d o n k ecaréass, who,
with eyes fixed on the
prospect of progress,
move away from it the
moretheytry to approach
it,0 the feetin this position galloping in the opposite
directionaheadof the head Theserevolutionariespare
necked politickers, have preserved,along with the
imprint of thecollar,the moralstainof servitude andthe
stiff neck of despotism Alas! They are only too
numerousamongus They call themselvegepublicans,
democratsand socialists,but they have fondnessthey
have love only for authority with an iron grip: more
monarchistian reality thanthe monarchistsyho could
nearlypassfor anarchistbesidethem.

Dictatorship,whetherit is a hydrawith a hundredheads
or ahundredtails, whetherit is autocraticor demagogic,
cancertainlydonothingfor liberty: it canonly perpetuate
slavery,morally andphysically. It is not by regimenting
anationof helotsunderayokeof iron, sincethereisiron,
by confiningthemin a uniform of proconsulawills, that
the peoplewill be madeintelligent and free All that
which is not liberty is againstliberty. Liberty is not a
thing thatcanbeallocated It doesnot pertainonly atthe

very imperfect present age, which will be succeeded by eras

of Guarantee and Harmon{f ranslator)
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whim of whateverpersonageor committee of public
safetyordersit, andmakesa gift of it. Dictatorshipcan
cutoff thep e o pHead$bstit cannotmakethe people
increaseandmultiply; it cantransformintelligencednto
corpses, but it cannot transform cadavers into
intelligences;it can make the slavescreepand crawl
underits boots,like maggotsor caterpillars,flattening
themunderits heavytread® but only Liberty cangive
themwings It is only throughfree labour, intellectual
and moral labour, that our generation,civilisation or
chrysaliswill bemetamorphoseithto a brightandshiny
butterfly, will assumeatruly humantypeandcontinueits
developmenin Harmony.

Many men, | know, speak of liberty without
understanding; theyknow neitherthe scienceof it, nor
even the sentiment They see in the demolition of
reigning Authority

tomorrow, if they can,Bonapartefor B a n glfuones
daytheycry: i D o wvith the municipalguardbit is in

order to cry at the next instant:i L o livg the guard
mobileld Or they swapthe guardmobile for theimperial

guard, as they would swap the imperial guard for the
revolutionary battalions Subjectsthey were; subjects
they are; subjectsheywill be They neitherknow what
theywantnor whattheydo. They complainedyesterday
that they did not have the man of their choice; they
complain the next day of having too much of him.

Finally, at every momentand every turn, they invoke

Authority i w i it$ Idng,sharpbeak helvedonits slender
neckpandtheyfind it surprisingthatit bitesthem,thatit

kills them!

Whoevercalls themselvegevolutionaryand speaksof
dictatorship are only dupes or rogues, imbeciles or
traitors They are

nothing but a
substitution  of
namesor persons;
theyd o rindagine
that a society
could function
without mastersor
servants, without
chiefs and
soldiers; in this
they arelike those
reactionarieswho
say: i T h eare
always rich and

against

ooy il e who have libertarian
What would

become of the
poor without the
rich? They would
die of hungerb
The demagogues
do not say exactly

Thus, perhaps, he could
iIndeed command
name of the people, | do not
deny it, but without fail,
the people
deport or have shot all those

| mpul sesé
all progress which goes
beyond him.

imbeciles and
dupes if they
advocateit as the
auxiliary of the
social Revolution,
as a mode of
transitionfrom the
pastto the future,
for this is always
to conjugate
Authority in the
presentindicative;
roguesandtraitors
if they only
envision it as a
means of taking
their part of the
budget and of
playing
representative
everywhereand at
all times.

n the

. He will

he wou

Indeed,how many

that, but they say:
i T h davealwaysbeengovernorsandgovernedand
there always will. What would becomeof the people
without governmer2 They would rot in bondaged All
these antiquarians,the reds and the whites, are just
partners and accomplices; anarchy, libertarianism
disruptstheir miserableunderstandinganunderstanding
encumberedwith ignorant prejudices, with asinine
vanity, with cretinism The plagiaristsof the past,the
retrospective and retroactive revolutionaries, the
dictatorists,those subservientto brute force, all those
crimsonauthoritariansvho call for a savingpower,will
croak all their lives without finding what they desire
Like thefrogswho askedor aking, we seethemandwill
alwaysseethemexchangeheir Soliveaufor a Grue,the
governmenof July for the governmenof Februarythe
perpetratorof the massacresf Rouenfor thoseof the
massacresof June, Cavaignac for Bonaparte, and

little menarethere
whowould like nothingbetterthanto haveofficial stilts:
atitle, a salary,somerepresentationo pull themselves
out of thequagmirewhereordinarymortalsflounderand
give themselveghe airs of giants Will the common
peoplealwaysbe stupidenoughto providea pedestafor
thesepygmie® Will theyalwaysbetold: fi Y ospeakof
suppressinghoseelectedby universalsuffrage to throw
the national and democratic representationout the
windows, but whatwill you putin its place? For, in the
end, something is necessary,and someone must
command:a committeeof public safety,perhap8 You
do notwantanemperoratyrant Thisis understoodbut
who will replacethem:ad i c t abecausgéeryone
cannot drive, andtheremustbe someonewvho devotes
himselfto governingtheo t h edMVel¥é Gentlemeror
citizens,whatgoodis it to suppres4, if it isonly in order
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to replaceit? What is neededs to destroyevil and not
displaceit. What doesit matterto me whetherit bears
onenameor anotherwhetheirit is hereor there,if, under
this maskor thatappearancaet is still andalwaysin my
wayd Oneremovesanenemy;onedoesnotreplaceit.

Dictatorship thesovereigmmagistracythemonarchyso
to speakd for to recogrise that the Authority which is
evil can do good, is this not to declare oneself
monarchist, to sanction despotism,to renouncethe
Revolutiond If oneasksthem,theseabsolutepartisans
of brutal force, these advocatesof demagogicand
compulsoryauthority, how they would exerciseit, in
whatmannertheywill organse this strongpower:some
will respondo you, like the late Marat, thattheywanta
dictatorin ball andchains,andsentencedby the people
to work for the people Firstlet usdistinguish:eitherthe
dictatoractsby the will of the people,andthuswill not
really beadictator,andwill only belike afifth wheelon
acarriage;or elsehewill really be a dictator,will have
the leadsand whip in his hands,and he will act only
accordingto his own good pleasure for the exclusive
profit of his divine person To act in the nameof the
peopleis to actin the nameof everyone, s IitdAnNd
everyonds notscientifically,harmonically intelligently
revolutionary But | admit, in orderto conformto the
thoughtof the blanquists for examplé that tail-end of
carbonarism,that babebouvist freemasonry,those
invisibles of a new species,that societyof s e c r
intelligencesp 0 0 thatthereis a peopleanda people,
the peopleof the initiated brothers,the disciplesof the
great popular architect, and the uninitiated These
affiliates, theseoutstandingcharactersdo they always
agreeamongthemselve® Let one decreebe issuedon
property,or thefamilyd oryounameitd somewill find
it tooradical,andothersnot radicalenough A thousand
daggersfor the moment,areraiseda thousandimesa
day againstdictatorialslavery Whoeverwould accepta
similar role would not havetwo minutesto live. But he
would notacceptit seriously, hewould havehis coterie,
all themenscrabblingfor gainwho will squeezearound
him, andthey would be for him a consecratedbattalion
of menservantin exchangefor the left-overs of his
authority,the crumbsof power. Thus,perhapshe could
indeedcommandn thenameof thepeople ] donotdeny
it, but without fail, againstthe people He will deportor
haveshotall thosewho havelibertarianimpulses Like
Charlemagner whateveiotherking, whomeasurednen
by the heightof his sword, he would decapitateall the
intelligenceghatsurpassedislevel, hewouldforbid all
progresswhich goesbeyondhim. He will belike all men
of public safety like the politicalsof 93, followersof the
Jesuitsof the Inquisition, and he will propagatethe
general dumbingdown, he will crush individual
initiative, hewill makethenightof thedawningday,cast
shadowsnthesocialidea He will plungeusback,dead
or alive, into the charnelhouseof Civilisation, andwill
make for the people,insteadof intellectualand moral
autonomy,an automatisnof flesh andbone,a body of

et

brutes Becausefor a political dictator as for a Jesuit
director, what is bestin man, what is good, is the
carcass! é

Others,in their dreamof dictatorship,differ somewhat
from these,in that they do not want the dictatorshipof

onealone,of aoneheadedsamsonput the jawbonesof

ahundredor athousandassesadictatorshipof thesmall

wondersof the Proletariat,deemedntelligent by them

becausehey oncereeledoff somebanalitiesin proseor

verse,becauseahey have scribbledtheir nameson the

polling lists or on the registersof somesmall politico-

revolutionary chapel; the dictatorship,in the end, of

headsand arms hairy enoughto compete with the

Ratapoils andwith the mission,asusual,to exterminate
the aristocratsor the philistines They think, like the

others,that the evil is not so muchin the liberticidal

institutions as in the choice of tyrants Egalitariansin

name theyarefor castesn principle. And by puttingthe

workersin power,in the placeof the bourgeoistheydo

not doubtthat all will be for the bestin the bestof all

possibleworlds.

Puttheworkersin power!In truth, we needonly to think

back Ha v e we& had Albert in the provisional
governmer? Is it possibleto imagine anything more
idiotic? Whatwashe,if notaplastror? In theconstituent
or legislativeassemblywe havehadthe delegategrom

Lyons;if it wasnecessarjo judgetherepresentetly the
répresentativesthat would be a sad specimenof the
intelligence of the workers of Lyon. Paris gave us
Nadaud,a dull nature,intelligent enoughfor a porter,
who dreamed of transforming his trowel into a

presidentialsceptred the imbecile! Then also Corbon,
the reverendof the Atelier, and perhapamuchthe least
Jesuitical for he, at least,was not slow to castoff the
maskandto take his placein the midst of, andside by

side with, the reactionariedl As on the stepsof the
thronethe lackeysaremoreroyalistthantheking, soin

the echelonof official or legal authoritythe republican
workersare more bourgeoisthan the bourgeoisie And

thatis understoodthe freed slavewho becomesnaster
always exaggerateghe vices of the planter who has
trainedhim. He is a disposedo abusehis commandust

to the extent that he has been prone or forced into

submissiorandbasenesby hiscommanders.

A dictatorialcommitteecomposeaf workersis certainly
the thing mostinflated with self-importanceand nullity
imaginable and, consequently, the most anti
revolutionary If we couldtakethenotionof publicsafety
seriously,it would be a matterof, first and always, of
unseatinghe workersfrom all governmentahuthority,
and then and always to unseat,as much as possible,
governmentalauthority itself from society (Better for
powerto havesuspecte@nemiegshandoubtful friends.)

Official or legalauthority,whatevemameonedecorates
it with, is always false and harmful Only natural or
anarchicauthorityis trueandbeneficial.
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