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Editorial

Welcome to thehird issue of theelaunchedlack Flad

Originally, we planned to be at leastdmnualbut happily we have managed to exceed our hopes and produce three
issues this year. This issue has taken on a syndicalist theme, marking as it does the anniversaries of the deaths of
Tom Mann andEmile Pouget Theformer is inextricably linked to the Great Unrest of 1910 to 1914 and we take the
opportunity tideasds wellcas Brisgsh $fadicalisins As well as adapth account of his syndicalist
ideas, we include many of his pamphlets and articlasyahith articles fronfreedomdiscussingndustrialunionism
Hopefully there are | essons to be |l earnt from both
Pouget who was a leading French one. We reprint all but one of his most famous pamphlets, including a new,
complete, translation dfe SyndicatThe Union) and his 1898 article dBabotageAgain, we hope that these will be

of use to current activistg§/e start and end with some passages by Bakunin indicating his syndicalist ideas.

This yearalsomarks the 125anniversary of the 1896ongress of the Second International in London. Here we recall
the attempt by anarchists to gain access to the new socialist International, which resulted in definitive expulsion of
libertarians from the organisatio/e also mark the 100anniversary ofhe founding of therditi del Popolowith an
article discussing the lessons to be gained from fighting fascism in Italy and Germany in the 1920s and 1930s.

Finally, we mark the founding in 1936 of the Spanish anafeménist groupMujeres LibregfiFreeWomervd). This
important organisation fought not only against the sexism of capitalist society but also that of their male comrades,
who all too oftencombined a theoretical opposititmall forms of hierarchy with a distinctly patriarchal practice.

They are afmmportant reminder that fighting economic and political hierarchy is not enough and that all social
hierarchies need to be destroyed in order for a free society to exist.

If you want to contribute rather than moan at those who do, whether its writing atenaior letting us know of en
line articles, reviews or translations, then contact us:

blackflagmag@yahoo.co.uk


mailto:blackflagmag@yahoo.co.uk

Protest of the Alllance

[ €]

1) As long as the economic organisation of the current
society lasts, that is to say as long as capital, or raw
materials and the instruments of work, necessary for
production, remain monopolised in the hands of this
bourgeois oligarchy, and the proletariat forced by
hunger and inevitably competing to escape hunger, sell
their labour, the true, the only producer, as a commodity

Michael Bakunin
July 1871

that a worker needs only to consider and explos

own situation, to find the effects and causes, which all
renew themselves for him, nor can he eventually escape,
to become a perfect economist, much more truthful and
serious than a host of wédhown bourgeois

economists, but who study this scieat®ut the

sufferings of others and which they have every interest
to reduce the importance of.

at the lowest price, always more or less determined by To be placed right in the middle of economic and social

the price of what is absolutely necegssm as not to
allow its productive force to die of starvation, the
increase in the misery and suffering of the proletariat

science, the worker therefore has only one thing to do:
that is to make his own fate an object of cornstan
reflection, as much in relation to the severity and

will always be a direct reason for the increase of wealth duration of his own work, of his wages, of the price of

or what is called the development of material interests

and the economic
prosperity of nations.

2) That the more this
prosperity grows, the
more wealth or capital
will be monopolised by
an ever smaller number
of bourgeois oligarchs;
what will have and what
already has the
necessary consequence
of pushing the middle
bourgeoisierito the
petty [bourgeoisie] and
the petty bourgeoisie
into the proletariat.

3) That this deplorable
state of affairs, whose
duration threatens to

counci |
ofthe new social order
replace the bourgeois world.
They create not only the ide
but the very facts of the future

The organisation of trade
sections, their federation in the

|l nternatio
Association and their

representation by trade

s é

nal

carry t

thatis to

as

[V

h

things necessary for the upkeep of him as well as his

family, than by the
earnings and leisure that
his work provides to the
boss who employs him.
Let him then compare his
position with that of his
comrades in the
workshop, then with that
of the workers of his
trade in the same locality,
and again with that of the
workers of the same trade
in foreign countries;
finally with those of
workers of othetrades in
all lands. Going step by
step in this entirely
experimental way,
comparing the facts and
deducing general

plunge the human world into a new barbarism, will only implications, he will arrive by himself to the perfect
end when the capital, the raw materials, the instrusnent knowledge of the principles which constitute the basis

of labour necessary for production, including without
doubt the earth, ceasing to be appropriated by
individuals, will become collective property.

[ €]

It [the International Workers Association] was based on
intellectual inspiration anslocial scienceetived from
historical study and the critique of economic facts. Is
this science accessible to the proletariat, in the state of
ignorance in which it now finds itself? Without doubt,
yes, and more than any other. This science, as well as
all other positive ciences, is based on experience, on an ;

of social science.

It was ony in this way and not by attending courses on
political economy, that many English workers have

been able to acquire knowledge so right, so vast, and at

exact knowledge, and on the analysis of facts. But are

not the facts that serve as their focus precisely the

the same time comprehensive in social economy, that
the commissions of inquiry which the English
Parliament usually appoint during great crises to
ascertain the situation of an industry in distress, have
often been astonished listening to simple workers give
them not only the most accurate information about the
situation, but also on the general causes lwpioduced

In general, we cannot sufficiently recommend to

situation, the misery, the sufferings of the proletariat? soworkers the study of economic science, which, we
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repeat it again, is precisely that which is most accessiblebecause whave this conviction that science or
to them, and not to begin this study with the reading of economic knowledge, considered initially from its

economic books, whose maseless abstract narrowest point of view as embracing only the
terminology could frighten them. Not that they begin it  collective interests of a section or of all the workers of
in the wholly experimental manner we have just the same trade in the same locality, then extending
indicated, initially by making an exact account of their ~ consecutivly, not by way of abstraction, of self

own situation and of their own economic and social annihilation or of an impossible fusion, but by way of

relations, and then extendimheir investigations to the federation, first to the workers sections of the same
relations and the situation of the workers first of a single trade throughout the civilised world, and then to the
profession and later of all trades. workers sections of all trades, both locally and hreot
countries, and thereby achieving, by the stringent
analysis of all the worker
causes of which they are the effects, to embrace and
formulate the general conditions of the emancipation for
all the workers of the world because we are convinced
that this, or this collective consciousness, must
henceforth constitute the material basis, the sole basis of
all aspirations, commitments and actions of workers in
any line of thought or whatever the events. The
economic question caidered in this extent and
embracing both all conditions of labour as well as those
of the just distribution of the products of labour, is the
real terrain that the worker must never abandon. As
soon as he abandons it, he loses himself in
metaphysical, judical, political, theological

abstractions, and disorientated, deprived of his two
faithful guides, his common sense and the awareness or
instinct of his real interests, he always finds himself
once again, to his great surprise, the slave and exploited
of the bourgeois. While remaining on the economic
terrain, the worker will be all powerful. No siren voice

Nothing is as favourable to this study as the
organisation of theections of a tradé/Vhat is their
purpose? It is the struggle common to obtain from the
bosses of their trades the most favourable conditions
from the point of view of wages and working hours.

This is such a completely determined struggle, the
conditions of which can only be established by the exact
knowledge of hithe economic facts which have a
relation to developments, the prosperity or decline of
suchandsuch an industry, first of all in the locality,

then necessarily in many other countries that compete
with local production. While thereby discussing
amongsthemselves their own problems, their deepest
and most cherished interests and amongst others that of
their daily bread, workers are forced at the same time to
discuss the most abstract principles of social science.
What will this be then, when, followintpe impulse

given to them in Belgium by a group of young socialist
revolutionaries as intelligent as they are devoted, the
workers of all trades, or rather the different trade
sections, will reach agreement with each other in every from the bouraeois world can shake his real
country to establish mades counci[chambre de urgeo :

travail], or the delegates of every section or of every ~ Understanding, his common sense, and no sophism can
trade, bringing with them theivorkbooks di s cus 8 | agalns t thi S sl mp !
the issues that are dealt with in the bourgeois political you propose to us will change our economic condition

parliaments, o0 from the po fo ﬁqtual tgag qu}el pgv\lllﬁegeg Ias§e%.lgo ywowlanﬁtg r
eneal, as well as the workers of each industry work as we work, and share all the enjoyments as well
gonsidéred specifically! as all the duties of life, according to justice, equally

with us? Do you want Capital to stoppressing us and

(2]

This completely practical, completely vital study of exploiting us, that is to say, do you want it to cease
social science undertaken and constantly pursued by thebeing a private property and become the collective
workers themselves, both in their respective trade property of the federated workers associations? If not,
sections and in these trades councils, will necessarily  leave. We will not give up this sole question whereby
lead and has already led to a large ®ixte produce in we see clearly, to teourselves be led astray by you,

them this unanimous and fully considered conviction,  [give up] this terrain which is solely ours, and the
demonstrable both in theory and in practice, that the leaving of which we become once again your dupes,
serious, final, complete emancipation of the workersis your t ool s, your sl aves. o0
possible only on one condition, and that this condition
is the appropriatiorof capital, that is to say the raw
materials and all the instruments of labour, including
land, by the workers collectively

The organisation of trade sections, their federation in
the I nternationwidandtiwior ker s
representation by trade counci@iambres de travdil

not only creates a great Academy where all the workers

We insist on the necessity of these studies, both of the International, uniting practice with theory, can
practical and theoretical, for every member of the and must study economic science, they even carry the
International, first becaugbey constitute, strictly and living seeds of theewsaocial orderthat is to replace the

by themselves, the main object, the daily interest, the  bourgeois world. They create not only the ideas but the
great issue of every trade section, whose immediate aimvery facts of the future.

is to safeguard the economic interests as well as the .

freedom and dignity of its members; and secondly, [ el



Emile Pouget

Proletarian Pamphleteer, Syndicalist Theorist and Organiser
Constance

Emile Pouge(18601931)had a
long, highly eclectic activist
career in anarchism and
syndicalism, and it would be
facile, if tempting, to start by
describing him as the most famot
anarchist youdyv
one of many striking instances of
a O06Bell e Epoaqgsece
influence at the time and legacies
are momentous, yet have oddly
sunk into relative oblivion. While,
upon his death in 1931, the mass
daily Le Petit Parisierdescribed
Pouget asone of the former stars
of syndicalisnd, his name today
remains largely igored beyond
specialsed academic and militant
circles. His entry in.e Maitron
(Francebds | abou
biographical dictionaryrightly
describes Pouget &a major figuré of the anarchist
movement andione of the founding fathev®f

Fr anc e 0 sndwane unienrmovement; while
these are indeed essential aspects, one might add that
the French emphasis is re
impact, at a time when anarchism and syndicalism were
profoundly internationalist in both ideology and (to a
lesser etent) orgaisation.

Emile Pouget

The making of a Belle Epoquecompagnon from
Aveyron to anarchism

Pouget was born on 12 October 1860, halfway through
Napoleon 111 6s Second Emp
middle-class family, which was soon to undergo
downward social mobility. This was quite characteristic
of Francebs first genthea at
familiar figure of the radical artisans, the new factory
proletariat, lower middkelassdéclasséand avant
garde artists formed the
sociological make up as it emerged from the late 1870s
onwards. The staunchly republican ameply political
family environment in which Pouget grew up provides a
clue to his own politisation: in November 1871, his
stepfather, Philippe Vergely himself the editor of the
Republicanpapdt 6 Aveyr on aRelBdb !l i c
took youngEmileto nearby Rodez, to attend the trial of

Thetermipr ol et ar i ains planprhd ved e efrroom Paul

OEmi |l e Pouget Ad Memori amb,

Bantman

1

several members of the
Commune de Narbonne, one of
the many communal
insurrections of early 1871.

It was not long befor&miled s
own taste for activism and
journalism manifested himself:
1873 saw him publish his first
paper at the Lycée de Rodd=x
Lycéen Republicaifthe
Republican schoolboy).
Following his fathetin-l a wo s
death in 1875Emile now had
to earn a living; he left Aveyron
the following year, heading for
Paris and finding work there as
a shop employed hisremained
a period of intense repression in
the young, conservative
dominated Third Republic set
up after the 1870 Franderussian War and Commune
one in which the risk of a monarchist restoration
remained very real, following the pattern of the
revolutionary nineteenth century. P€Sbmmune
repression of the labour movement alsa remained,
vigorous fornodt & the dbdade cile 1679 fdisfatve S
elections saw a Republican victory, followed by a
relative détente, symheéd by the amnesty of many
Communard exéds and prisoners in 1880. This must
have provided a more favourable period for Pouget to
embrace a host of new pursuits. According to his
Maitron entry, it was by reading the papex

évolution sociglé1880. Jﬁ]‘ famousl ousetrap
ur?deéd’by ttﬁeraériéolicgé ut (;%né?/;elﬁgn%ég bgy &
serious anarchists such as Louise Midhilat Pouget
yvas won gver toaaﬂagclpis hjLi|stSa§ tge_ moveme@tnwas i
starting to gain ground in France. He attendaed anarcHist
gatherings as well as the wine shop of Rousseau, one of

ari n n ar cEmie®igephitheu nt s
%r%ﬁr%om@nﬁnar}é vr\]/h%se ?Pléﬂ He'{é%gat erggé In
Rodez a few years earlier. It was also Digeon who had
also convinced Pouget to take part in setting up the shop
assistantsd® uni on iDgedn879.
in penning a small antimilitarist pamphlet in 1883,
L ﬁl r. & eombination of family politics, reading
of anarchist papers, club and meeting attendance as well
as direct contact with earlier generations of radicals is

(18661931)

Del esall ebs obituar
a v ademhila1860493B0t htt ps:/ /1 i bcom.
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quite characteristic ohe paths through whichmanyof Pouget 6s repeated referenc
Pouget s contemporaries aémput @$midsbaraed woodplay onthe €mambre

des députés (the French parliament) which tapped into
the sl ang meaning of déampu
useless; these three words probably did just as much as
many theoretical essays to convey the
antiparliamentarian coref anarchism with an appealing
mockery. This, in turn, was a contribution to the ethos

of rebellion which was so central to the success and
perceived danger of anarchism in those years. The Law
courts were renamedtt®dPal ai
recuring section of the paper chronicling the

vicissitudes of a cladsased justice system. It may not

be the | east of ironies th

once again. The 1881 London Social Revolutionary ;::rana;?ng &%Wsﬁg?g;dolfrm%lggscf dce?;]i\éegﬁ?ggﬁg'g ideas
Congress, &tr all, had seen a majority délegates ) SO :

endorse Opropaganda by th %ay’aughe dgrmg_n&tere t squn?tr}elﬁsgfull%h i .ch,
sl it ambiguities and mideGAICItl bt el
was construed as an endorsement of political violence. P €SP y

The 183ainemploymendemonstration has gone dow 1 TUhe TR SPEAE Y (E0 COTEE it
in public memory as being the first occasion when the y

anarchist black flag was waved for the first time. The anarchism and supported the movement by dogatl

point has been challenged, but this claim nonetheless thuetlji?;iifaonze;}/r?earfe?ugoﬁirsE)erw?;goaﬂftaelrtgglullnSi nac
captures the fact that the movement was making strides,p : P b 9

and was increasingly being percalvas a public threat was a re_curring. contribu_tc_)r; another name of i“‘?—‘r‘?St
by the authorities, as attested too by the was the journalist, art critic, collector and War ministry

: official Félix Fénéon. An extensivillustrated
contemporaneous Lyon trial. Almanach du Pére Peinasglas also published yearly
This demonstration also led to the first in a long series between 1893 and 1897.
of prison sentences for Pouget. An initiay&ar : : .
sentence (based on false charges) was eventually The formal invention and humour sho_u_ld not hide the_
reducel t o three year s, afte 'jap_tghat Eh% %?%ésier_\éegavierx an}plaoHs%;\gdte%egtlve
favour. As summased later by fellow anarchist and m_|I|tant project. h. el ardwe_ls one of the most .
syndicalist Paul Delesallép]rison, however, had not widely read anarchist papers in the French anarchist

cowedthemiltami Pouget 6s acti vi s n??]\@g]rmﬁ ";]‘Bld igt(fﬁ;ati?ggllg, faln(i Hé%céelmfany As D
from strength to strength, as he fully embraced y '

o : . . real proletarian agitation
Ecr)?]lgga;]r;;nnjq%%gil;sargt,ix\i@rlgk;osror?inmproved a highly | could name ten or twenty workers' districtkel

Trélazé or Fourchambault, where the whole movement
From Le Peére Peinardo Syndicalism dwindled to nothing once the pamphlets stopped

The first ilefarePeinafdEaBouget ami ng out . o Nor_ was L.Eh' S
Father), a weekly inspir egd-eggnagadagdphaltes rﬁh'puﬁ%:';\%’ﬁgc'[%%‘eg n
radicalLe Pere Duchesn@ppeared on 24 February at the_ ery least W'th'n transatiantic netks of French
1889. Carryingthesube adi ng OR®f I ec sSpeal%p% arparcénﬁti aggvprgers, in the US and in Latin
musings of a shoemakeiit was illustrated with a Amenpa. Its rol In he evelppment of Erench

drawing by the nowamous artist Maximilier.uce, a speaking af‘a“’h'sm and a wider revolutionary

lifelong anarchist and syndicalist, depicting a ”?O"e.me”t in the US, for instance, has been no_ted by
shoemaking workshop, with the journalist writing away historians such as Ronald Creagh and Mic®ordillot.
among the workers. Lastly, the paper was an important site for the
development of anarchist and, soon, syndicalist

strategy. From its launch, it was resolutely proletarian in
its orientation, with a focus on labour organisation and
agitation which was not widieaccepted in the

movement, at a time when propaganda by the deed held
considerably sway and strategies like the general strike
and mass unionisation were

1883 was also the year when Podgand the young
anarchist movemeilitmade a striking entrance in the
public consciousness. This happened with the Les

I nval i de s 6demanstrationpn Paris,evdich
had been called in response to the dire economic and
labour conditions of the period. After the main meeting
was quickly dispersed by the police, a small group
headed towards the affluent boulevard S&etmain,

led by Pougeaind Louise Michel. A bakery was
ransacked, an incident which encapsulated at once the
tense social climate caused by unemployment, and how
anarchism might just spark off revolutionary agitation

It is hard to do justice to the quality and originality of
this remarkably longived and influential paper. Its
inimitable syle and use of slang are striking; they
created a sense of connivence with the readers, which
was integral to the construction of anarchist
communities. A classic example may be that of

! Readers may usefully refer to the extensive digitisation of  through them, or even attempting an English translation! See:
the papepon-line and challenge themselves by reading https://www.archivesautonomies.org/spip.php~?article3872
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compromissions. In contrast, as early as 1889, Pouget beyond and heavily satirical pieces exposing the
wrote with inteest on the expropriating general strike,  powerful. One theme which gained even more

as part of a wideanging, scathing critique of all prominence was that of labour orggation as a
established authorities and a genuine sense of anger at revolutionary route. It is likely that, for all his boredom
the deprivations faced by so many. in London, Pouget used his stay there to meet Italian

All of these factors combined to bring on serious legal and British anarchists and witness or take partén th

troubles for Paget and his associates. Like many idnlifelzjasssilr?nls Vr\r/:g\im lr;c:\r/]v(;srgsvzglgggtrii V\;gﬁhe
fellow anarchist editors, he went through several 9y 9 9

periods of detention at Sn{evoIHt@qargr%?neéal Sérlﬁe as WeII as trage uralon

managing editors changed with a very high turnover. In permeaton amd, more oadly, anardhlst organisation.
the late 1880s, propaganda by the deed swept over the These themes_were especially |mpor§ant in the Italian
world, and France was hit by a series of anarchist ;nu?/%r:tegtﬁgvgﬁgr?lsgrnii il\ﬁlaelrrzheilglsvivhzrr]g?:an
inspired attacks. Pouget, not one to hold back on the 1POSt, 9 o : . y
importance of the general strike or in his campaign mlllta_nts were also_ trade unionists. P_ouget briefly
against the attempted coup of the General Boulanger, contrlbgted to the mternanonal,_ Engllinguage

was terse on the highly controversial issue @irelnist angrchlst and then progyndicalist papeThe Torch
violence. Such nuances were, however, lost on the whichwas a key forum for these discussions.
authorities, especially since the set of highly repressive It was the second issue of the London series of the
OWicked Lawsd6 (Lois Sc®l ®Penarégis Qctolpeal8®t entichfcleadyrannounced

December 1893, in response to the bomb thrown by Pougetds new strategic min
Auguste Vaillant in the French Parliament, wver pl ace where therebds jolly
primarily targeted at the anarchist press. January 1894 comr ades i s the unilnionsof t h
saw many police raids in individual houses or in were legal in France a major upside given that, in
anarchist papers; unsurprisingly, both Benardoffice practice, anarchist groups no longer wiesnd the

and Pougetds own home wer ambiticastyeswieodvere bElleved téd populate them
1894 O6Tri al of t hngthd hi r t y dightjest be sustdd yf anfrchistt enteried tieam
assassination of French President Sadi Carnot in June, masseThe mood of the trade union movement also

at the hand of the | tal i aseenmedfavourablé: the 18% INantestrade arlioh 6 S a

Geronimo Caserio, was the apex of the repressive congress had seen an antiparliamentarian win, with the
phase. Despite the continuing blanket repression of proclamation of the political independence of trade
anarchism, this put a rather farcicahclusion to the unions and the adoption of the general strike. Bbug
period of propaganda by the deed. Pouget was among also argued that unions provided what had crucially
the 30 anarchists indicted in this show trial, where failed anarchists throughout the previous decade: an

committed and often wetespected anarchists such as  organisational basis where they would be able to make
Jean Grave, Sébastien Faure and indeed Pouget found contact with the workers, not just small circles of
themselves lumped togetheithvpetty criminals and affiliates. This was a very early formulabn of Pou
robbers only distantly connected with the movement.  budding syndicalism.

With a few exceptions, only the most conservative and
alarmist segments of the press and public opinion
regarded the trial as anything else than an embarrassingPouget went back to France in early February 1895,
miscarriage of juste, and it was not a surprise when a  when an amnesty potentially applying to anarchists was
verdict of acquittal for most of the accused was pronounced, and soon set about publishing a new paper,
returned. from May 1895. It wasa Sociale a relatively short

lived publication (18986) to which Fernand

Pelloutier, another important anarchist theorist of
revolutionary syndicalism, was also associated. Pouget
collaborated closely with Pelloutier and Bernard Lazare,
with the aim ofbringing anarchists closer to anti
parliamentary socialists on a European scale, at a time
when the parliamentary left was gaining ground.

Syndicalism as theory and practice

Pouget, nonetheless, had not waited up: like many
persecuted revolutionaries before him (not least the
Communards, just a generation earlier), he had crossed
the Channel and found asylum in London, and was
therefore one of a handful of comrades sentented
abstentiaNever one to rest, as early as September, he
relaunched.e Péere Peinardrom London, in the form

of small, easyto-hide-andcirculate pamphlets, with Anarchist concerns over a takeover which would evict
changing titles. The fir santipartamentarsass frarate lekwere@rovien righbas s t
mortdé (It is not dead); t thel8® losdon Congress of thaSeeond Inleenationalr y
was O0D®b©cl e bourgeoi sed. whchheattendedvas tkealelagatesof sevargl umorsr y
much a contination of its Parisian predecessor, in tone This watershed event saw the exclusion of the

if not format, in its extensive French and international  anarchists from the organisation, the culmination of a
networks of contributors and readers, in its biting

critiqgue of antianarchist repression in France and



proces which had been in train since the 1893
Zurich Congress. Within French socialism, the
London congress accelerated the separation
between parliamentary socialism and the
organised trade union moveméretween
activism in the polit
sphere. The French trade union confederation,
CGT, set up in 1895, was to become the-flag
bearer of this independence and, soon, of the
directaction syndicalism associated with it.

By 1896,Le Pere Peinardvas back with its
original title. Together witth.a Socialeand a

string of pamphlets penned by Pouget, these
publications formed a very significant
contribution to syndicalism. One interesting trait
was the considerable inspiration which Pouget |
drawn from British trade uniorishowever
legalistic anl reformist they might be regarded aj
T in developing his own brand of anarchist
influenced trade unionism. The role of unions in
securing piecemeal and tangible improvements
workers, often criticised by anarchists as a
stopgap which actually deferrdéte revolution,
was now lauded, and integrated into a-tieo
conception of revolutionary action, in which
unions were tasked with securing both concrete
improvements and working towards the revolutiq
T a dual function famously further theorised by
Fernand Pelloutier in his 190Histoire des
Bourses du Travailin the doctrine of
syndicalism, unions were also the organising ce
of future, postevolutionary society, as
dramaised later by Pouget ariémile Pataud in
their 1909 political utopiddow We Shall Bring
About the RevolutiorSyndicalism and the Co
operative Commonwealtimportant tactics soon
to be associated with the French movement ang
the CGT were directly derived from the British
inspiration ad reinterpreted from the perspectivg
of direct action, suc
the former was formally adopted at the 1897
Toulouse congress of the CGT. Its history and
principles were presented by Pouget that same
year, in an eponymous pamphlehelinfluence of
Pouget s brief but i m
also manifest in the way he continued to report 4
labour disputes in his publications, using
perhaps somehow countietuitively i the
practices and gains of British unions as an
argumentind a model to be emulated in France.
One key principle was that of trade union
independence, which was soon to pervade the
French syndicalist movement and its seminal 19
manifesto, the Amiens Charter.

The Charter of Amiens
Confédération générale du teav
October 1906
The Confederal Congress at Amiens confirms Articlg
constituting the CGT:

The CGT groups, outside of every political school, al
workers conscious of the struggle to be undertaken
the disappearance of wag®rkers and bosses.

The Congress considers this declaration as a recog
of the class struggle which pits on the economic fiel
workers in revolt against all forms of exploitation and
oppression, both material and moral, carried out by t
capitalist class against the Worg class.

The Congress clarifies, by the following points, this
theoretical assertion: in dag-day work demands, trad
unionism pursues the coordination of workers efforts
the increase of workers wddeing by the achievement
of immediate improvemest such as the reduction of
working hours, the increase of wages, etc. But this tg
is only one aspect of the work of trade unionism: on
one hand, it prepares for complete emancipation, w
can only be achieved by the expropriation of the
capitalist and, on the other hand, it advocates a gend
strike as a means of action and considers that the un
today a grouping of resistance, will be, in the future,
production and distribution group, the basis of social
reorganisation.

The Congress decles that this double task, day-day
and future, derives from the position of wagprners
which weighs on the working class and which makeq
a duty for all workers, whatever their opinions or thei
political or philosophical tendencies, to belong te th
essential group that is the union.

As a consequence, as far as individuals are concern
the Congress asserts the complete freedom for the u
member to participate, outside of the trade grouping,
such forms of struggle that correspond to his
philosophical or political concepts, merely asking, in
return, not to introduce into the union the opinions th
he professes outside it. As far as organisations are
concerned, the Congress declares that in order for tr
unionism to reach its maximum effeegonomic action
must be exerted directly against the bosses, Confedd
organisations do not, as union groupings, have to be
concerned about the parties and sects which can, oy
and alongside, pursue social transformation with
complete freedom.

Meanwhile, anarchist permeation of trade unionS

progessed apace; this process is considered to have

been complete by 1902, when the CGT, which grouped labour exchanges, which had been anotheydtbtor
trade unions along occupational lines, merged with the proto-syndicalist ideas. The year 1906, with the

Fédération des Bourses du Travail, a federation of local



proclamation of the Amiens Charter, can be regarded asPeupleand gradually withdrew from the CGT
the apex of French syndicalism and a victory for Pouget leadership, tgursue new journalistic projects which did

who, with Victor Griffuelhes, had written and put
forward the resolution which famougbyoclaimed the
CGTb6s independence
stating that oO0the CGT
political affiliations, all the workers who are conscious
of the work to be carried out for the disappearance of
wageearners and employe® .  Si nc e
1909, Pouget occupied highnking functions within
the CGTO6s gener al

committee; he was also the
chief editor of the confederal
paper,La Voix du Peuple.
However, despite this
institutional influence, it
should be stressed that
Pouget had not aged into a
trade union official of the
kind so reviled by anardits;
in his obituary of Pouget,
Delesalle was at pains to
stress that 0
come up with something new
every time to hold
spellbound a mass of worker
occasionally overly inclined
to selfdoubt. So there is no
exaggeration in saying that,
where\er it was able to
enforce its will entirely, the
working class enjoyed the
eight hour day and owes that
in no small part, t&Emile
Pouget. One need only

and 1907 to get the measure of the profound émite
that he wielded over those labour gatherings. His

Pouget, usually
described as a
guiet, reflective
militant, was a
vociferous and
highly talented
writer, an important
theorist and skilled
organiser

review the succession of CGT congresses between 1896

not materialise. He continued to write for other papers
and to publish his own syndicalist pamphlets. At the

f r o m a butbregk oflthe First ¥Varld War,the Erentheande n ¢ e
b r i imtgrsationabamarchist movemerd was ®rin dsendea loy y

differences in their responses, between the defencist
anarchists and, on the other hand, the majority who held

1 9 0 1 on toaheidintewnationallst principles. Pouget leant

towards the former; Jean Grave, theacthor of the
1916 Manifesto of the
Sixteen, the infaimus pre
entente text cauthored
with Kropotkin, which
formalised the defencist
position, had hoped that
Pouget would join the
signatories, as many of his
generation had. By then,
however, Pouget had
largely withdrawn from
public life, due at least in
partto his deteriorating
health. After the outbreak
of the war, he briefly
continued his literary and
political contributions to
the socialist paper

L 6 Hu mamn ivark@d as
an editor, until his death in
July 1931.

To conclude

Pouget, usually described
as aquiet, reflective
militant, was a vociferous
and highly talented writer, an important theorist and
skilled organiser. It is remarkable, given his flair for

reports, his speeches and above all his effective work onwriting in a way which eluded many contemporary

working parties are still the most reliable index of

syndicalism's debt to
Defeat, Retreat
Nonet hel es s, for

CGTO6s | ow member ship
everyday practice and the persistence of strong
parliamentary and reformist currents at all levels of the
organisations serve as important cautions against the
golden legend of an aiowerful syndtalist CGT.

These were obvious by 1906, when the lptanned

May Day general strike for the eighour workday' a
cause ceaselessly championed by Pougetered out,
and the government unleashed a highly repressive
strategy led by Home Interior Secngt&eorges

working-class publications, that he also showedegait

h i mknack as an organiser, theorist and union official. This

relatively brief text makes no claim to exhaustivity. It
draws heavily on the Maitron entry, which is far more

a falent, theo u g detaifed andladsd pravides a usaiul bébliography for
f i g u furéher researtht Thig text wastten withaawiew to

providing insights into an incredibly rich and, possibly,
uniquely important, activist career. Some equally
important causes which Pouget championed and which
offer further evidence of his versatile activism certainly
warrant furthe exploration, for instance his human

rights, antipersecution activism and writing during the
Dreyfus affair.As the papetes Hommes du jowtated

in a 1908 portrait, Pouget
emancipation of workers and did revolutionaries the

Clemenceau, which soon saw Pouget behind bars againimmense favour of pushing them, of grouping them on a

for a couple of months in 1908.

This prison stay marked a turn for Pouget who, once
released, relinquished his editorshig_afVoix du

battlefield from where they could expect victory with
certainty. This is morthanenough a a title of glory for
one single manbo.



Sabotage

Emile Pouget *
Almanach du Pére Peinayd898

Sabotage is a splendid stratagem

Why is that?

which, before long, will make the
capitalodaugh out of the other
side of their mouths.

At the last Trade Congress at
Toulouse, where a lot of good
blokes have gathered from the fot
quarters of France, sent by the
Unions SABOTAGE was loudly |
acclaimed. , | 3
The enthusiasm was staggering! Y -
And all the delegates swore, once
returned to their home towns, to
popularise the thing so that the
workers would put it into practice
all over.

i

Because the proles have not found a
meangdo respond to the ape-fibr-

tat and, by their action, neutisd

his nastiness.

Yet the means exists nevertheless:

It is sabotage!

The English have been practicing it
for a long timej and they find it a
damned good thing.

Suppose, for example, a big
sweatshopwhose boss, all of a
sudden, has a rapacious whim,

either he has a new mistress to
maintain, or he has bad luck buying

a mansioné or anot

And | assure you, mates, this
enthusiasm is ndhe result of a
passing crazé, a flash in the pan.

No!

The idea of SABOTAGE will not remain in the state of
a wishful dream: we will use the thing!

And the exploiters will finally understand that the job of
boss will no longer be all rosy.

Thatsaid, for the good guys who still do not know what
it is, let me explain what sabotage is.

Sabotage is the conscious shirking of duties, it is the
botching of a job, it is the grain of sand cunningly stuck
in the fiddly gears so that the machine stays &mok is
the systematic shrinking
practiced on the sly, without making a fuss, or showing
off.

Sabotage is the younger cousin of the boycott. And
fuck, in a host of cases where the strike is impossible it
can render a hell of a sére to the proles.

When an exploiter senses that his workers are not in a
position to strike, he does not hesitate to humiliate
them. Caught in the gears of exploitation, the poor
buggers, afraid of being sacked, dare not say a word.
They are eaten up viitanger and bow their heads: they
suffer the bossesbd

But they suffer it! And the boss does not care, provided
they do as he wishes, whether it is with or without rage.

DEPOTS : Aux burtaux du “)[PERE PEINARD "

18, rue Lavieuville et 11, 1ue du Croissant PAS

boori s

necessitates an increase of profits on
his part. The bastard does not
hesitate: to realise the prbfhat he
seeks he cuts the pay of his prdlem the pretext that
business is baid he has no fucking lack of bad reasons.

Let us suppose that this mangy man has made his plans
very well and his tightening of the screw coincides with
a situation so entged that his proles cannot attempt a
strike. What then?

In France, the poor exploited will grumble grimly, curse
the vampire. Some the most astute will raise a

ruckus and dump the sweatshop; as for the others, they
will suffer their bad luck.

@an nH, uckbtrgngssw uld b%\qiffﬁren{! ,ﬁnd ?at is
thanks to sabotage. Quietly, the proles of the fac ory
whi sper the watchword in t
sabotageé we must go sl owl
without further ado, production will be slowed down.

So slowed that if the boss is not a complete simpleton,
he will not persist in his boorishness: he will return to

the old tariff,i for he will realise that in this little game,
for the five pennies he f|
each prole he loses fotimes as much.

This is what it is like to have a nose for such things!

}Q/here é?usg’:kers vrvo§I heave been Wil,l’]ld|ed, Iastlfﬁge lads
ul

Po?gumption and i itlativé, Bett emselvés out o t eS '
mess.

1 Pouget later expanded upon this subject, producing in 1911 the much reprinted and trpasiptedt of the same nan{@lack

Flag)

2 Pouget uses the wolthgnewhich can also refer to a chain gang, prison, penal colony and labour &lagk Flag
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*xx when the apes are convindebly experiencé that,

from now on, misfortune is always ready to fall on the
pig. The fear of losing cash and ofdétig towards
bankruptcy will soften the arrogance of the capitalos.

The English got sabotage from the Sdotsr the Scots
are bafersi and they even borrowed from them the
systembdés @acaneyn name:

Recently, the INTERATIONAL UNION OF DOCK Feeling vulnerable, at the cash registerhich serves
L . I . - .

LABOURERS which has its offices in London, issued tr;grc? zisna er?]ré' g}%:{:” ?lglrgwlllczsii?efore

a manifesto advocating sabotage, so that the dockers producing usual bu '

will have the nerve to practice because so far, it is Certainly, there are some good fellows whdler the
mainly in mines and textiles that the English proles pretext that we must focus on the radical disappearance
have used sabotage. of capitalism, will find it too little to limit themselves to

keeping the apes at bay and preventing them from

Here is the manifesto in question: getting their claws o,

What isCa canny These lose sight of the double face of the Social
ltdos a short and conv eQuesomthe presentdndthefuttre si gnate a
new tactic utilised by workers instead of going

|
on strike. Now, the present prepares the future! If ever the proverb

ASo you make your bed, so
If two Scotsmen are walking together and one  appropriate, it is certainly here:
goes too fast, the other tells h|~®a canny The I%ss we let ourselves be subjugated by the bosses,
whi ch means, ARSIl ow dowp? . . o
the'leSs intense willdour exploitation, the stronger
If someone wants to buy a hat worth five francs, will be our revolutionary resistance, the greater will be
he has to pay five francs. But if he wants to the consciousness of our dignity and the more vigorous
only pay four, welll he will have anof lesser our desires for freedom and wéling.

quality. The hat is a Ah§ c%n@&geﬂtl&/, tth¥ befler able we will be to prepare

If someone wants to buy six shirts at two francs the outbreak fothe glorious society where there will be

each, he must pay twelve francs. If he only pays no more rulers or capitalos;

ten, he will only get five shirts. The shirt is still . .

fa commodity for sale ﬁon(]“j]alsgrﬂo(ge aprl]eavelhﬁnev%e haé)/e achieved i, to
evelop in the new milieu.

If a housewife warstto buy a piece of beef , o .
worth three francs, she must pay it. And if she If, on the contrary, instead of beginning, right now, the

only offers two francs, then they will give her apprenticeship of freedom, we ignore daily life,

bad meat. Beef is agai5OrHaheneetsandpassiops ofhepigserynour, we
t he mar ket . o shall soon shrivel up In abstraction an ecome ramous

hair-splitters. In this way, living too much in dreams,
Well, the bosses declare that labour and skill are our activity will wane and, as we will have lost all
Acommodi t i ehse frmairjustdiiel0Oe domacttwith the masses, the day wantto shake off
hats, shirts, and beef. our torpor, we will be as entangled as an elephant who

I Perfect, we answer, we take you at your has found an enema pump.

word. There is no getting away from it: to achieve balance in
If they are fAcommoditi "&?ﬁg%cafw Qumgyy agtiyity tg thq hjghest He%%?’ just
as the hatter sells his hats and the butcher his ~ "€'ther the present nor the future must be negiect

meat. For bad prices, they give bad goods. We When one of them prevails over the other, the loss of

will do the same balance which results produces nothing good: either,
when we are all in the present, we get stuck in
foolishness and pettiness; or else, if we fly off into the
blue, we become entrapped in tteal.

The bosses have no right to count on our
charity. If they refuse even to discuss our
demands, well, we will put in practica canny
ithe tactic ofiurilwearek i ngndthatis why yat drumming it into those lads who
listened to. have some pluck: that they do not lose sight of the

Here, then, is sabotage nicely definfmt:bad pay, bad present or the future.

work! In this way, they will activate the germination of

Well, it will be grand when this weapon has entered into glorious ideas and the spirit of revolt.

our way of life: a bad blow for the bragging bosses,

Here, then, is sabotage nicely definedor bad pay, bad work!




The Basis of Trade Unionism

Emile Pouget *
1903

For the Trade Unionisthe Trade Union is a perfect

Of I ate the term fATrade U%Ofnt‘ﬁlnﬁt‘orga}q]s(ﬁ}/_e_nng#osall '?aeed?’ 5orall aﬁ%a}m@s’f a
reaching meaning than it used to have. The term and t erefqre sutficient for all PUTPOSES. Itis an ~
continues to qualify #fAme mB %o?rtgic 'gof; i:aooﬁﬂlrct%wﬁhgfn olne\'ls%f%r by A
organi sation. 0 Besides th ﬁﬁgrovuépm%ntsuaﬁrllgff‘gsgttlinaminasrcpairéélslr olUrl ess
definition, which, by stretching a point, might be adiab P ’ 9 :

for AYell owd as well as
term has acquired a new and very precise meaning.

DEFINITION OF TRADE UNIONISM 2

f But it iSinBt @rdydhis;Titis @ dombindtion capalde,of t h e
bringing about the expropriation of capital and the

The term ATrade
become a comprehensive term:
the impulsive power of conscious
workers towards progress. The
workers who invoke this epithet
have thrown aside unsound and
deceptive notions, and are
convinced that improvements, be
they partialor extreme, can only
result from popular force and will.
On the ruins of their former
sheeplike hopes and superstitiou:
beliefs in miracles to be expected
from State Providence as well as
from Divine Providence, they
have elaborated a healthy, truly
humandoctrine whose basis is
explained and proved by social
phenomena.

The Trade Unionist is evidently a
partisan of grouping workers by
means of Trade Unions, only he
does not conceive a Trade Union
as an agent for narrowing his
vision to such a point thatsi
sphere of action is restricted to
daily debates and wrangles with
his employers; and although at

Uni

oni

S mo

re%rgaar%isation of society, which some Socialists, who

are deceived by their confidence
in the AStateo,
brought about by the seizure of
political power.

Therefore, for the Trade
Unionist the Trade Union is not
a transient association, only
suited to the needs of the hour,
and whose usefulness could not
be conceived apart from its
present surroundings. For him
the Trade Union is an initial and
essential combination; it should
arise spontaneously,
independently of all
preconceived theories, and
develop in any surroundings.

In fact, what more reasonable
than for the exploited of the
same trade to come together, to
agree to unite in defence of
common advantages that are to
be gained immediately?

On the other hand, supposing
society to have been annihilated
and a Communist or any other

society to have blossomed forth on its ruins, it is evident

resent he strives to get minor grievances redressed, he : : . .
P 9 9 ' " “that in these circumstances, in these new surroundings,

never puts aside the evils arising from the exploitation the need of associations, bringing men emploged |

of the workers. Neither does he conceive Thade . identical or similar&vork and duties.in antact with {)ne
S 0 nel ementar

Union to be, as some pOI'énbtﬁe'rv?/ilpbemostur‘enta
school of Sociali smo, wher e “rhen aregrécruited and

trained to be aggressive fighters in a cause they consideilhus the Trade Union, the corporate body, appears to be

effective and worthwhilé the conquest of the organic cell of all society. At present, for the Trade

governmental power. Unionist the Trade Union is an organism of conféintd
claim of worker against employer. In the future it will

y

'inThe Basis of FeedangDeceroheril90i o Betrdary 1908ie Basis of Trade UnionismLondon: A Vo
Labour o PamplackEag, 1908) . (
2The French word fAiSyndicato has been rendered into Englis

from theEnglish in inculcating a revolutionary spirit and ignoring political action.
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be the base on which normal society will be built, when economic liberties. In the lattease they have only

freed from exploitation and oppression. given way to populapressure
THE WORKING CLASS BATTLES OF THE The difference in behaviour on the part of the rulers is
NINETEENTH CENTURY easily explained. Recognition of political rights to the

people does the governments no harm, as these baubles
do not imperil the principle of aubhity and do not
undermine the class basis of society.

The conception of the forerunners of Tradedsism is
not the result of a hypothetical system sprung from
some brain and not justified by practical tests; on the
contrary, it proceeds from the examination of historical It is another story when economic liberties are in

events and of their clear interpretation. We may say that question. These are of real advantage to the people, and
it is the result of a whle century of conflict between the can only be acquired at the expense of the privileged. It
working classes and the middle classes. is therefore evident that the Stathe upholder of
capitalism, refuses to the last to grant a particle of

During the whole of the nineteenth century the o
economic improvement.

proletariat strove to separate its movement from that of
the purely political action of middielass parties. This The demonstration of this permanent conflict of the

was indeed a greaffort, for the middle classes wanting working class with the State would lead us into writing
to govern without hindrance, the assent or indifference a martyrology of the proletariat. To prove thehrand

of the proletariat was necessary, and politicians exerted constancy of this antagonism a few historical landmarks
themselves, not only to fight and massacre proletarians will suffice.

when they rose against their exploiters, &lgb to make
them tractable by a sham education, designed to turn
them on from the examination of economic questions,
and to cause their energy to drift towards the deceptive
hope of democracy.

Less than two years after the taking of the Bastille (June
1791), the bourgeoisie, by its mouthpiece, the
Constituent Assembly, despoiled the working classes of
their right to fom association$a right they had just
obtained by revolutionary means.

We cannot make it too clear that the autonomous
working-classmovement has been, and is still,
obstructed by all the forces of obscurantism and
reaction, and also by the democratic forces that are, but
under new and hypocritical disguises, the continuation
of old societies in which a handful of parasites and
maintaned in plenty by the forced labour of plebeians.

The workers believed the Revolution to be the dawn of
economic freedom. They thought the burning gates of
Paris where town dues were collected (June 12, 1789)
would destroy all bareirs. Let us add that two days after
the burning of the gates of Paris, the Bastille was taken
by assault, not because it was a political prison, but
because it was a danger to rebellious Paris, as was the
The middle classes, through the State, whose function, Mont Valérien in 1871.
independently of its form, consists in protecting
capitalist privileges, have applied themselves to stifling
and deviating working class aspirationsus, during
attempts at emancipation proletarians have been
compelled to realise that the Governments they were
subjected to were all alike, no matter by what name they
were labelled. They passed from one rule to another
without deriving any result from elmge of scenery,
mentioned by history as of great importance. All
governments treated them with animosity angvill.
When they obtained from their rulers a mitigation of
their wretched fate, they owed it, not to feelings of
justice of pity, but to the holesome fear they were able We should be mistaken in supposing that the Chapelier
to inspire. To government initiative they are indebted  law was expedient, and that those who voted for it
for Draconian legislation, arbitrary measures, and ignored its effect on social life. To make us swallow
savage reprisals. this fanciful interpretation, we are told that
Revolutionists of that pertbraised no protest against it.
STheir silence only shows us that they ignored the social
aspect of the Revolution they took part in, and that they
were only purddemaocrats Moreover, there is nothing

Workers taken in by the dnisiastic strains of
pamphleteers thought themselves freed from the
trammels of the ancient régime, and began to come to
an understanding with one another and to group
themselves in order to resist exploitation. They
formulated precise claims. The bourggeisoon proved
to them that the Revolution was omlglitical and not
economiclt elaborated repressive laws, and as the
workers lacked knowledge and experience, as their
agitation was confused and still incoherent, it was not
hard for the government ttheck this movement.

Antagonisms between the State and the working classe
dominates the whole of the nineteenth centusysee it
most plainly when we observe that governments, by

waly of throwing their enemies a bone to gnaw, have astonishing in their great want of foresight, and even

readily conceded political rlghf[s to the people, while today we see men pretending to be Socialists who are
they have shown themselves intractable as far as regardgIISO merely simpl®emocrats

! La loi Chapelier passed on June 17, 1791.
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As a proof that the parliamentarians of 1791 know what Sociétés de Résistaneriltiplied, and were followed by
they were about, some months later, in September 1791a period of growing agitation and numerous strikes.
the Constituent Assembly strengthened the Chapelier
law prohibting combinations among industrial workers,
by enacting another law that made associations of
agricultural labourers illegal.

The Revolution of 1848 was the result of this
movement. A proof of the economic scope of this
Revolution is that economic questions took precedence
over all others. Unfortunatelyhe corporate groups

The Constituent was not the only Assembly that lacked experience. The urban workers ignored the
manifested its hatred of peasants, and vice versa.
the working masses. All . e Thus in 1848 the
Assemblies thallowed The Trade Unionist is peasants did not stir, not
strove to tighten the ; ; understanding the
bounds enslaving the eVIdently a pamsan of working class

worker to his employer. grouping workers by means movement; likewise in
More than this, seeing that 1852 the town workers
passing laws trying to of Trade Unions, only he does understood nothing of
make it impossible for . . the peasmatt so
workmen to discuss and not conceive a Trade Uni on insurrection. In spite of

defend their interests was . . these failure$ and there
insufficient, bourgeois as an agent for narrowing his were many others all

Assemblies contrived to vision to such a point that his improvements were due
aggravée the wretched to working class energy.

position of proletarians by Sphere of action is restricted It was the will of the

putting them under . workers that was

absolute police control. to daily debates and expressed in the

The Convention did not i i Luxembourg
wrangles with his employers Commission and was

prove more sympathetic tc :
the working classes. In the brovisional G legally registered by the
month of Niv:-se of the year?v's'?nﬁ, Ue[n[pentl. egislated fAagai
coalition of workmen, employed irfterent trades, In the first hours of the Revolution the frightened

who, by writing or by emissaries, incite to the cessation middle classes showed themselves conciliatory, and to

of work. o This behavi our safe cdpiaism @aredisposed tb sacrifice d fawetrifling
revolutionarism of which meets with so much praise, privileges. They were, however, soon reassured, by the
clearly proves that political opinions have nothing to do inoculation of the people with a ptidial virusi

with economic interestd still better proof is that, in universal suffragé as much as by inconsistency on the
spite of the changes in governmental forms, starting part of the corporative organisations, and their ferocity
from the Democracy of the Convention, the Autocracy became as great as had been their fear. The massacres of

of Napoleon 1, the Monarchy of Charles X, to the June 1848, were for the middle classes the first
Constitutionalism of Louihillipe, never were the instalment of satisfdion. Soon after, in 1849, the
severity of thdaws against workmen mitigated. representatives of the people, proving themselves

simply the representatives of the middle classes,

Under the consulate, in the year X| (1803), a new link IFgéspﬁd against associations. They were prohibited,
an

to the sl ave sidheCeniicaimBooka s hefr mémbers subjected to penalties decreed in the
which made the working men a class of specifically law of 1810 J P

registered individuals. Then, with their vile and crafty '

legal procedure, and their lawyers who drafted the Code As the reaction of Loui®hillipe failed to check the

we still suffer from, rulers tied down and gagged the working class movement, so did the Republican and
proletariat so well that Louis XVIII and Charles X, heirs Napoleonic governments fail. Without troubling

to this baggage, did not need to increase it. themselves about the form of government, or with the

Nevertheless, in spite of severe legislapvehibitions, fg%@gg:gn ;[r? rﬁﬁmgg}reérgzeirfzifeor:a:ﬁ g;gﬁjczogd:ﬁat
the workers came to an understanding, grouped hei P bli h gtn, " ¢
themselves under mild for ?P(é Clip[E2sye of pu 'ﬁ?ﬁ% ?”H}fg f‘%y.‘{‘"}".‘g o
constituted embryo Trade Unions for organising .he gpvernment lega .sanctlon'for © amellorathns and
resistance. The combinations grew to such an extent I|bert|e§ they h‘f"d forcibly acquired, thanks to their

that strikes multiplied, and tHgberal government of revolutionary vigour.

Louis-Phillipe inflicted greater penalties against It was bywhat we now caltlirect actionthat the right
associations (1834). But the impetus had been given!  of combination was wrung from Caesarism in 1864.
This recrudescence of legal severity did not stop the The workers of all associations grouped themselves,
movement of the workers. In spite of the law, the combined and went on strike without taking the least
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heed of the law. Beyond all others, the printers associations on solid economic ground, which is the
distinguished themselves by their revolutionary base of all true progress.

character, and in Paris (1862) one of their strikes was

the determining event that brought about the recognition AGREEMENT IN ORDER TO LIVE

of the right to combine. The government, blind like all BASIS OF SOCIAL HARMONY

others, thought to kill the movement by stnigia great
blow. Wholesale arrests took place. All the members of
the strike committee were imprisoned, as well as the
most active amongst the strikers.

Having demonstrated that, from a historical point of

view, the Trade Union movement of the 20th century is
the normal consequence of the working class efforts of
the 19th century, we must now examine thkig of

This arbitrary abuse of power, far from terrorising, this movement from a philosophical and social point of
excited public opinion, and such a current of view. To begin with, let us set down the premises in a
indignation resulted from it that the government was few lines.Man is a sociable animaHe cannot, and has
obliged to capitul ate, anueverheenadedo liymigolated intthie worldvivis k e r s

right to combination. This was due onlygessure impossible to conceive the life of men who do not form
from without It would be difficult to attribute this a social group. However rudimentary were primitive
success to Socialist deputies, for the excelieason human agglomerations, men always gathered together
that there were none in Parliament. in associations. It isat true, as Jeaflacques Rousseau,

theorist of democratic servitude, taughhat before
they formed societies men
nd were only able to emerge from it when they

The conquest of the right to combine so stimulated
Trade Union organisation, it grew so rapidly irresistible,
that the State was compe_lled toputa good face onaba elinquished some of their natural rights by means of a
matter. In 1863 Trade Union liberty wasogaised by ~ . N

. . .n%ocoatract.o .
an | mperial circul ar, whi C sal d, NRAs " to the organi
of working class association, the Administration must  This idle nonsense, now out of date, was much in vogue
|l eave to those interest edattheend ditbeni8th century. Itlinspiresi the vy . o
revoIHtior@[g mi%dle class in 1788, and it continues

%l o

Meanwhi | e, the I nternatio IS . .0 C.l t 1 n
definitively constituted in 1864after several earlier {6 Be the B ahdPof n’waét?tuéhons thaiahampgr us.

fruitless attempts, shed its rays on Western Europe and However erroneous Jeda c ques Rous s eau(
opened up new horizons to the working class, horizons may be, they have the advantage of giving a

that were to be obscured by the great crisis of 1871. philosophical varnish to the principle of authority, and

of being the theoretical expression of middlass

Let us now stop, so as not to be lured on too far by this interests. For this reason the middle class made them its

retrospetive summary, and let us draw logical

conclusions from it own. ltdrewthemup i n the i De_ cl ar at
) of Man, 0 as wel | as in art

From the landmarks of history that we have mentioned, as to set up for itself a complete compendium of

it follows that at the dawn of the present régime, in exploitation and domination.

1791, the government, as defender of the privileges of
the middle classes, denied antuised all economic

rights to working men, and ground them down until
they were like particles of dust, having no cohesion with
one another, so that they were at the mercy of
exploitation.

Neither is it true, as proclaimed by Darwinists, that
society is but a battlefiehere thestruggle for
existencalone regulates the action of human beings.
This theory, as monstrous as it is erroneous, gives a
false hypocritical and scientific varnish to the worst
forms of exploitation. By these means the middle

Later on the workers emerged from chaos, on which the classes construe thie exploiter is thetrong being
middle classe would like to keep them. They grouped  produced by natural selection, whereas the exploited is
themselves on economic ground apart from any politics. aweak beingthe victim of an invincible necessity (also

The Government, whatever name it is labelled with, natural); and that the weak are compelled to vegetate or
tries to arrest the proletarian movement, and not disappear as the strong derives profit from ane o
succeeding, makes up its mind to sanction the another of these solutions.

improvements oliberties obtained by the workers. The
most salient point in all these agitations and these social
shocks is that exploited and exploiters, governors and
governed, have interessnot onlydistinct but opposed;
and that between thenctass wairin the tuest sense of

the term.

Such a theory could only take root by an arbitrary and
erroneous interpretation o
true, it could only apply to different species anyway.

War among one species is an accidental monstrosity,
among diferent species, living in association, it is also
unnatural, foharmonyis an unquestionable necessity.

ILr}ntir(])i i]gc;ijginimgéemngﬁg dsebe Eaerl?azﬁgr:t?re Trade The human animal needs harmony. If in far distant ages
’ y y |t¥ with his fellowmen, he

contaminati on and the wi he(g;adnotbe{eninsoligag e S
' would MevePhave yrr?erg d frgn'pthergnls?aﬁe. Good
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fellowship among men is not only essentiaptogress
but tolife.

The agreement in order to live, far from causing a
diminution of individuality in man, is a means of
accruing and multiplying his power of wdlking. The
examination of the e conditions ofife that prevail in
human species ends in the negation of theories
circulated by the dominant classes, theories that only
aim at facilitating and justifying exploitation of the
masses.

Indeed, although both
doctrines the
democratism of JJ
Rousseau of the 18th
century and the middie
class Darwinism of the
19thi have theoretical
distinctions, they come
to the same conclusions
they proclaim the spirit
of renunciation, and
teach that
each is limited by the

|l i berty of
means of these
doctrines, the spirit of
sacrifice that went out of
fashion and was
discredited in its
religious aspect has
again risen and become
a social principle. These a c/ass war
doctrines teach that as
soon as man agrees to
live in society, he of
necessity agrede
renounce some of his natural rights. This renunciation
he makes on the altar of Authority and Property, and in
exchange he acquires the hope of enjoying the rights
that have survived his sacrifice.

distinct

Modern nations led away by metaphysics, now wearing
a scientific, now a democratic mask, have bent their
backs and sacrificed their rights; for these doctrines
have been so drilled into them that today even citizens
who pride themselves on being so intetilglly

The most salient point
in all these agitations
an d these social shocks
IS that exploited and
exploiters, governors
and governed, have
Interests, not only
, but opposed,;

and that between them
In the truest
sense of the term.

But in spite of all criminal theories that represent
society as a battlefield, and men as beings only able to
exist if they injure one another, tear one another to
pieces and devour one another, we haregressed, and
the idea of solidarity has flourished because the instinct
of social harmony is more powerful than the theories of
the struggle for existence.

This deduction may be objected to by some, who say
that the State has been an agent of progaeskthat its
intervention has been moralising and pacifying. This
allegation completes the
sophisms quoted above.
The fAorder o ci
the State has consisted
only of repressing and
oppressing the masses in
order that a privileged
minority might profit

the masses being made
malleable by the belief
they have been
impregnated with,
consisting in the
admission that the
renunciation of part of

their fAnatur al
necessary when they
agree to a MfAs«

contract. o

We must oppose the
middle-class defiition

of liberty that sanctions
slavery and misery with

a contrary formula, that
which is the real

expression of social

truth, arising from the fundamental principle of

Ahar mony i n oirthadtésithe libertyaft r u g
each grows when in touch withe liberty of others

The unquestionable evidence of this definition explains
the progressive development of human societies. The
power ofharmony in order to livlhas a dynamic force
superior to the forces of division, repression and
suppression exer@sd by parasitical minorities. That is
why societies have progressed. That is why they have

emancipated accept as an unquestionable axiom that theot consisted solely of butchery, ruins and mourning.

liberty of each is limited by the liberty of others

This lying formula will not bear examination; it means
nothing more and nothing less than a constant and
perpetual antagonism between hurbaings. If it had

It is to our advantage to become impregnated with this
notion of liberty, in order to be proofed against the
inculcation of middleclass sophisms, so as to be able to
understand what the word 0

any truth in it, progress would have been impossible, for that the chief propelling power is humanityhermony

life would have been a continual struggle of enraged
wild beasts. As the human animal could have only
satisfied his wants by injuring his fellow human beings,
it would have meanteverending struggles, wars and
unlimited ferocity.

association

Let us also understand that SOCIETY is the
agglomeration of those individualsat constitute it, and
that it has no individual life of its own apart from them;
consequently there can be no question of aiming at
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happiness other than that of the individual happiness of This enforced and logical harmony causes UNION FOR

the human beings composing society.
UNION FOR PRODUCTION
THE EMBR YO OF SOCIETY
Civic and Democratic Derivatives

Harmony and concord in the battle of life being
recognised as the soci al
method of aggregation will consist of groups; and in
order that individual growth may not be stunted #mat
it should ever continue developing, it is necessary for
the group to be in complete accord with economic
functions.

For human beings these functions have two irreducible
actionsi (1) Consumption(2) Production We are born
consumers, and we becemroducers. Such is the
normal process.

THE CONSUMER

As a consumer, a human being should follow his own
inclination, and in fulfilling this role only think if his
needs, the satisfaction of which will perforce be limited
by possibilities. Consumption is the measure of social
development: the greater it isfeach, the higher is the
level of wellbeing. Present society works in no way
along these lines. Far from being free, the individual is
subject to prohibitions and obstacles that can only be
removed by means of money. Now, as the money is
seized by the geerning class, this class, thanks to the
privileges it enjoys, consumes according to its will and
pleasure. On the other hand, the workers, who have
made natural products consumable, and who besides
this have benefited the capitalist from whom they
receivewages, are placed in a position in which it is
impossible for them to consume according to their
needs.

Such an inequity is intolerable. It is monstrous that
individuals, save children, invalids and old people,
should be able to consume without producihds also

monstrous that the real producers should be deprived o

the possibility of consuming.

PRODUCTION, which is the foundation of society. No
other form of association is so necessary. All others are
of a secondary nature. It alone is the social nucleus, the
centre of economic activity. Btior the productive

group to perform its function normally, it must raise the
individual, and it must never tend to diminish their
autonomy under any pretext whatsoever.
Blcl)stvagsarédly, Ithte awfargnlesls o the funtdargn%nttal p?)trt0 ¢
played by the producer in sety, and the group of

which they have the right to be an integral part, is
relatively new. The identity of interests and communion
of aspirations amongst producers, coordinated
according to their needs, their professional activities and
their tendencies,dve not always been as tangible as
now. The understanding of social phenomena was
impeded by ignorance, even without taking into account
the fact that economic development had not then
acquired the acuteness of our times. Another cause
impeding comprehensn sprung from the survival of

the dominant part formerly played by family groups. At
a given moment, when humanity was mostly composed
of hunting and pastoral tribes, the family fulfilled the
function of social nucleus, a phenomenon explained by
the factthat in those faoff ages production, both
industrial and agricultural, hardly went beyond the
family circle, so that this form of association being
enough for basic needs, barter had not begun to modify
existing conditions.

Today these conditions havedn subjected to such a
transformation that it is impossible to consider the
family as an organic nucleus. It would indeed be
equivalent to legitimising all forms of slavery, for all
slavery follows as a consequence of an authority that
the head of the faily appropriates, by virtue of his
supposed strength and ancestry.

Besides, nobody dreams of such regression. In quite
another direction did the middle class at the dawn of its
revolution in 1789 try to guide the tendencies of the

fpeople towards sociatiyi. The middle class, needing

men who would work, who would be flexible, malleable
and deprived of all power of resistance, destroyed the

Consumption takes precedence over production, for we ponds of true solidarity, the classinder pretext of
consume long before we are capable of producing. Yet uprooting trade privileges formerly looked upon with

in social organisation it is necessary to inveese
terms and make production the starting point.

THE PRODUCER

favour bythe old regime. Then, to fill the empty space
left in the popular consciousness, and to hinder the idea
of association with an economic basis, the reappearance
of which it dreaded, the middle class manoeuvred to

The producer is the basis of everything. She or he fulfils gpstitute in the place of true bonds ofckaniity

the essential organic function that preserves society
from extinction. They are also the first cell of economic
life. It is their unon and good understanding with other
producers who work with the same purpose in niiind
that is to say, at the same industry, the same trade, wit
similar effortsi that creates the bonds of solidarity
which, like a net, stretches over the human collégtiv

resulting from identical interests fictitious and deceptive
bonds of citizenship and democracy.

Religion, which until then had served the powerful of

h the earth to check and restrain the tendency towards

improvement of their lot that impelled thegple, was
relegated to the background. Not that the middle class
di stained the brutalising
considered religion out of date and as having done its
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work. The middle class professed Voltairianism, and frontage enough to change its appearance, and to get it
although it attacked priests suggested to the working  accepted as a new power by the people.

classes superstitions just as debasing as those of
Christianity. SOVEREIGNTY OF THE PEOPLE!
HOME AND COUNTRY! These became the
fashionable idols.

Now in society there is nothing real, except for
economic functionsyhich are completely sufficient for
individuals and useful to groups. Consequently, all
exterior crystallisation and all political superfluity are
THE PATRIOTIC CURB parasitic and oppressive excrescences, and therefore

In a civic direction the middle class glorified patriotic NOXIOUS.

sentimentality. The ideological lines that unite men born But of this the people had no consciousnesd,sa it
by chance between variable frontiers surrounding a was easy to fool them.

certain territory were glorified as sacred. They earnestly
taught that the most glorious day in the life of a patriot
is the one in which they haviee pleasure of being
butchered for their country.

The middle class, with the intention of impeding the
blossoming of economic sovereignty which was
germinating in the freedom of association they had just
stifled, taught the people to turn to the mirage of

They deceived the people with such nonsense and political soverajnty, the powerless manifestations of
hindered them from reflecting on the philosophical which would not disturb capitalist exploitation. The
value of the moral virus they were being infected with. fraud succeeded so well that the belief in political
Thanks to the sound of trumpet and drum, warlikegs equalityi that great hoak has done a good service in
and jingoistic bluster, they were trained to defend what keeping the masses down during the last century.

they had not got: their inheritance. Patriotism can only
be explained by the fact that all patriots without
distinction own a part of social property, and nothing is
more absurd thanatriot without patrimony
Notwithstanding the absurdity, proletarians have
reached the point at which they do not possess a clod of
the national soil; it follows that there is absolutely no And yet the fraud goes olt goes on to such an extent
reason for their patriotism, which is just a disease. that even today there are, amongst swedaning
people, those who still have confidence in these idle
fancies.

Only asmall amount of wisdom is required to
understand that the capitalist and the worker, the
landowner and the dispossessed, are not equals.
Equality is not a fact because both rich and poor are in
the possession of a voting ticket.

Under the old system the military career was a
profession like any other, only more barbarous; and the
army, in which the patriotic big drum was not beaten,  They are victims of a superficial logic; they sum up the
was a medley of mercenar i iafkiendemfdhe populanngassesfandcompageyit to tha f t
the Revolution the middle classes devisédtbad tax numerical weakness of the governing minority, and
Conscriptionfor the people, a natural deduction from suppose that the education of the masses is enough to
the hypothesis that in future the Fatherland was to be  ensure that they will triumph by means of the normal
feverybodyds propertyo; bactonofmajohtes continued to be

property of a fe w, 0 an d t J?h‘éySdS nolfsgeVYhatQh% Heﬁocraﬁc@rgu'ﬁi#g,switﬁ o t
hew system, solved the pilen of causing their . universal suffrage as a bssin hot a homogenous or
pr|V|Ie_g§s to _be protected by others, by those despoiled lasting association, and that it is impossible to regulate

of their inheritance. it with a view to persistent action.

Here, indeed, appears a formidable contradiction. The
bonds of nationality, of which militarism is a tangible
form, and which we are told tends to the defeof
common interests, has a diametrically opposite résult
it checks workingclass aspirations.

This group brings together temporary citizens whose
interests are not identical, such as employers and
employed, and when it unitdsam, it only confers on
them the right to decide about abstractions or illusions.

The want of coherence in Parliaments, their ignorance
of popular aspirations and also their powerlessness, are
facts that have been sifted through so carefully that it is
useless to dwell on them. The result is no better when
we examine the consequences of universal suffrage in
THE DEMOCRATIC CURB municipal districts. A few examples briefdescribed

will demonstrate this.

It is not the ideological frontier that separates nations
into English, French, Germans, etc., that the army
watches over, but principalthe frontier ofrichesin
order to keep the poor chained up in poverty.

The middle class has itself as crafty in a democratic

direction. Having conquered political power and During the last quarter of a century rural municipalities
secured for itself economic domination, it took care not have been, fathe most part, in the hands of peasants.
to destroy the mech&m that had been of use to the Wealthy landowners were not opposed to this conquest,

aristocracy. It confined itself to replastering the State ~ knowing that, owing to the invincible necessities of
present society and the obstacles put in the way by a
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central authority, nothing effectual could be attesdpt Workmen possessing a bit of common sense were
against them. inevitably brought to see the flagrant antagonism that
makes them, the proders, the irreconcilable enemies

of their employers; they are the robbed, their employers
are the robbers.

By Socialist push, the same conquest of municipalities
has been realised in workindass districts; the benefit
to the workers has been small. The municipalities
annihilated by the government have not been ableto  Therefore, for them the discord is so radical that only
realise their programmand disillusions have beenthe pol i ti ci ans or empl oyerséo
consequence. Yet another danger. Workers have turnedii har mony bet ween capital a
from their union to political efforts, all their energy has
gone in this direction and they have neglected economic
organisation, so that bad employers, whose exploiting
ferocity has no limits, have benefited by not finding an
active and vigorous Trade Union group to oppose them.

Besdes, it would not take long for wagmrners to
recognise that the empl oye
exacting, the weaker is working class resistance. Now it
is easy to prove that the isolation of the wagener
constitutes their maximum of weakness. Coupsatly,

In the north of Francé Roubaix, Armentieres, ett. cooperation for production having already taught the
where municipalities are or have been Socialistic, wagesexploited to appreciate the benefits of association, they
are frightfully low. In the Ardenes the same goes. only needed will and initiative to create a group for

There numerous Trade Unions had been formed, but thew o r k e rdefénces e | f
members having allowed themselves to be completely
absorbed by politics, the Unions have lost the power of
opposing their employers.

They soon learned its value. The middle classes, who
hadm f ear of the APeople as
by the people as a fiTrade
To all these defects Democracy adds, if possigea of combination and Trade Union liberty.

greater mistake. Progress, as demonstrated by the whol

L : fn consideration of these first results, repeated attempts
of our historic past, is the consequence of the

revolutionary efforts of conscious minorities. Now have been made to divert the working class froen t
Democrac )c/)r anises the stifling of minoritiés to the Trade Union. In spite of such manoeuvres, the part
y org 9 played by the Trade Union has grown clearer and more

pro_flt of sheeplsh_and conservative ml_at]es [or to N cPrecis , SO much so that in future it can be thus defined:
their mutual fleecing?t r anscri ber sd naodt ef .

In the present, the permanent mission of the Trade

* % %
Union is to defend itself against argduction of

The work of deviating the economic movement vitality 7 that is to say, against any reduction of wages
attempted by the middle class could only be and increase in working hours. Besides resisting attack,
momentary. The corporative group is not the result of it must play a preactive part and strive to increase the
artificial growth. It springs up and develops well-being of the union, which can only be realised by
spontaneously and inevitably in all surroundings. It is to trespassing onapitalist privileges, and constitutes a
be found in ancient times, in the Middle Ages, and sort of partial expropriation.

today, and we can show that at all times its development
has been obstructed by the possessor of privileges, who
fearing the expansive power ofghmethod of

organisation, took up the cudgels againstitithout,
however, succeeding in destroying it.

Besides this talk of incessant skirmishes, the Union is
engaged in the work of integral emancipation, of which

it will effectively be the agent. It will consist of taking
possession of social wealth, now in the hands of the
middle class, and in reorganigisociety on a

It is not astonishing that corporative groups have such Communist basis, so that the maximum amount of

an intense vitality. Their absolute annihilation is social weltbeing will be achieved with a minimum of
impossible to realise. In order to suagdétewould be productive effort.

necessary _to destro_y somety |t_self. Indeed, the co_rporate THE RIGHT OF TRADE UNIONISM

group has its roots in the existing form of production,

and normally proceeds from it. Now, as association for We will now examine how Trade Unionism is

production is an inevitable necessity, how could it be  constituted. Forming part of a certain corporatgm,
possible for workrs gathered together for this purpose infinitesimal minority of bold individuals, possessing

to limit their cooperation to matters only useful to their enough character, create a group in order to resist and to
employers, who benefit by exploitation in common? In  fight capitalists.

order to satisfy capitalist interests, producers were
brought together in economic groups, and they would
have had the intelligence of molluscs had they not
enough judgement to overstep the boundaries imposed
on them by their exploiters.

What will the attitude taken by this handful of militants
be? Will they wait to state their claims till they have
won over, if not the whole, at least the majority of their
fellow workers belonging to corporation?
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They would act in this way if into the economic struggle and the starting point efhich is an act of conscious
they introduced the political prejudices held by the individuality.

majority. The right of every individual to rise against oppression

But as the everyday practical demands of the struggle and exploitation cannot be denied. The right of a man
are more urgent than democratic sophisms, the logic of who stands alone to protest and rebel against all remains
life impels them into action, towaraew ideas opposed inalienable. Should it please the massdsand their

to the political formulas with which they have been backs beneath the yoke and lick the boots of the
saturated. To obtain this result, it is not necessary for masters, what matters it to him? The man who abhors
the combatants to possess a great quantity of judgementringing, and, unwilling to submit, rises and rebels, such
but only if they not be paralysed by formulas and as man has right on his side against all. His right is clear
abstractions.

We hare even witnessed, in a very important
circumstance, the politician Basly respect Trade Union

principles and demand that hey be put into practise. It is The f/'ghl‘ of these
almost superfluous to add that this manoeuvre on his

part was unadulterated cunning, in order to dditre masses will One(y take
revolutionary tendenci es. 't was at th Mi ner so

Conference held at Lens in 1901 when the question of a 5/76'1,09 and be WOff/?)/ of

general strike was being discussed, that Basly
endeavoured to impede the movement by proposing a fESpECl' W/7€/7 men,

referendum; and, contrary to democratic theories, he

caused the Congress to decide that the number ef non tired of obedience and

voters should be added to the total of the majority.

This politician, who thought himself so cunning, would WOf/(//?g for others,
have been very astonished if it had been pointed out to .
him that, instead of having trickedet congress, he had dream of rebellion.

acted as a revolutionary and had been inspired by Trade
Union principles. Indeed, in this particular instance,
Basly paid no attention to the opinion of men without
judgement; he looked down on them as human zeros, and unquestionable. &lright of downtrodden masses,

only fit to be addedo thinking units, as inert beings as long as it is restricted to tReght of Slaveryis
whose latent powers could only be put into motion by ~ unworthy of notice and cannot be compared to it. The
contact with energetic and bold men. This way of right of these masses will only take shape and be worthy

looking at things is the negation of democratic theories ©Of respect when men, tired of obedience and working
that proclaim equality of rights for all men, and teach  for others, dream of rebellion.

that he sovereign will of the people is fully carried out Therefore, when a group is formed within which men of
by means of universal suffrage. Basly was not clear on  j,ggement come into contact with one another, they

this point, and for a while, forgetting his political need not take the apathy of the masses into account. It is

theories, he was easily influenced by the economic enough for Trade Unionists to regret that ttisimkers
doctrines of his surroundings. lay aside heir rights; they cannot allow them the

Let us alsaemark that democracy has never beenin  Strange privilege of impeding the proclamation and
vogue amongst corporate groups. Face to face with realisation of the right of a thinking minority.

social needs, combatants in the ranks of Trade Without any theory having been elaborated beforehand,
Unionism solved problems as their common sense Trade Unionists were inspired and guided by these ideas

taught them. Their deeds, therefore, preceded the

, _ sl whenthey formed groups. They acted, and still act, in
declaration of Trad&nion principles.

harmony with them.

Trade Unionists have never believed that they must From this we gather that Trade Union right has nothing
consult the entire working class according to rule; and in common with democratic right.

suit their action to please the majority. As many as were _ _ o o
of one mind formed a group, and presented their claims The one is the expression of unthinking majorities who

without taking hee of nonthinkers. form a compact mass that would stifle thimk

) | o ] minorities. By virtue of t
Could anything be more natural! Let us distinguish peopled, which teaches tha

between the theoretical and abstract right that equals, this democratic right ends by sanctioning
democracy dangles before our eyes, and the true and  oconomic slavery and oppressing men of initiative,
tangible right that represents the whole of our interests, progress, science and liberty.
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Trade Uniorright is the exact opposite. Starting from
individual sovereignty and the autonomy of human
beings, it ends in agreement in order to live: in
solidarity, so that its logical, unquestionable
consequence is the realisation of social liberty and

equality.

expansion, breeds poverty and disease, and dries up the
sptings of life. Convinced that mutual aid in order to

live is the precondition of all social progress, Trade
Unionists identify their interests with the common
interest. That is why when they do act, it is not in their

own name, but in the name of the peopl®se destiny

Thus we can understand that
by virtue of their individual
sovereignty Trade Unionists
have grown strong by coming
into contact with other
identical sovereignties; they
do not wait until the nation
agrees to manifest their will;
they think and they act im¢
name of all, as if their group
were really composed of the
masses as a whole. Logic
leads them to think and act aj
if they were those whole of
the working clas$ in fact,

the entire nation.

Besides, what proves to us
that militant Trade Unionists
arejustified in considering
themselves exponents of the
aspirations and the will of all
is that when circumstances

require iti for example, in a

capitalist production
will give way to
economic federation,
brought about the
cohesion of producing
groups, whose
members will assure
to human beings the
maximum of well -
being and liberty.

case of strife with their

employerd nonUnionists follow the Trade Union lead
and spontaneously group themsslvighting side by
side with their comrades who have organised the
movement with patience and energy.

The nonUnionists, the unthinking, need therefore not

they shape. By further
logic they do not limit
their activity to their
Association, but, stating
general claims, they
extend it to the whole of
the working class. This,
when they have wrung
an improvement from
capitalism, they expect
all to benefit by iti all!
NorntUnionists! The
unthinking, even
blacklegs!

This feeling of
broadminded fraternity,
this profoundly human
understanding of social
harmony, raises Trade
Unionism to a plane of
excellence. Its
superiority to democratic
principles, wich only
breed shabby tricks,

fratricidal struggles and social conflict, is
unquestionable. Therefore, Trade Union right is the
expression of the new, profoundly human right that
rouses the conscience and opposes ancient dogmas by
preparing social regenéian; a society in which the
oppressive system of law will be replaced by a system

be offended by this sort of moral guardianship assumed of free contracts consented to by all parties concerned,

by those with judgement. Militant Trade Wnists

improvable or revocable at will, in which capitalist

refuse none who come with goodwill, and those who are production will give way to economic federation,

hurt at being treated as unworthy of notice need only
withdraw from their inferior position, shake off their
inertia, and enter a Trade Union.

More than this, laggards have no right to complai,
they profit by results gained by their comrades who
think and fight, and benefit without having had to suffer

in the struggle.

Thus the benefits gained by a few are extended to all,
which proves the superiority of the Trade Union over
demaocratic rightHow far Trade Union principles are
removed from middle class platitudes, which teach that
every worker is the master of their own destiny! In the
working class, every worker has the conviction that
when fighting for themselves they are fighting for all,
and it never enters their heads to find in this a motive

for recrimination or inaction.

The workers despise the narrowness and pettiness of
middle-class egoism, that under the cloak of individual

well-being and liberty.

| t woul d be

mor e
these articles | have endeavoured to define the ideas that

brought abouthe cohesion of producing groups, whose
members will assure to human beings the maximum of

CONCLUSION

to the

po

guide Trade Wions. The most important is still to

ideas.

follow. It is to show the harmony of Trade Union action
with Trade Union theories, and by an accumulation of
facts and examples prove that, even sometimes
unconsciously, Trade Unions are inspired by these

Theydemonstrate that the application of these guiding
ideas greatly influences present society, and that face to

face with ancient organisms overtaken by old age, there
are being developed germs of a new society in which

human beings will evolve without hindree in the
midst of autonomous groups.
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Also, we are led to conclude that there is no essential
difference between the precarious existence of the
modern wagevorker and that of the Serfs of the Middle
Ages.

The Hell of WagelLabour

What position does the workétthe employeé& occupy
in todaybés society?

This is what we do ndeach in state schools. Certainly, the modern waggorker benefits (in a small

It is therefore up to those concerned to improve their ~ proportion) from the scientific and industrial advances
education for themselves on this subject, deliberately  that change social living: he eats@ates that would
neglected by bourgeois teachers. Besides, this does nothave seemed luxurious to the ancient slave; he is
require great knowledge or enormous brain power. You illuminated by oil, candle, gas or electricity, all methods

just neeccommon sense.

Social questions are not difficult,
abstruse and abstract matters. Yo
do not need to be a genius to
convince yourself that all human
beings must have a secure
existence and not be obliged to
lead, from cradle to grave, the life
of a slae.

Now, a little insight and reflection
leads the worker to realise that thi
is far from being the case! His fate
is at the mercy of the MASTER.
Tomorrowds brea
Today, if he finds a boss (for
whose enrichment he works) who
agrees to eploy hm, he struggles
to survive; but, if this boss, for
whatever reason, sacks him, here
this worker fac
worries of unemployment grip
him!

The Law (codified expression of
the fAgreato pri
proclaimed’ as a joke? thePoor
the equal of the Rich. And here is
this Poor Man, in his capacity as a
Free Man, hauling around his

of lighting that are far removed from the smoky lamps
or resin torches of the Middle Ages.

But these wonders of the
human geniu$ and so many
others that it is superfluous to
list themi if they can be the
condiments of welbeing and
happiness, do not constitute the
essential elements. To be
happy, it is not enough to
enjoy the sight of or even to
have, as far as you can affatd
T automobiles, railways,
telegraphs, telephones, etc.,

Happines$ which is the
sublimation of welbeingi
results from a normal balance
between productive effort and
the possibility of consuming

a balance that allows you to
enjoy life without streses or
worries. Happiness consists in
the serenity of mind resulting
from the certainty of assured
existence, in the present and
the future; it consists in not
being under the subordination
of anyon& no more a boss
than a leadeir and knowing yourself, orally and

carcass in search of an exploiter who wants him as a
voluntary slave. If he rebels, refusing to prostitute his
muscles and his brain for the benefitlee Bourgeoisie,
he only escapes wagdgbour to doom himself to
Penury. Science, however wonderful the progress it makes, does
not alter the social relations which place the Worker
under the control of thedpitalist. These relations are
Alas, no! It is the lot of all workerithis is the fate of always those of Master and Slave. Obviously, over the
the people of the 20th century!

materially, an autonomous being, freed from all the
shackles and all the servitudes arising from human
wills.

Is such a fate exceptional?

! New, complete translation. A section was included by Daniel GuéNmiGods, No Masters: An Anthology of Anarch{gi{
Press, 2005) as #fAWhat is the Union?06 and transl ated by P
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ages, under the pressure of the spirit of revolt, they haveHowever, the happy life of this privileged person is only
lessened at least in form. in appearance the result either of his individual effort or
of his personal merit: in reality, it derives from his
cunning or his villainy in the monopolisation of Capital

T unless the fortune came to him whilst he was sleeping,
by chance of birth and by way of inheritance.

Nominally, the Wagevorker is a Free Man, whereas
the ancient Slave was a livingramodity, which was
trafficked, and the Serf of the Middle Ages was an
impersonal thing, attached to the soil and suffering the

vagaries of the domain upon which he vegetated. Individual effort, no more than personal merit, is not
However, this liberation, completely notional and sufficient to explain the establishment of a sizeable
formal [toute fictive et |[égal, has not released the fortune: the man who would limit himself simply

Wageworker from his economic subjugation. In fact, accumulating the direct product of his person labour,

he is at the complete mercy of the Capitalist. Nay, in who would not increase the meagre wealth thus

some ways, his fate is more uncertain than that of the  acquired by making it groivthat is to say, by
Ancient Sl ave; the | att er émploynginteexpoit lyis felloavs aither bynteadeeor big i
appreciated by the owner who had an interest in keepingindustryi such a person could save a dmakt egg,

his fimerchandi seodo i n goodbutnotbetonte a Gapitalistt o avoi d

depreciation. To become a Capitalist, it is absolutely necesgary

Today, the Capitalist no longer owns the Workée amass the labour of others

I' i mits hi ms_e_l f .t O renti ngwﬁa{tﬁghiséa&tal'} his way the expl
liability is reduced to a minimum; he only has to answer

for fArental r i sksthatiatoshy, a g Accumulated habaydryistallised s/eadh

in the event of accidents, a sudden breach of contract,
etc.,| the hirer of yvg_rkers finds in the law the means to acquire the
avoid his responsibility. -
Then when the productive / /] characteristic of
Vigaur of the wasavorker . 2roperty! Authority: ..are  Capalitis
declines, the boss suffers

But in order for thgroduct of labouii wealthi to

no loss: he dismissahis . merely the manifestation g;fﬁerg“(';‘g%”ybe
worthless worker, despite . . others than its
the fact that this and divergent expression creators. a
unfort_unate man ha_d for_ a formidab’le
'fg?t%rt,'éne helped build his of one and the same iniquity.

Thus, in tod O p r1 nc.i p |l ed wh i Igge\?tlglzli(r?ggsénbg
the Proletarian never has . ] . transforming the
tomorrowos | In the realis  ation and products of Nature

and his exhausting toil according to the

does not secure him from Consecration Of human needs and desires

the miseries thdte can of humans create

see in his future: .

unemployment, iliness, olc SerVItUde- Weélth

ageé And he nas no _ Ifthl_ngaIth
illusions! He has no hope that with instruction, thrift, remained unownedrppersonnellgi sociali it would

resignatioi and ot her soothi ng fconstiute a eommon asset and, muitipliedrand enhanced
his educators have stuffed hinine will be able to avoid  indefinitely thanks to the efforts of all, it would be the

the back luckvhich, resulting from a defective Social source of general webleing.

Organisation, strikes indiscriminately and blindly.
Indeed, his wage is so insufficient that he consumes it
as he goes along, to make ends meet; on the other handWealthi CREATED BY LABOURI is, at its root,

Unfortunately, this isiot yet the case!

his situation is always unstable, because hetfeeat channelled, individualised and monopolised by the

absolute mercy of his boss who, without shame, can  exploiters. It is thus transmuted by them, for their

throw him into the street today or tomorrow. selfish benefit, int€Capital

How Capital is created Consequently, from its origitGapital emerges athe
product of Theft

Contrasting with the faté uncertain, precarious and _ o
joylessi that is the existence of the Worker, that of the Here is the process: parasitesither because they are

Capitalist is crammawith leisure and excess. scoundrels or because they
they have saved from their personal production
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accumul ate fALabour d whi c hdevelogegin gamlielnvihl the rise in therlevel bfs r e a
producers and, by this idulent transactiorCapital is popular consciousnegsand this is why, today, the
formed. They carry out t hnumbefoflseaalpenps isogreater than ever befarenp |y
they are industrialists, and supposing that they employ
workers producing each and every day a value of fifteen
francs, they will keep ten francs under the pretext of
general expenses, the return on Capital, etc., and they
will distribute the remaining hundred sous as wages to

Moreover, in order to gain better acceptance, these
parasite$ priests, judges, military officersfc.i have

known how to give the institutions in whose heart they
ensconced themselves an appearance of usefulness; this,

the worker: if they are traders they will sell for eight in order to encourage the naive to believe that social life

) . in clgsely linked to the functioning of these superfluous
francs that which is wort Qnd?leg}erss?vgo&. In this way human servitude has

There are no nuances or distinctions to be drawn in the been justified and legitimise@roperty, Authority have
abusive and criminal deductions made by the parasitic become the Palladium of servitude.

minority, to the detriment of the productive mass. The
social swindlgs perpetrated with the same intensity in
all branches of human activity: the landowner exploits
the peasant who cultivates thelspist as the factory
boss exploits the worker and the myriad of merchants,
traders, intermediaries, etc. are exploiters in the same
way.

But it would be pointless to claim to have established
which appeared first amongst the two forms of human
constraintsymbolsd by these two fip
not prior to the other; neither follows from the other:
they are the same. In early times, they merged into each
other and if, in the course of time, there has been a split,
it was under the influence of the phenomeimactv led
Equivalence of Authority and Property to the division of labour in Humanity. Just as the

division of labour was expressed in the useful
functioning of society, so it was undertaken in the
institutions of servitude. This is why our negation of
Property cannot be reconciled with tharaffation of

Thus from a scrupulous examination of economic
conditions, it follows that soety is divided into two
classes as distinct as they are hostile:

On one side, the ROBBERS: the MasteGapitalists Authority or, visa versa, the affirmation of Property

and Landowners; with the negation of Authority.

On the others, the ROBBED: the enslavdectory and Property! Authority!.. are merely the manifestation and
workshop workers, employees, miners, peasants. di vergent expression of on

which results in the realisation and conseorabf

human servitude. There is therefore only a difference in
how they are viewed: seen from one angle, slavery
Compared to the mass of the Robbed, the Robbers are appears as @rime of Propertywhile, from another

small in number. Thus, if they had relied for the angle, it is seen asGrime of Authority

perpetuation of their privileges only on physical
strength or even individual prestigaeir reign would

not last long. So, to remedy their numerical inferiority,
they utilised a ruse: in order to protect themselves
against hints of revolt by their victims, the Robbers
have secured their plunder with Principles: they
proclaimedProperty, Authoritye Property, which is

just Authority over thingsAuthority, which is just
Property in human beingsé

But Society does notppear with this schematic
simplicity: here the Robber, the Robbed.

I n Lif e, t hieamazlesifopPeoplchavp | e s
been expressed in oppressive institutions whose facade
alone has changed over the ages. At present, in spite of
all the transformations carried out in the regime of
Property and the modifications made in the exercise of
Authority i all superficialtransformations and
modificationsi submission, constraint, forced labour,
hunger, etc. are the lot of the working classes.

Brigands thus became the privileged and, thanks to the This is why _”“? Hell of Wagéa_bour IS a c!|smal heli
peoplebés |l ack of consciou @eb\\//gsgBrg_ajorgyno huTag\lﬁeglgsgaplg '5& the_res, eﬁe@ t
their crimes against Humanity. of Well- €ing anq erty. nd in th.'s hg |, déspite the
democratic trappings which cover it, misery and sorrow
Appropriately, the revelation of the PRINCIPLES flourish in abundance.

involved intermediaries, a social layer of paraditdse

Pimpsi whose mission consisted in the proclamation, How to break free?

the justification, the defence of the Privileged. Inevitably, a day comes when the above reflections
ThePimpsi privileged themselveis have, thankso an ~ Vaguely preoccupy the Worker who, until then,
imbroglio of poisonous institutions, collaborated in emasculated by prejudicded stray by bourgeois

education, remained voluntarily harnessed to the

_ ) ~ capitalist yoke, with the indifferent apathy of a plough
Only in times of crass iggorance, when the Peoplebds

spirit of enquiry was not to be feared, was the imbroglio
of parasitic institutions was uncomplicated; it has

keeping the Robbed under the yoke.

From that day onwards, the instinct of reviolwhich is
only the instinct for progress, made explosive by the
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oppressiomwhich hinders its logical progression
transforms the Worker: he acquires the sense of his
weakness; he notes that it is the result of the isolation
and selfishness advocated by the Bourgeoisie. From
then on, the desire arises within him to enter into
contact with his fellows in order to remedy his
individual powerlessness, because he releases that his
Weakness with become Strength through the action of
the group and thanks to the practice of solidarity.

Moreover, the form of exploitation which he suffers
encourages him to organise as a group. Industry has
agglomerated him with his fellows in workshops,
factories, mils. What could be more natural than to
unite with oneb6s comrades
accord led to revolts, also unconscious, but whose
relative success gave rise to the trade group.

Therefore, the Worker whose consciousness awakes,
sees the need to grotqmether and, quite naturally, he
takes the path of the Union.

The Essential Grouping

The trade grouping is, in fact, the sole body which, in its
constitution, satisfies the aspirations which drive the
Wageworker: it is the only agglomeration of human
beings produced by the absolute identity of interests,
since it has its reason for existing in the form of
production, upon which it models itself and of which it
is merely an extension.

What in fact is the union? An association of workers
united by trade &s.

Depending on the situation, this trade combination can
be expressed at times by the narrower link of craft or, in
the massive industrialisation of the 20th century,
embrace proletarians from several trades but whose
efforts contribute towards a commtask.

However, whatever the form preferred by its members
or imposed by circumstances, whether the union
aggl omeration is |imited
the Aindustry, 06 the same
Which is:

1. To constantly stand up to thepdoiter: force him to
abide by the improvements won; stop any attempt to
backslide; then, also, to strive to lessen exploitation by
demanding partial improvements such as: reduction of
working hours, increased pay, better conditions,ietc.
changes whichalthough they relate only to details, are
nonetheless effective attacks on capitalist privileges as
well as an attenuation of them.

2. The Union aims to cultivate increasing coordination
of relations of solidarity, so as to make possible, sooner
rather tkan later, the expropriation of the capitalist, the
only basis that can serve as a starting point for a
complete transformation of society. It is only after this
legitimate social restitution that any possibility of
parasitism can be destroyed. Only tiiemhen no one is

obliged to work for someone else, Wdgbour being
abolished will production become social in its
outcome as it is onset: at that time, economic life being
a genuine fusion of reciprocal efforts, all exploitation
will not only be abolisad but become impossible.

Thus, thanks to the Union, the Social Question
expresses itself with such clarity and acuteness that its
obviousness imposes itself upon the least perceptive;
the trade grouping unambiguously draws the line

: ana oniiiApkSROI0E,
Union... Soclety Is
exposed as  itis: on

one side, the
Workers d the
ROBBED; on the
other, the Exploiters,

the ROBBERS.

between Wagevorkers ad Masters. Thanks to it,
Society is exposed as it is: on one side, the Woilkers
the ROBBED; on the other, the Exploiters, the
ROBBERS.

For this reason, because it is the only group which
illuminates fully and constantly the antagonism of
interests and shes Society divided into two distinct

ang irrqconeilable elasses weyUnigryreveals gselfdp a s
lbeing thecessentjakgrowpinghg gssociadiaR@al g e s .
excellence. Therefore it must take precedence over all
types of human agglomerates; all must be subordinate to
it, for if there are very useful ones, it alone is
indispensable.

To remain aloof of the Union, to be willing to ignore it,
to steer clear of it, is tantamount for the Worker being
disinterested in his own fate. It is therefore logical that
all those who d not calmly accept human exploitation
and who do not resign themselves to misery should join
the trade association. Only there can they meet and
work together, sure of not wasting effort. In the Union,
in fact, there is no possibility of misunderstanding:
given that there is a grouping based on the identity of
interests, usefulness is complete.

This characteristic of absolute usefulness is not found in
the other various forms of grouping; all of them can
have useful aspects, whilst still permitting flawsla
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defects to develop which deprive them of the
characteristic of necessity.

The Affinity Group

In this category of useful groupings, although
inevitability it does not apply to all, can be placed the
AFFINITY GROUPS that, for a long time, thvarious
social and revolutionary schools have advocated as the
basis for organising and which some have not hesitated ; !
to even proclaim superior to the Union. social transformation.

The AFFINITY GROUP is a gP0puomwyy of Aideaso,

Afopi ni onso and nSotial @Girden t e r Hosvever duperior the Wnion nhah ke to every other form
the Study GroupthePopular University etc. of grouping, it does not follow that it has an innate and
independent existence from that imparted tuyitts
member. This is why, in order to act as conscious union
members, they must participate in the work of the
Union. And it would be, on their part, to have no
conception of what constitutes the strength of this
grouping were they to suppose that thaye affirmed
themselves perfect union members by doing their duty
by the Union financially.

very fact, facilitated the emergence of various kinds of
groupingsi starting with the Unions.

Therefore, thigritique of affinity groups is a simple
indication that their activity, however eminently good it
may be, is not paramount; it cannot dispense with
participating in union action which, because it has its
roots in the economic terrain, is the only one diaali

to change working conditions and prepare and carry out

There is, in these groupings, intellectual cohesion,
moral communion, identity of aspirations,
commonalities of hopes and visions of the future, etc.,
but they lack the material basis which can give these
groupings lasting vitality; being only the result of
intellectual postulations and not of tangible interests
they risk breaking up when the aspirations they
synthesise cease to be in complete harmony or when
lack of success dampens enthusiasm. Of course, it is a good thing to pay dues regularly, but
that is only the smallest part of what a convinced

Itis tothese symptoms of disintegration that the member owes to himséifand therefore to the Union:

stagnation of affinity groupings must be attributed.

They can, in periods of heightened social agitation, gemrgtjtesr gf i’ts m:)ngtarf c?)n(t;ritbu’tionsbt:an tﬁew are t
experience a considerable growth, but this is an ) . ye :
mul tiplication of its memb

artificial phenomenon because their recruiting being
subodinated to the acceptance by the new supporters of The Individual is the constituent cell of the Union.
the theories advocated, it follows that such recruitment Except the union member is spared the depressing

is problematic. Then, by the very fact that in these
groupings all material interest is lacking, there is a
tendency to be selective, to satisfy seléwith

phenomenon which manifests itself in democratic
circles where Universal Suffrage is venerated, the
tendency to crush and diminish the human personality.

abstractions and also to isolate oneself from the mass ofln a democratic setting, the voter can use his will only

the people. for an act of abdi gatviewn:hi
Afsayd to the candidate who
A 0

To attend an affinity group, to continue to participate in .
y group, P P Arepresentative.

it, it is necessary to have already undergone an
intellectual evolution, to have understood all the
horrendousness olirrent society and want its
transformation. The unconscious worker who
mistakenly visits runs the risk of feeling estranged by
the discussions which take place there and which,
furthermore, he does not understand the significance;
there is therefore a ahce that, lacking the impetus of a
tangible benefit, he loses interest and does not return to
this circle.

Membership of the Union has no such implications and
even the greatest riicker could not discover the
slightest infringement on the human personality in it:
after as beforeghe union member is what he used to be
I afterwards, as before, autonomous he was and
autonomous he remains.

In joining the union, the Worker merely enters into a
contract, always revokable, with comrades who are his
equals, in Will and Power, and at nmé will the

The evidence is there, showing the truth of the matter: opinions he may be prompted to utter, the actions in
the affinity groups which have proliferated for a quarter which he may happen to participate, have the

of a century have not grown stelgdin spite of the suspension or abdication of the personality which
intense propaganda they have conducted; their distinguish and characterise the ballot.

development and vitality have been dependent on
individual activities to the point that, when these have
faltered or failed, the affinity group has vegetated.

In the Union, for example, it is a question of appoigti
a Union Council to take charge of administrative
matters. This fisel ecti
el ecti ono; t he met hod
such circumstances is merely a procedure whereby

labour can be divided and is not accompaniednyy a

delegation of authority. The strictly defined functions of
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Despite this, it cannot be dexi that the work of these of
groupings was fruitful; in the past they have, in many

areas, awakened popular consciousness and, by that



the Union Council are only administrative. The Council
performs the task entrusted to it, without ever
overriding the members,

without substituting itself  the Union establishes itself as
a school for the will:

for them or acting in
their place.

The same can be said of fynction reflects the
all decisions taken in the

Union; all are restricted
to a definite and specific
act, whereas in the
democratic domain,
election implies that the
elected candidate has
received a blank cheque
from his electors which
allows him to dede and
do as he pleases, on
everything and for
everythingé , without

even the hindrance of the possibly contrary wishes of
his constituents whose opposition in such a ¢ase
however strong it may keis of no consequence until
such time as the electedrep s ent ati veobs
run its course.

IS because it

So there is no possible paraliehnd even less
confusioni between Union Action and participation in
the disappointing chores of Politics.

In a wellfunctioning Union, the personality of the
Union Member radiatesithout barriers. In addition to
safeguarding his autonomy, it is only in this
environment that he can reach his maximum potential.

Of course, it may be that in some current groupings this
fullness of life is not attained. But this lack of
development shdd never be for workefiswhatever

their mentalityi a sufficient reason to stand outside the
Union. On the contrary! It is incumbent on these who
are aware of this deficiency in the trade body, of which
they are a part, to contribute to its organisationa
evolution. If the Union were an institution with rigid

members and, if it is the
highest form of association, it

concentrat.
Strength, made effective by
their DIRECT ACTION

see these defects not to use them as a pretext to become
disinterested in the Union and to leave it, but to

redouble their efforts to
point out the danger in

an amicable manner and

its prime to strive to destroy it.

w ill of its

Moreover, union
activity remedies these
defects, which are
regressive tendencies,
by an impetus which is
specific to it: the
elimination of the
residues of dmocratism
takes place
spontaneously, by
normal development.

IS the

on of

It is inevitable that this

is so, for these is no
possibility of agreement between the two doctrines:
Trade Unionism and Democratism are two opposite
poles which exclude and neutralise each other.
Examples abound, which everyone can recall: in all the
&L8nd icas}oﬁpin& &re Politics has infiltrated,
disintegration and decline has been noted.

This is because Democratism is a social superfluity, a
parasitic and foreign excrescence, while Trade
Unionism is the logical expression of an expansion of
Life; it is a rational cohesion of human beings and that
is why, instead of restricting their individuality, it
extends and develops it.

The Union, School for the Will

Socratesodos di ct umthefyniano w
compl emented by the maxi

Thus, the Union establishes itself as a school for the
will: its prime function reflects the Will of its members
and, if it is the highest form of association, it is because
itistheconcentratot of t he wor ker séo
effective by their DIRECT ACTION, an inspiring form

t h
m:

structures, into which the working masses must perforceof the conscious activity of the will of the proletarian

be fitted, a certain reluctance could be understandable.
Except this is not the case, the Union is a living body; it
is the constantly modifidé extension of the
individualities that compose it and it is shaped by the
mentality of its members. It is therefore incumbent on
them not to allow it to stagnate, nor to become
paralysed under the influence of democratic narcotism.

It would be a big mistke to trace the responsibility for
the defects that may exist in certain groupings to the
very principle of the Union. The opposite is true; if
defects are noted in trade groupings, it is because the
mass of union members, still imbued with
Democratism, &ve implanted into union circles the
political errors which it has been saturated for too long.
Consequently, it is incumbent on astute members who

class.

The Bourgeoisie has contrived to preach resignation and
patience to the People by giving it hope that peegr

would be accomplished by a miracle, without effort on
its part, thanks to the St
This is nothing more than the continuation, in less inane
form, of millenarian and religious beliefs. Now, while

the leaders were trying Bubstitute this disappointing
illusion for the no less disappointing religious mirage,
the Workers created in the shadows, with an

indomitable and unfailing tenacity the organism of
liberation that is the Union.

This organism, a veritable School for thelly\Was
formed and developed during the 19th century. Itis
thanks to it, thanks to its economic character that
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Workers were able to resist inoculation by the virus of  After having posited as a principle that the Workers
politics and defy every attempt to divide them. have to rely only upon their own forces, the

It was in the first half of the 19theatury that trade Lntrgrgaélolnaf I’?l a tDiec;: r: ac: fa t tl ho en r?eo cmepsl Se
groupings were established, in spite of the interdicts Ll L

aimed at them. The persecution of those who had the atgongmyhby !ndlcatln(ﬁ_that Itis Qt?lly by DIR_ECT .
audacity to unionise was ruthless, so it took ingenuity to ACTION that it can achieve tangible results; it added:
evade repression. So, in order to group together without Considering,

too much riskWorkers disguised their resistance
associations behind innocuous appearansegh as
mutual societies.

That the economic subjection of the worker to
the owners of the means of labour, which is to
say, the sources of life, is the primary cause of
The Bourgeoisie has never taken umbrage with his political, moral and material servitude;
charitable bodies, knowing very well that, being mere
palliatives, they cannot in any way serve as a rgmed
for the evil of poverty. Hope in charity is a soporific
poultice good only for preventing the exploited from

That the economical emancipation of the
workers is consequently the great end to which
every political movemennust be subordinate

reflecting upon their dismal lot and searching for a as amearns
solution to it. This is why mutual associations have Thus, thenternationaldid not confine itself to clearly
always been tolerated, if not encouradpy rulers. procl aiming workersd auton

Declaration by affirming that political agitations,
modifications to the governmental form, should not
impress workers to the point of making them forget
economic realigs.

Workers were able to take advantage of the tolerance
granted to these groups: under the pretext of helping
each another in the event of illness, of setting up
retirement funds, etc., they got together, but in pursuit
of a more virileobjective: they were preoccupied with The current trade union movement is only the logical
improving their living conditions and aimed to resist the continuation of that of thenternational the

empl oyersodo demands. Thei r concardance is 8bsolute and it isian the samejaing
successful in deceiving the authorities which, alerted by that we continue the work of our predecessors.

the employerso denunciati gfser widn thérBmalichdiida®isuh fis®d t hes

suspect mutual help societies.

premses, the workersd Will w
Later when the Workers, by dint of experienak, clearsi ghted, the proletariat
acting for themselveselt strong enough to defy the insufficiently developed for the economic approach to

law, they discarded the mutualist disguise and boldly  prevail without the possibility of deviation.

called their groupings RESISTANCE SOCIETIES. The working class had to endure the diverting influence

A splendid name! Exgssive and clear. It is a of squalid politicians who, seeing the People merely as
programme of action in itself. It proves how much the  a steppingstone, flatter it, hypnotise it and betray it. It
Workersi even though trade groups were still also let itself be carried away by loyal, disinterested
embryonici sensed the necessity not to follow men who, imbued with democratism, placed too much

politicians and also not merge their interests with those importance to an excessive stati
of the Bourgeoisie, butn the contrary, to stand against

) ” . It is thanks to the double influence of these elements
and in opposition to it.

that, in the current period (which began with the

Instinctively, it was the beginning of the CLASS slaughter of 1871) the trade union movement vegetated
STRUGGLE, which thénternational Workers for a long time, pulled in various directions. On the one

0 A's s 0 avasdatprowde the clear and definitive hand, sordid politicians strove timmesticate the unions
formul ation, by procl ai mi angmaketlzem suppbrHtee government: on the other,
EMANCIPATION OF THE WORKERS MUST BE Socialists of various schools endeavoured to ensure that
CARRIED OUT BY THE WORKERS their faction would prevail. So both intended to
THEMSELVES. 0 transform the Unions from
This formula, a brill:i ant I5P¥P?m8tion of Workerso
Strength, purged of all dross of democratism, wasto ~ The tradeunion movement has too vigorous roots, it is
serve as a guiding idea for the entire proletarian too inevitable a necessity for these divergent efforts to
movement. It was, moreover, merely theomnd be able to hinder its development. Today, it continues
categorical affirmation of tendencies germinating the work of thdnternational that of the pioneers of the
amongst the People. This is abundantly demonstrated byir e si st anc e s o dal geoupingss@f and
the theoretical and tactical agreement between the course, tendencies have become clearer, theories are
hitherto underground and clarfied, eutthee é amabsolateiconcardariceobetiveen o
movement and thimternationab s i Dedlaratioa. | the 19th century trade union movement and that of the
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20th century: one flows from the other! There is a
logical development, aascent towards an ever more
conscious Will and expression of the increasingly
coordinated Strength of the Proletariat, which blossoms
into a growing unity of aspiration and action.

Union Work

Union work has a twofold purpose: it must pursue, with
relentles tenacity, improvements in the current
conditions of the working class. But, without letting
themselves become obsessed with this transient work,
workers must be concerned with making possitdad
imminenti the essential act of complete emancipation:
EXPROPRIATION OF THE CAPITALIST.

The superiority of the Union over other methods of
uniting individuals lies in the fact that the work for
partial improvements and that more decisive social
transformation are carried out simultaneously and in
parallel. Andit is precisely because the Union reflects
this twofold tendency and faces it without destroying
any initiative, without stifling any aspiration, without
sacrificing the present to the future any more than the
future to the pr etshebntod it
establishes itself as the grouping par excellence.

Current Work

At present, Union Action aims at the conquest of
partial, gradual improvements which, far from being a
goal, can only be considered as a means to demand
more and wresting new imprements from Capitalism.

The bosses find in the Union a domain of resistance
which is in geometric proportion to the resistance of its
members: it curbs the appetites of the exploiter; it
makes him maintain less draconian working conditions
than those regting from the individual contract

inflicted upon the isolated wageorker. For the one
sided contract between the boss armoured with Capital
and the proletarian with nothing, it substitutes the
collective contract.

Now, facing the employer stands the Unishich
mitigates the despicabl e
hands, by stemming, to a certain extent, the dire
conseguences of a pool of unemployed workers: which
imposes on capitalist respect for workers and also, in
proportion to its strength, demantiait he stop using
perks as incentive®fibes de privilegds

This question of partial improvements served as the
pretext to try to sow discord in trade organisations.
Politicians, who can only make a living out of the
confusion of ideas and who aretirrat ed by t
growing revulsion for their personalities and their
dangerous interference, have tried to carry into
economic circles the semantic squabbling with which
they deceive the voters. They strove to create divisions
and to split the Unionsito two camps, categorising
workers as REFORMISTS and as
REVOLUTIONARIES. To better discredit the latter,

he

they have dubbed them fthe
and they have falsely claimed them opponents of

improvements possible right now.

This nonsenshas no superior than its stupidity. There
is no worker, whatever his mentality or his aspirations,
who, on principle or by tactics, would insist upon
working ten hours for a boss instead of eight, while
earning six francs instead of seven.

Yet it is by peddling this idiotic drivel that politicians
hope to alienate the working class from economic
organisation and dissuade it from acting for itself and
from working itself to secure ever greater wating

and freedom. They are counting upon the poison of
these calumnies to break up the Unions by reviving
inside them the pointless and divisive squabbles which
have disappeared since politics was banished from
them.

What appears to afford some pretext to such chicanery
is that the Unions, cured thanks to theel lessons of
experience of hopes in government intervention, are
justifiably mistrustful of it. They know that the State,
whose fufiction is ta act as thengerglarmetpfzCapital, is
by its nature inclined to tip the scales in favour of the

b o s s e s §when adreform isSboought about by
legal means, they do not fall upon it with the relish of a
frog devouring the red rag that hides the hook; they
accept it with the caution it warraritsespecially as this
reform is made effective only if the workerear
sufficiently organised to enforce its implementation.

The Unions are even more wary of gifts from the
government because they have often been poisoned
chalices. Thus, they have
such as th&uperior Labour CounciindWork

Councils institutions invented only to counterbalance

and curb the work of the trade groupings. Similarly,

they have no reason to be enthusiastic atrautdatory
arbitration andregulationof strikes, the clearest
consequence of which would be tovexttewk e r s 6
capacity for resistance. Likewise tlegal and

commercial statug r ant ed. t o ,t he worl
fave egtholnﬁ worthAile tlE) Sﬁtercfh’em, \"orh theey seeli P !
these the desire to make them abandon the terrain of
social struggle, to lure them ontwetcapitalist terrain

where the antagonism of the class struggle would give
way to squabbling over money.

But, because that the Unions strongly distrust the

government 0s benevol ence t

follow they are reluctant to conquer partial

improvements. On(L}/ they want them to be genuine. This
0 A 8.0 " :

IS why, Instead of waiting for Power is bestow them,

they extract them by haffdught struggle by their

DIRECT ACTION.

If, as happens, the improvement they seek is subject to
the Law, the Unions strive tobtain it by external
pressure upon the Public Powers and not by trying to
return specially mandated deputies to Parliarent
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puerile little game that could drag on for centuries
before a majority appeared in favour of the drefont
reform.

the workers was unfortunately not ddnthis decree
remained more or less a dead letter.

It may be objected that the hypothesis of the inability of

When the desired improvement is to be wrested directly a socialist government with regard to social

from the capitalist, it is again by vigorous pressure that
the trade groupings express their will. Their methods
varyi although always based on the principle of
DIRECT ACTION: depending on the circutaaces,

they use thatrike, sabotagetheboycott theunion

label.

But, whatever the
improvement conquered,
it must always constitute &
reduction in capitalist
privilegesi be apartial
expropriation

So, whenever you are not
satisfied with the politida
bombast, whenever you
analyse the methods and
the value of Union Action,
the subtle distinction
bet ween #fAref
Airevolutiona
disappears and you are le

only really reformist
workers are the
Revolutionary Trade
Unionists.

Building the Future

Alongside the dayo-day
defence work, the Unions
have the task of preparing for the future.

The producer group must be the cell of the New
Society. It is impossible to conceive ofeml social
transformation on any other basiserFefore, it is
essential that the producers prepare for the task of
taking possession and of reorganisation which must lie
with them and which they ALONE are able to carry out.

It is a social revolution and not a political revolution
that we want to makéhey are two distinct phenomena
and the tactics that lead to one divert from the other.

For the goal we are pursuing, any straying onto the
political terrain is a piece of propaganda diverted from
its useful purpose. Indeed, supposing that, thanks to
patiamentary agitation, an electoral majority was
achieved and that this resulted in the creation of a
socialist government, what would happen? Could this
government, by means of decrees and laws, carry out
social transformation? That is extremely unlikéhat
we saw during the Commune of 1871 would happen:
when the Revolutionary Assembly had decreed that
workers could take possession of the workshops
abandoned by the bosseas the economic education of

Alongsi de the day
day defence work, the
Unions have the task of
preparing for the future.

The producer group
must be the cell of the
New Society. It is
to the conclusion thatthe  |MPOSSIble to conceive
of a real social
transformation on any
other basis.

transformation is very pessimistic. It is, however, only
the logical deduction of the necessities of political
agitation: on that terrain, the aim is not so much to get
the voters to think as to
proof of this lies in the fact that constituencies won by
Socialists later give a
majority to the
bourgeoisie. Whatever
the grubby means
employa by the
reactionaries to obtain
this result, it must be
recognised that it
denotes amongst the
votes, who have thereby
changed, an
underdeveloped socialist
consciousness.

-to -

It is therefore absolutely
necessary to familiarise
yourself with the work
of econonic
transformation. This can
only be done in the
Union. It is only there
that you can examine
under what conditions
the workers of a trade
will have proceed in
order to: 1. remove the
capitalists; 2. to
reorganise production and ensure the distribution of
products on a communist basis.

As long as their work of preliminary education is not
sufficiently advanced so that it permeates an active and
powerful enough minority to defeat the forces of the
Bourgeoisie, all hope of complete emancipation will be
not abk to take shape.

As long as the workers have not familiarised themselves
enough with th&eneral Strikevhich, in the present
circumstances, is the only means to overthrow the
capitalist and governmental order, they will have to
resign themselves to langhing in Wagdabour.

It is therefore important to understand the scope of this
movement for the EXPROPRIATING GENERAL
STRIKE; it must be realised it will mean changing the
direction of Society, its outward organisation but also
altering its foundations copletely.

The great cogs of governmental excess, which today
seem indispensabiethe ministries, the administrations
T will be discarded; life will withdraw from them,
because new organism will have taken over those few
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[valid] functions of social caordination which created This vital agreement between Unions is carried out in
the illusion of their usefulness. The main organisms will the Trades Council8purses du Travdiland by the
be the large trade Federations, which will henceforth be conduit of the Trade Federations. The condition and

responsible for regulating production and satisfying results of this coordination of efforts will be the subject
consumption demands. of the next pamphlet: the PARTYF LABOUR.
I'n addition, in thygtheentres oAPPBNDIXk ©nios Bunetioning v i

trades councilBourse du Travajlwill replace the
municipality, and become a communist nexus which
will get rid of the municipal centre, the Town Hall.

To the above theoretical notions, it is useful to add a
few brief practical, necessarily concise, details:

. . , . , ion?
The dominant aspect of this new social aggregation will How do you create a Union”

therefore be an economic decentral@awhich will Nothing could be simpler. The comrades with initiative
flourish upon the ruins of capitalism and of statist and  who meet for thigpurpose write statutes, as concise as
municipal centralisation. possible, and register them at the town hall. In addition

It is with the utmost urgency that the Union must study to this, a formality _if _required: file at the town hall the
these problems of social reorganisation. For each one names Qf the administrators yvho must be of French

we must pose the queeeventon th'oﬁﬂl/k%fgnﬁ‘??ﬁ,r q}J?edlfprbeg\./lsqe%thtet h q

of a General Strike?0 For @Q'érﬁ”gn %I'%e %Z%UH"\'”E .aae;sr%a}{yap e
trade or industry, the answer may vary with regard to treasurer, b, mos f.t € time, these are complemented
the methods of actioné bu lea]UrHo'n COéJrIm'I| Whmcianlhav%aesm%ny m%mpeﬁ?e d
identity of the goal: to educate yourself and to prepare as you want).

yourself so that the anticigat Revolution is fruitful. The Union can also be created outside the [legal] Code,
without worrying about th&884 law on Unions. You

only have to group and work together while neglecting

to deposit the articles of association and the names of
the administrators. Until the last few years, many

Unions were averse to the law and, if their number has
Itis, infact, from the perfect balance between these two decreased, it isecause the Unions feel strong enough
aspects of Union work that the value of the trade not to be in any way hindered by the law.

grouping derives. THE METHOD OF ORGANISING Depending on the
situation, the Union is formed by a craft or by a specific
industry. Usually, it groups the workers of a craft and

And it would be wrong to abandon this work of
gymnastics, which is both educational and speculative;
it is necessary to pursue it with as much tenacity as the
more downto-earth task of transient improvements.

**k%

The Union, as we have just explored, is therefore not a h ilar -t Under th hat the law did
grouping of stagnation but a grouping of transformation. tN0Se similar tat. Under the pretext that the law did not

If it were limited toworks of mutualism, if had no other ~ ¢l€@rly stipulate that State or Municipal workers can
objective than to heail th %P'?lf?'sﬁg‘)tﬂ?tﬁg'e%*?"ehme” H'atfef’ %f‘éhg rRYId o
which is possible without undermining the capitalist orthese comrades. Lett ese not be upset, let them
orderi its social impact would be null ignore the law, let them unionise, let them berggto

And the authorities will respect their organisations.
It is not that! Above all, and primarily, it is a grouping

of struggle its constant preoccupation is to seek the
causes of social evil, to study them, to fight them, to
destroy them.

In large companies, such as Le Creusot, or in a huge
operation like the railways, the Union must unite all
categories of workers; the method of organising is, here,
indicated by the form of the engpler. Indeed, it is

This combative task implies inescapable necessities; as obvious that the exploited of these large companies
with the Union as with individuals; it cannot confine would have hardly any strength for resistance and

itself to an arrogant isolaticand, to increase its demands if they established Unions fragmented by craft.
Strength, it must come into contact with its fellciws

establish relations with other Unions. One question interests militants: that or organising by

craft or by industryThe first of these two modes of
Moreover, the economic organisation of Society obliges organisation can be criticised for perpetuating a narrow
the Union to this expansion of activity. A trade is not a perspectivedsprit de corpg but, whatever individual
walled town wherein it isgssible to enclose yourself preferences, what must be avoided is that the Union
and ignore the rest of the world; it is open to all and if,  slips into being a groupingf opinion Unions in which
out of narrowmindedness, a privileged trade only cared fipoi t i cs® domi nate are of t

about itself, the swift influx from outside would quickly ¢ | assi fi ed as ddirngguliegden er a l

remind it that Solidarity is an essential condition of travail »] and wherein converge workers of various

Life. trades. These groups, despite being called a union, are
only social groups, wheiafinity prevails oveinterest
For too | ong, Apoliticso h
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Unions; members have to ensure that the mistakes of
the past are not repeated.

Regarding general UnionSyndicats d'irréguliefs

they group comrades according to thaiionand
theyopen the door to all the dangers of the past; if all
workers did the same, there would be no more Unions:
there would only be social groups. Moreover,-tiay

day action eludes them too much and, what is more,
they can only speculate on the work of expiatpyn in

a very abstract manner and not from a trade point of
view.

DUEST For the Union to make propaganda, it needs
menéand al so money! A
necessary. Of how much? The least, 50 centimes; the
best, 1 franc plexpensepoand ome

which is easy to cover by not having a few glasses at the

bar.
You should not, however, be so deluded as to believe

that a large union fund can get the better of capitakist ill
will. That is the exception! In most cases, partial strikes

only succeed thanks to the support given by all the
[other] Unions. So the best union fund is to practice
solidarity, to help

C 0 n thay arb shéepishn i s

cannot be otherwise, without falling back into the
dangers of democratism where those lacking in
consciousness and the weak hider the energetic. The
decisions of the general assembly must be final,
regardless ofhe number present. The assembly may
find it useful, on an important question, to consult by
referendum all members, but that decision must be its.
If it were the Union Council which, in order not to carry
out the decisions made, organised a referenduits on
own accord, then it would be nothing less than a small
uni on Coup do6ft at ; it woul
organism the political system which stifles conscious
initiatives under the mass of majorities as compact as
therefore

]IJ\/IlIJTUQLgSM UA.TGQWQ?S from_ when ne(_:essit_ies
ormerly led Unions to mask their economic action
under mutualist appearances have persisted. There are
Unions which provide mutual insurance, bestow
sickness relief, have retirement funds, etc. There is a
danger in this whickkomrades must be aware of; not
that mutuality is bad in itself, but because it could
distract the Unions from their work. The Union is an
organism of struggle and it would be hoped all works of

c o mr a drausualist oharacter shogld Hoteb€ wehled do it tirldl that e

who give, will receive when needed. Consequently, the theyshould be contributed to by specific payments. The

union fund must be constituted primarily far. for
propaganda; 2. for solidarity.

GENERAL ASSEMBLIESI The Union Council
executes the decision of the general assembly of the
Union which, for its part, is always sovereign. All union
members must come to the assemblies; if they neglect
to attend, tey must acquiesce to the decisions made. It

same can be said of Consumer and especially
Productive Cooperation. If you want to do it, then let it
be alongside the Union. To do otherwise would be to
risk narrowing the trade organisation, to make#ewiate
from its course and would diminish the character of an
organism of the saocial struggle which is its reason for
existing.




The Party of Labour

Emile Pouget *

Its Definition acknowledges and emrdinates only the interesisbe
they material or moral antellectual i of the working
class. Its ranks are open to all of the exploited
regardless of their political or religious views.

TheParty of Labour is what it says it is, the banding
together of the workers into one homogeneous bloc; the
autonomous organisation of the Working Class into an
aggregate operating on the terrain of the economy; by Yes, the Party of Labour ignores opinions, no matter
virtue of its origins, its essence, it sisuadl compromise what they may be! On the other hand, it goes after the

with bourgeois elements.

The grassroots cell of the Party
of Labour is the Trade Union anc
it is by the Trade Unions coming
into contact with one another,
through their shows of solidarity
that the Party of Labour reveals
itself, shows itslf and acts.

On the one hand, the Trade
Union is affiliated to the national
federation of its trade; on the
other, to its Departmental Union.
The federal agencies of these tw
in turn federate with each other
and out of their union comes the
agency that mrshals the workers
energies and interests: the
General Confederation of
Labour.

This federalism of overlapping
concentric circles is a marvellou

exploitation of luman beings in
whatever form this may assume.

A worker with baroque
philosophical or political views

T who may be a believer in some
God or in the Staté will have

his place alongside his comrades
within the ranks of this party.

But what comes in for @ricism
within this party is the
exploitation of theological,
political or philosophical creeds;
what is reproached is the
intrusion of priest or politician,
both of whom make a livelihood
out of speculating with peoples
beliefs.

Within the party, there ia place
for all of the exploited, even if
many of them (in todays society
where there is nothing but

absurdity and crime) are obliged
to buckle down to pointless or
indeed harmful undertakings.

amplifier of workers; strength; its
component parts reinforce one
another and the particular
strength of eacls magnified by The worker in the arms plant, the
the support of all the rest. On its builder of warships, etcare

own, the Trade Union has no resources or energies otheengaged in noxious tasks: they are doubly the victims of
than its own and could operate in a restricted way only; bad social organisation since they are not only exploited
whereas, through its affiliation to the Party of Labour, it but must also do their bit towards malfeasant activity.
can draw upon the considerapl@wers afforded it, in a However, their place is still inside the Party of Labour.
ripple effect, by organised solidarity.

By contrast, anyone whis, by virtue of his personal
This enormous strengihwhich defies measurementin  function, a bringer of harni the informer, sayi is to
that it is forever growing is the result of association be shunned. Such a person is a parasite of the most
on economic terrain. That is the only basis upon which revolting type: sprung from the working class, he has
such a thriving organis with nothing to fear from the debased himself with the vilest of undertakings: as a
intrusion of any disorganising factor can be constructed.resulttonl y i n the Dbourgeoisi e:
In fact, since the construction of this comitogjether is for him.
in the class interests of the proletariat, any attenuation
of its demands and revolutionary power is peissl and
every attempted deviation doomed in advance to
futility.

Thus the Party of Labour stands apart from all other
parties by virtue of this essential fact: that in banding
together those who work against those who live from
exploitation of human beings,ntarshals interests and
The Party of Labour is a party of interests. It takes no  not opinions. Thus, of necessity, there is a unity of

account of the opinions of its component members: it  outlook in its ranks. Among the personnel making up

1 English translation by the Kate Sharpley Library (1999).
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the more or less moderate, more or less
revolutionary schools of thought, such a

unity of outlook is feasible (and exists!); The grassroots cell of the
but suchdifferences on the detail neither
invalidate nor breach the trade unionist Pan‘)/ Of Lc’:?bOU/’ /:g [/79 Tfaa’e

unity that arises from identity of interests.

This power to absorb individual differences, U/7/0/7 and /f /:S' by fhe Traa’e

under the umbrella of the agreement that
Unions coming into contact

necessarily springs from a community of
interest,gives the Party of Labour an edge
in terms of vitality and action and affords it

an immunity from the blights afflicting the with one 8/701‘/76’/', f/?/’OUgh

political parties.

their shows of soligarity that

Inside every partyi the Party of Labour
exceptedi the overriding objective is

Apol icyod, ahasimbarityof he balllESATY Of Labour reveals

opinions, men of divergent interesis

exploiters and exploited (and one must be /.Z‘SE/I‘,- shows itself and acts.

either one or the other!), are thrown into

one anotherés company. TtHofs s a_ . &7+

characteristic of all democratic parties. Labour can accomplish bane thing: their own self
They are, all of them, a motley coltem of men whose exclusion from the labour camp.

interests run counter to one another. _
The same phenomenon can be seen when a working

Not that this anomaly is peculiar to the bourgeois man becomes an employer: even though the parvenu
democratic parties. It also disfigures socialist parties  may still be motivated by good intentions and cling to
which, once having set foot upon the slippery slopes of hjs revolutionary aspirations, as a rule fiexcluded

parliamentarism, come to jettisoretapecific from collective groupingd his Class interests having
characteristics of socialism and become nothing more  cpanged.

than democratic parties, albeit of a more accentuated _
variety. The same thing goes for th

quickly drops out of trade union activism and, in most

More and more capitalists, bosses, etc. are being won  ¢ases, once he has achieved his purposes, and risen to
over to socialism and these reconcile their parasitical  tne desired eleation, he willingly steps aside and

existence as bedigy can with the acting out of their refrains from all activity within the economic

beliefs. One of the things that attracts recruits from the  5rganisation.

enemy camp is the deviation in the direction of S o _ ) _
completely been eliminated, then at least the fact that ~Organisational makep of the Party of Labour, itis all
the theoryof taking government power has relegated ~ the more firmly to be excluded as a posspilitat that
revolutionary concerns to the background, has whetted Pody as a whole should succumb to a deviation that

some appetites. And these defectors from the would be nothing short of its very negation. By virtue of
bourgeoisie have calculated the benefits of turning the very fact that it is constituted upon the class interests
socialist and cherish the hope of gaining the upper hand of the Prolgtarlat, it cannot at any time or in any fashion

in thatway. So much so that there are those who be a breedinground for the ambitious. It cannot turn
become socialists the way that others become lawyers | Nt o a party of fpoliticia
or publicans. It is regarded as a career mow that would be lapsing back into past errors which
excellent way of getting ahead? exhausted the working class in futile struggles and in

efforts that brought it no benefit (albeit that thvegre
The Party of Labour need have no fear of such dangers. not futile and without benefit for those keen to speed
By virtue of the veryfact that it is constructed upon the  pgjr progress up the ladder!), such a comprehensive
class interests of the proletariat and that its action takes geviation would be tantamount to an affirmation that the
place in the sphere on economics, there is no way that proletariat, deserting the prey for its shadow, would
individuals can rely upon it or invoke it in the disdain to win economic and satimprovements and

there is formal and insurmountable. Indeed, since the  jjjusions.

gratification of personal ambition is feasible only in the ) . ) ]

realm of fPoliticso, any wHuStagitisugtikaple thahthe WorkipgiClassp i ¢ a

and pursue a selfish private interest within the Party of Should lay aside its interests, it i also unthinkable that
the Party of Labour should turn into a democratic party.
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Its necessity

The Party of Labour is a direct4pyoduct of Capitalist
Society: it is the concert of proletariat forces, for which
the Working Class logically strives from the moment it
wakes up to its interests.

The current Society is made up of two clasatose
interests run counter to each other: the Working Class
and the Bourgeois class: consequently, it is only natural
that each of these should rally around its own social
pole i the workers around one, the exploiters around
the opposite social pole.

The comingtogether of the Working Class makes up
the Party of Labour: it, therefore, is the aggregation
suited to the form of exploitation, which is why it
emerges spontaneously with no preconceived notion
governing its ceordination.

It would be a wastefdime for us to dwell upon
demonstrating the existence within Society of two
antagonistic social classes which, far from
amalgamating into one homogeneous unit, merely
accentuate their differences. That is a fact so patently
obvious that we need not lalsahe point.

This irreconcilable antagonism is the resulthed t

seizure by the ruling class of all of the assets of Society
T its instruments of labour,
property and resources of all
sorts. From which it follows
that the lower class is
obliged, in order to survive,
to submit to the conditions
foisted upon it by thee

grasping types.

Such deference to the
capitalist by the proletarian
who, in return for his labour,
receives a wage considerabl
less than the value of the
labour forthcoming from
him, the wageslave, is, the
Bourgeoisie contends, a
natural phenomenon héy
even venture to argue that
the wage is not subject to
changei and are none too
bothered in their contentions
by the successive disappearances of slavery and
serfdom, which ought to caution them against the
absurdity of arguing that Property (as hieydthem)
alone is the exception to the laws of Life which are

they are

remain and

For as long as social
relations remain as
0 the relation
of employer to wage
slave, of ruler to ruled
d the problem will

struggle will be an
inevitable phenomenon.

Aside from the fact that as far as the Bourgeoisie is
concerned such hopes have the merit of inducing the
exploited to bear themisfortune with patience, they
neutralise or at any rate slow down the growth of class
consciousness among the Proletariat.

The education and training bestowed upon younger
generations have no other purpose: those generations
are subjected to a methodiofellectual castration

based upon rehearsal of prejudices, peppered with
preaching about resignation, as well as incitements to
unrestrained seeeking.

The argument is that in the present society, everyone
has the bed he has made for himself and thecghe
deserves: that, if one is to make it one has to be an
honest, sober, intelligent worker and so on. What is not
said, although it is implied, is that to these qualities, one
more must be added: one must be devoid of scruples
and el bow o nwihdéuregard tp onash e a d
fellows.

In the bourgeois view, life is an ongoing struggle of
human against human; society is an arena where each is
the enemy of all.

Distracted by such sophistry, the Proletarian at first
dreams of individually breaking free Wage Slavery.
Since work underpins everything and since wealth is
there for the taking for
those who display order
and perseverance, he will
make his fortune!
Moreover, in his view,
Wealth is only the
achievement of
independence and freedom
and the assurae of welt
being. But alas! He must
discard his dreams. Reality
requires it and he has to
admit that it is materially
impossible for the workers
to attain the yearned for
relief. Before he could
achieve individual
emancipation, he would
have to own his
instruments of labour and
the wherewithal to set them
in motion. Now, modern production, being formidably
industrialised, requires such considerable capital outlay
that a worker would have to be mad to imagine that he
might set aside, out of his wages, thpita he requires

class

movement and change. However, even as they contend to acquire a factory.

that the waged as a Clasg are doomed to eternal
exploitation, they see fit to blind them with the chimera
of individual emancipation, daking their victims with
the possibility of escaping Wage Slavery and taking
their place in the ranks of the capitalist class.

To be sure, some proletarians do step out from their
class: thanks to exceptionally favourable circumstances,
some powerful personalities without scruples as to the
choice of method do manage to inch their way ihto t
bourgeoisie. There are even some cases of men who
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started out as workers (Carnegie, Rockefeller, etc,) The point therefore i® work a change in the structure
turning into the kings of wealth. of society so that henceforth there is only one category,
pne class possible: that of the producers. Such essential
change can only be wrought on the basis of communism
I communism alone being able to guarantee thatyever
individual enjoys complete autonomy and unfettered
scope for development.

The bourgeoisie has taken these upstarts to its bosom. |
is all the more pleased to welcome them aboard
because, bintroducing an injection of new blood, they
consolidate its privileges: moreover, it parades them by
way of unanswerable arguments to show that it is easy
for parsimonious working men to become bourgeois.  Once upon a time, before big industry drove the artisan
from his tiny workshopi and stripped him off the
instrument of his labour$ the working man had some
prospect of carvingut a rough, but independent
existence for himself. Today, in industry, such a dream
is feasible only in exceptional cases.

It would be naive of the workers to let themsellbes
tempted by this bait and to content themselves with
hopes of just such an eventuality. That would be
tantamount to letting themselves be lulled by the same
song as the shepherdesses of legend who dreamed of a
Prince Charming showing up to ask for theand in Even now in the countryside the peasant can hope to
marriage. carve out a comparatively free existence upon a tract of
land. However, suchberation is tending to become

more and more fraught with difficulties (and in most
cases very precarious) because of the confiscation of the
land by the rich, because of the escalating taxes and the
rapaciousness of the middlemen. And anyway, the
peasanttiberation is accompanied by such worries! He
lives in constant terror of the tax collector, the

Thus the individuals escape from wage slavery, which moneylender and leads a joyless, crushingly bleak
anyway means that those who make it are obliged to  existence slaving like an ox.

exploit their class brothers, offers no remedy to the
social illsafflicting the proletariat. Such escapes can
only occur on a small scale and all that they imply is a
few adjustments to a few individual situations, having
no impact upon the fate of the workers as a whole, who
carry on slaving for the benefit of the rtexs and

rulers.

And then what? Even if it were true that the most gifted
members of the proletariat can make their fortune, the
situation of the mass of them would not have altered:
the workers would carry on slaving for their exploiters,
grazing mateslly and spiritually, with no prospect to
look forward to but the repose of the grave.

Such autonomy of peasant and artisan, gained at huge
effort, is a particularlyllusory emancipation in that

both are beholden to capitalism and their earnings are
modest, in comparison with the amount of toil required
of them. They are societybo
the description bourgeois, nor are they walgees:

they ae a hangpver from the artisanate and the
Furthermore, even were the numbers achieving peasantry: although not readily classifiable, their
comparative ease, indeed wealth, larger, that would do interests and those of the working class are the very
nothing to erase the antagonism that pits the producer same. At present, though, they can be taken to task for
class against the parasite class. For as long as social  preferring their own fate to that of the wage slave

relations remain as they aiethe relation of employer except that they ought to be saying to themselves that
to wage slave, of ruler to ruledthe problem will their living conditions are a harayer from the past and
remain and class struggle will be an inevitable that it is in their interest to lend a hand in the coming
phenomenon. social change: indeed, they have much to gain from

offering no resistance to the ®#ution, and instead
playing a part in its success and adapting to the new
modes of production and distribution.

Even if we were to suppose that the moans of the
masses crushed and broken on the social battlefield
were to trouke the peace of mind of the smug and those
who, out of a spirit of charity or guile, may deign to So we can see how illusory is the bait of individual

cater for the material lives of the exploited, emancipation held out by the bourgeoisie: of the several
amalgamation of the classes would not be the outcome methods of personal escape friviage Slavery

of such intervention and society would not be pacified hypothetically on offer, none is liable to be widely taken
by that remedy. up and thus cannot be embraced by the workers at large
I't has often been said: 0 f@em%d%tg tgelr ﬁag lpt, f_c?r Pooe?'s I”ﬁev to Br?vgiea d
alone! 0 Which is why the P rqequco&n[préa Iqe]x%te[pceio%a ‘not jus
material problem. For us to be happy and content, itis So, if this dream of idividual escape from wage slavery
not enough that we shoul dhableengpeddled byttt baurgeoisigy it is bdcauseitbet 0
also want to be free @il impediment and all bourgeoisie has seen it as a siding that can stop the
domination: we want to be free, to be beholden to none working class from attaining class consciousness. By

and to have no relations with our neighbours other than stimulating appetites and ovstimulating selfish

those founded on equality, regardless of the differences ambitions it has counted upon keeping the Proletariat

in our abilities, expertise and functions. divided against itself indefinitely so that with each
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individual 6s head fill ed wordehtorestoe thglalbnee, thef exploitets bannotg b
scramble to get ahead, his only concern will be with think of any better solution than to slow down

climbing on his comrades backs, which wilt as a production, whicHeads to unemployment and leads to
brake upon the spirit of revolt and nullify innate even greater wretchedness for the working class.

tendencies towards solidarity. On the agricultural scene, the picture is equally sombre:

But the human being could not resign himself the object of farming is not to reap mammoth harvests
fatalistically to perpetual slavery: the seeds of discord and thereby create food in great abundance: the object
and hatred which the bourgeoisie look forward to seeing of farming is to sell at a profit. Now since sale prices
sproutf om t he Peopl eds hear tdumpioyeardqivhén the hasresohasrbees gooduwhérday
can be assured are a weed, the spread of which cannot manpower tends to become more expensive, farmers

forever strangle the growth of instincts of sociability, would rather a passable than an abundant harvest, the
for life through agreement is every bit as crucial to the former being more easily and more profitalligposed
survival of human society as the feimges struggle to of.

survive is dear to the exploiters. So here we have the general position: abundance of

Consequently, in spite of the sophistry and the produce of all sorts is dreaded rather than desired and
falsehoods with which its head is filled, it was there is a tendency to keep the supply low so that it can
inevitable that the proletariat should attain be sold dear. The needs of the mass of humanity never

consciousness of its class interests, especially as the  figure among the preocpations of the capitalists who
meres flickering glimmer of reason had to open its eyes preside over production: we have the monstrous

to the fact that soci et y 6 spectdlefof enticetpéoples bereft of the meansofi n e s
survival T and all too often literally perishing of hunger

T when there is an adequate supply of food, clothing

and accommodan available.

Why these striking, revolting inequalities? How come
there are wretches who want for their daily bread when
there are some who cannot think ugys of

squandering their surplus? How come men are paid onlySuch a glaring iniquity is condemnation enough,
inadequate wages for hellish toil when there are without further arguments being required, of the social
parasites wallowing in comfort and luxury? organisation that engenders it. It is utterly necessary that
What is the reason for it all? Is agricultural and twsrglﬁnnsui?]usnsgigigt?\t d'St;'t;u?t?g 'Ichra'ltivests almost
Industrial output not?up E]i(éorityr/l',1 %oes'?o% whé hgv‘z Ii tli gr%onhgr% ih wehlth® d
No! In the course of his active life, any man devoting  creation, should be overthrown. Now, given the extent
himself to useful toil produces more than he needs to  of industrial and scientific development, such a solution

match what he consumes (in food, clothing, seems practicable only thanks to a fundamental
accommodation, etc.), and then some; over that time he transformdion: the system of exploitation that marshals
produces as well enough to reimburse the conityiun human resources in order to set them to producing for
for the advances it has made to him to rear him to the benefit of the confiscator of natural resources and

manhood and he also produces enough to ensure that hénstruments of labour must be replaced by a system of
has the wherewithal to live when, overtaken by old age, solidarity taking natural resources and th&tiuments
he will not be able to work any longer. of labour into common ownership and setting them to

Now, if the existence of every single person is not work for the benefit of all.

guaranteed, for the present as well as for the future, out This change is an ineluctable necessity and its advent is
of this fund of intense personal productivity, the reason hastened as the working class acquires a better
is that this wealth is not being used to guarantee the understanding of its class interests. But this task of

upkeep of those with a natural entittement but is rearganising society can only be carried out and brought
diverted by the capitalist classvay from its social off in a context purged of all bourgeois contamination.
destination and mainly turned to its own benefit. This function of acting as midwife to the new society

; ; - s thus falls legitimately upon the shoulders of the Party of
That the level of agricultural and industrial productivity X . .
is high enough for everyo hae(ogrstheﬁcgeeage cy thh'We ortn'téveryi . no
incontrovertible. makeup, excludes all of the dross of society from its

ranks.
In industrial terms, production potential is, thankgh

tremendous improvement in tools, welgh unlimited:

so true is this that in spite of the prudence of
industrialists who each try to tailor their workers output
to the commercial demands of the market, there often is
a glut in the shape of owprodiction. Those hardest hit = ™~ © . ! .

in such circumstances are the workers: it is they who !mplles pferfect_homogenelty and utter identity of
suffer the painful consequences of such crises, because,'ntereSts' can it feel utterly at home.

Consequently, the marshalling of the working class into
a bloc separate from all the partiesand with

appropriate tactics and methodologies of its very awn
is noflash in the pan; it is an inherent requirement of
the present context, for only in such a pairtwhich
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Anywhere else, any other grouping is
open to infiltration by elements of the

propertied class and the ambitions of Examination of economic
individuals can have noxious implications.
Which is why none of them can boast the ,0/76'/70/776’/7& demonstrates that tha t

unity of outlook, atton and aim that are

automatically attributes of the party of the transformation must be achieved
proletariat class: which is why none is so

plainly qualified to prosecute and through neutralisation of private

accomplish the task of social revolution, )

expropriation and reorganisation. property and the burgeoning of a
fts Alm communist arrangement, so that

The Party of Labour is thearty of the .

future. In the harmonious society whose the current relations between

day is coming, there will be no place for . .
anyone but Labour: parasites of every sort /1aividuals 0 the relations of wage -

will of necessity be eliminated from it. So .
it is only natural that the Party of Labour, slave to capitalist, of led to leader

the crucible in which the si@d

combinations of yearned for tomorrows d may be turned in to relations of
are made, stands outside of all the existing /i qlib
parties. This is especially unremarkable equa /lj/ ana /i 6/’2‘)/.

since it stands apart from them by virtue
not only of its form of cohesion, but also

in terms of the aim it pursues and the In fact, there will be no thoroughgoing emancipation
methodologies it advocates and practises. unless exploiters and leadalisappear from the scene
Whilst other parties have as their objective the retention @d tabula rasa made of all capitalist and state

or removal of the government ling i according as institutions. Such an undertaking cannot be effected
they reckon that it is, or ought to be favourable to their P€aceably, much less lawfully! History teaches that the
own appetites, their ambitions or quite simfgytheir privileged have never surrendered their privileges

croniesi the Party of Labour ignores this outward and  Without having beesompelied so to do and forced into
quite superficial business and sets its cap at working an it by their rebellious victims. It is unlikely that the
internal and external change in the elements of society; POUrgeoisie is blessed with an exceptional greatness of

it labours to change mirsets, forms of association and soul and will abdicate voluntarily...Recourse to force,
economic relationsps. which, as Karl Mawifetohas sa

_ _ _ o scietieso, will be require
The goal it pursues is thoroughgoing emancipation of

the workers. Espousing as its own the watchword of the SO the Party of Labour is a party of Revolution.
I'nternational Wor,lbfiwhighitsle n gxgeptAhatst Boed ndt febafdhe Revolution as a future

the logical heir, it takes it as inevitable that that cataclysm for which we must wait patiently to see
emancipation will be the working | as s 0s 0o wn efedging fbm the inevitable workirmt of events.
without meddling by outside or heterogeneous Such pious awaitingf the final catastrophe would be

elements. It is obvious that, if it is not to be a mirage,  nothing more than transposition to and continuation

that emancipation will have to imply the elimination of  ypon materialist ground, of the old millenarian dreams.

the bourgeois class and the utter demolition of its . _ _
The Revolution is an undertaking for all times, for today

privileges. o ) ; .

as well as tomorrow: it is continual action, a daily
Which is to sy that the Party of Labour aims at a battling without letup or respite, against the forces of
radical transformation of the social system. oppression and exploitation. A rebel embarked upon a
Examination of economic phenomena demonstrates that"@volutionary act is one who, repudiating the legitimacy
that transformation must be achieved through of present society, works to undermine it.

neutralisation of private property and the burgeoning of |t is to this unrelenting task of Revolutiorattthe
a communist arrangeent, so that the current relations  \workers in their Trade Unions are committed. They

between individuals' the relations of wagslave to regard themselves as being in ongoing insurrection
capitalist, of led to leadefr may be turned into relations  against capitalist society and, within its bosom, they are
of equality and liberty. hatching and developing the embryo of the society

wherein Labour will be All.
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However, inspite of this consistently subversive stance, dynamite outrages, etc.) which are not indicative of a
they are prey to the requirements of bourgeois rule: but, revolutionary frame of mind, in that the object the
whilst deferring to the needs of the present, they do not strikershave in mind is restricted to improvements that
conform to the forms of legality and do not bless it with pose no challenge to the principle of exploitation: the
their acquiescence, even when ickieitself out with current society looks bearable to them and doing away
reforming colours. Their revolutionary efforts are with wage slavery does not enter their minds.
designed to wrest partial improvements from the
bourgeoisie, improvements that they never mistake for
definitive. Thus, whatever the improvement they gain,
and however significant it nyaseem, they always

declare it to be inadequate and, as soon as they have th
measure of their strength, they waste no time before
demanding more. Improvements, secured on a day to day basis, are thus
merely stages along the road to hurearancipation:

the immediate material advantages they bring are
matched by a considerable moral benefit: they bolster
the working classods ardour
betterment and prompt it to press for more significant
change.

As a result, the index of the Party of Labours
revolutionary character is that, without ever neglecting
to fight for minor improvements, it aims at the
transformation of capitalist society into a harmonious
%ociety.

There is another advantage to these struggles which are
forever being relaunched in ongoing harrying of the
exploiters, quite apart from the fact that they undermine
and dismantle capitalist institutions, and that they blood
and strengthen the working class.

It is this posture of ongoing insurrection against
definitive conformity with existing conditions that
maiks the revolutionary character of the Party of

The only thing is thait would be the most dangerous of
illusions to confine Trade Union action to the securing
of partial improvements: that would be to slide into a

Labour. morbid reformism. Important though such
It is a mistake to imagine thgiplence is always improvements may be, they are not enough: they are
characteristic of a merely a partial cha-back
revolutionary act: such ar . . . of the bourgeoi
act can also assume a there IS a d|reCt Ime privileges: as a result, they
very moderate shape . do not tinker with the
displaying nothing of the ShOWIng the Party Of relations between Labour
destructive brutality L b b and Capital. No matter how
which our adversaries apour to be an splendid these
point to as the essential . improvements might be
feature of revolutionism. emanation Of the imagined to be, they leave
: the worker still under the
Indeed, it shom_JId not be INTERNATIONAL rule of wageslavery: he is
forgotten that in most justas dependent upon his
_cwcumstances t_he_ actin WO RKI N G ME N O . Master as ever! Now what
ftself has no definite the workingclass needs is
character: it acquires one I h SN
only as the motives that ASSOCIATION’ of which ﬁ;ﬁfﬁ;g:gﬂgn' which
prompted it are subjected it i I L
(o andlysis. wichiowny 1115 the historical expropriaton of e
g]cecgiirrnzatlgttsh(e:age’lse in continuation That decisive act, the
point, be declared good culmination of preceding
or bad, just bunjust, revolutionary or reformist. For struggles, implies utter ruination for privilege, and,
instance: killing a man on the corner of the boulevard is whereas the preceding struggles may have been pursued
a crime: killing him using a guillotine is, from the peacefully, it is unimaginable that the ultimate clash
bourgeois point of view, an act of justice: killing a will come to pass without some revolutionary
despot is an act glorified by some and despised b conflagration.

others. And yet these various acts are in fact the same: a L
i Historical Summary

human life is ended!

The Party of Labour finds organisational expression in

the General Qufederation of Labour (CGT) which was

launched in Limoges at the Trade Union congress held

there in 1895. But if we wish to investigate its gestation

and lineage, we must look a lot further back in time:

there is a direct line showing the Party of Labauioé

an emanation of the INTERNATIONAL WORKING

39

It follows therefore that the revolutionism of the
working class can manifest itself in very anodyne
actions just as its reformist mentality might be
underlined by unduly vient acts. This, moreover, is
what we can see in the United States: strikes there are
often marked by acts of violence (renegades executed,



MENGS ASSOCI ATI ON, of whi

continuation.

Throughout the 19th century, the workers fought with
indefatigable tenacity to break through the impediments
imposed by the bourgeoisie upon theishes to band
together: instinctively, they set up class groupings
(embryonic, naturally), under cover of mutual
associations or in the shape of resistance societies.
When at |l ast the Internat
Association was established, a tremor apd ran

through the proletariat: its aspirations, hitherto ill

defined, acquired substance and the future struck it as a

less bleak prospect.

I n fact, i nintérnasonafirgmedteen s 0
programme of the Party of Labour: it declared:

That the emacipation of the workers must be
the workers own doi

That the subjection of the worker to capital is
the source of all servitude: political, moral and
material

That, on that basis, economic emancipation is
the great goal to which all political movement
must be SUBORDINATE.

That all efforts to date have failefdr want of
solidarity between the workers of various trades
within each country and of a fraternal union
between the workers of various countries

There is a formal linkage of theory and tactics: the only
differentiation made is in the mode of association,

which is henceforth to be theterest groupi the Trade
Union 1 whilst within thelnternational general
agreement was established throughatfimity group i

the branchi into which motley elements poured. It has
to be pointed out, though, that this difference in the
mode of association was something of a consequence o
the conditions in which the social struggle was
conducted under the SecbBmpire: so it would be
incorrect to see it as a derogation from the principle of
class struggle, especi al
indicative of the importance that the internationalists
gave to trade association.

But it was not long before twoamps emerged within

the ranks of thénternationat on one side, the

centralists, the authoritarians, including Karl Marx who,
in accordance with the formula devised by his disciple
Eccarius called for fAthe
ordertopassias f or the benefit
on the other, the federalists or autonomists loyal to the
spirit of the International who fought against this
tendency fAin the name

of

! This quotation, like the next one, is lifted from the Circular
issued by the Jura Federation congress held in Sonvilier
(Switzerland) on 12 November 1871. The signatories
included one Jules Guesde who subsequently ...

ngé

eshouse, twhoisesprogrdameneiimansipgation of thea |
workers by the workers themselyesitside of any
directing authority, even should said authority be
el ected and agrteed by

t he

And the autonomists went on to add:

The society of the future should be nothing
more than thénternationab s uni tioer s al
S we ht 0 take care fo match that
%rganlggJ S clgsgly %SOQSPDIE to our ideals.
How could one expect an egalitarian, free
society to emerge from an authoritarian
organisation? That would be an impossibility. It
behoves thénternational asthe embryo of the
t h éuman society of the future, to be, from this
moment forth, the faithful reflection of our
principles of freedom and federation and to cast
out any principle leaning towards authority and
dictatorship.

i on

The Party of Labour espouses thpgaciples of
autonomy and federalism as its own.

Trade Union recovery

In the wake of the events of 181871, following the
ghastly massacres that followed the crushing of the
Commune, the bourgeoisie, drunk on the bloodshed,
reckoned that it had purgeket working class for good

of any inclination to press its claims. It forgot that the
spirit of revolt is a byproduct of a bad social milieu and
not the result of subversive preaching and that it would
inevitably return as long as the context remainedylike
to favour its development.

By the final years of the reign of Napoleon lll, the

Trade Unions had grown so much that they dared to
organise themselves into a Federation and, although that
rudimentary agency bound together only the Parisian
]unlons its propaganda activity and solitlasctivity
reached out into the provinces. These federated unions
were simultaneously affiliated to theternationat they

took a hand in uprisings and, after the storm had passed,

yos%whlct} hﬁd not tOLglndereg Lﬁttgrlx hag to hog Hﬁelra b
ongues

In 1872,a forerunner of yellow unionism, Barbéret
thought that the time had comewith the

revolutionaries crushed or scatteredo federate what
few unions were left and steer them along the paths of
righteousness. Twenty five unions answered his call,

bu them | er was. in such a fri hta out warker:
%rqanls t%\%ﬁs%hds l%annq dr See%rIrq l? %GXV? BOLYV
syndicale |Ist no dlrect measures wererta?(en against
the unions, their isolation and weakness was a comfort

the soci al revolution we

21n return for his attempts at domestiogtthe workers,
Barberet was appointed (sometime around 1880) the
mutualist great Manitou at the Interior ministry.
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to the government: they carried on exigton the desire quickly to capture a majority of votes cast led to
fringes of the Code, merely tolerated. a wateringdown of the programme: the diehards,
faithful to the AMini mum P
Guesdistsafter their leader Jules Guesde, and they

hung the label dPossibilistson thog who were more
inclined to follow Paul Brousse and Joffrin.

Between then and 1876 Trade Union activity showed
itself in delegations to the Expositions in Vienne (1873)
and Philadelphia (1876), which delegations created
temporary liaison between the various groups, but
reactionary though it may have been, they could It was the SainEtienne congress in 1882 that their
scarcely have caused the government a second thoughtpaths separated: the Guesdists found themselves
outnumbered there and after some stormy proceedings

Growing bolder, the plan emerged for a labour they withdrew to hold a congress in Roanne

congress: it met in Paris in 1876 and delegates from 70
Parisian unions and from 37 towns (with mandates f A few years on, in 1890, a further split added to the
one or more trades associations) took part in it. The dispersion of worker elements: this split hit the
figures give some clue as to the growing vigour of the  Possibilist ranks at the Chatellerault congress: the

Trade Union movement: one year earlier, in 1875, moderates turned into followers of BrousBeoussist}
figures rather higher than the real ones placed the whereas the revolutionaries whose symiaathay with
number of existing unions at 35 in Panslgrovinces Allemane were described Alemanists

alike, manifest proof that the workers did not wait for
the licence granted under the 1884 legislation before
setting up their unions. The 1884 law merely registered
a fait accompli: the bourgeoisie, unable to thwart the
rise of the Trade Units, put a brave face on things by
granting them legal recognition.

These internecine squabbles had a particularly
damaging effect because the Trade Union groupings
were an integral part of the various feuding factions
and, quite naturally, professed to belong to thitida

or the other, in line with the preferences if the militants
by whom they were headed. This state of affairs led to
At the first congress in 1874 Barberet had pontificated: an understandable weakening of the Trade Unions: the
however, objections were voiced to his presence and  more or less conscious workers were too inclined to
from then on, it was made plain that authentic labour  keep them at arms lengthaswere those who looked

organisations jealous dfi¢ir dignity and autonomy to a faction other than the one that held sway within
would never condescend to allow themselves to be their own trade association. Trades organisations,
tamed. neutered by political jockeying, were thus reduced to

having scarcely any more influence than the social
studies groups with wimo they rubbed shoulders when
workers congresses were held.

At that time, the demarcation lines between political
organisations and trades associations were blurred:
social studies groups and Trade Unions engaged in joint
propagandaook part in workers congresses, etc. and  Towards autonomy
did so all the more agreeably for political concerns
being relegated to the background. The movement was
plainly antiparliamentary: all of the revolutionaries
joined forces to see off tHgarberettistanenace.

One can only be wronfpoted for a certain length of
time. The Trade Unions gained strength. Being the
essential comingogether, they are too necessary a
thing for the political §ckeying acted out within their
Tha danger averted it was warded off once and for ranks to do any radical damage.

all at the Marseille congress (1879) and the Le Havre
congress (1880) a number of schools of thought
surfaced. For a start there was the division between the
anti-statists, steadfast advocates of -gatiliamentarism
(the anarchists) and those who, with the seal of

The unions grew and, as they grew, becoming conscious
of their raison do6°tre and
them, they dreamed of wriggling free of political

tutelage. The first sign of ihhwas the organisation of a

ongress that met |n Lyon |n 1886 P tICI atlon Was
lzirpgr f\;?nlmé 5 0;: N fgr L i ?ﬂghrafr g nonlyftoTrag L}nl ndelergateg @Le |n|s ue
9 Bosebl was thé cPeatibn of'd FBeratidn td lidise between

designation of collectivists and leapt into the
parliamentary arena, hypnotised by the hope of
capturing power. There was a rational basis to that first The government believed that this distancing of the
split, in that it arose from divergent outlooks. It became unions from irksome, discordant political concerns was
apparent that personnel who made everything secondarygoing to serve its own plans for domesticating the

to capturing public office and those who still staked all workers and, in the hope of a resurgence of

their hopes upon revolutionaaction could no longer Barberettismeit advanced subsidies for the congress.
travel the same road.

the unions.

How cruelly disappointed it was! Examination of the
But if that split was explicable in terms of a difference 1884 law on trades unions was the touchstone issue at
of principle, the same cannot be said of the splits that  the congress. This law, only recently implemented, was
came after: they were simply the consequences of gone over with a fingooth comb. It was established
regrettable but inevitable electoral competi. The that the unions had not at all waited for its promulgation

41



before expanding and that its onlisjification was a
capitalist desire for selfreservation and an ulterior
notion that the trades union movement might prove
susceptible to be channelled through it.

Then it was decided thatNational Federation of Trade
Unionsshould be launched to masditrades bodies on

a class struggle basis against the powerful organisation
of the bourgeoisie, for the purposes of offence and
defence.

But, considerable though they were, the ravages of
politics were not yet, i
plain forany thought to be given to preventive action
against their repetition. No prophylactic steps were
taken and so the Trade
Union Party which tended
to make its stand outside
of the various schools of
socialism continued to
come under fire from that
guarter ad the Trade
Unions remained in thrall
to those schools. However
in spite of the climate of
the Federation of Trade
Unions being still heavy
with the miasma of
politics, the thinking
peculiar to trade unionism
was hatching and
gathering weight there.
Thus at its third congress,
held in Bordeaux in 1888,
the principle of the general
strike was passed: another motion, also passed,
committed fAthe workers

t o
politicians.. and to organise trades councils on a firm
footing (these) alone will ake up the great army of

~

soci al demands. 06 Again th
1890) enjoined the workers, as of 1 May 1891, to
Aireport to the factory as

after eight hours on the premises, whether the boss likes

it 0

These trends in economic action were to grow, in spite
of the opposition mounted by the socialist (Guesdist)
school of thought which at that time was in the majority
in the Trade Union Federation: this can be seen plainly
at the congress of Marseilles in 289 spite of the
pressure from the Guesdists, the efficacity of the
General Strike was again affirmed and the futility of
seeking public position proclaimed.

or not .

One blemishi a product of the preminence afforded

by the Trade Union Federation to politicaincernsi

ruled out adaptation of that organisation to the needs of
trade unionism which were becoming plainer and

plainer. It was a body connecting the Trade Unions only

singly, so that they remained isolated within the
umbrella group (which was a fe@¢ion in name only)

and it neglected to establish between these single unions
the links that were essential at local level as well as
within each trade. No w, S i
agencyo, it was inevitable
unions reeds would be launchethe Bourses du travalil
were already in existence, coordinating the Trade Union
forces at local level: trades federations too were already
in existence, linking the unions within the same trade
right across France. But these agenaiere, if not

isolated from one another, then at least without regular
contact with one another.

In 189 tfe establi€hmant o?qtheand’erati%nqu gOLlll‘S%Sl €
du Travail went halivay to meeting the unions
requirements: although it grouped only the Bourses du
Travail or Local General
Trades Unions, it quickly
gained considerable influence.
This was because it addressed
the aspirations to economic
union and turned a blind eye
to political opinions. These
trends towards economic
cohesiveness surfaced at the
Trade Uion congress
sponsored by the Federation
of Bourses and held in Paris in
July 1893. The resolution
below which was adopted
there posed once and for all
and with clarity the
fundamental status of class
agency that the General
Confederation of Labour
(CGT) would turn out to be:
s e palabaut umiont mustpwith alfi possible
urgency:
e f 1), Affiliate tlo theijr tradeFeder?tionor, shox)lqg. al a
Aon eg(i¥\f, lalingh ofie? BAt toSe?hgr in
no IrLocal IIZederatioS%oBgu e du Trgva,il wal kK o
wr%?éuponath% edéralién&indBolirse? §u
Travail ought to set themselves up as National
Federations:

2) The National Trades Federations, once in
place, will have to come to some
accommodation with the Federations abroad
and establish International Federations.

In an effort at conciliation, the congresgpressed the

wish that the Federation of Bourses du Travail and the
Federation of Trade Unions might amalgamate into a
single organisation. Such an amalgamation was to be
attempted at the Nantes congress in 1894: but instead of
the rapprochement that wasned at, there was a

definitive split. It could scarcely have been otherwise:
the outlook of the tendencies present made the falling
out predicable. The issue of the General Strike was the
touchstone: a wideanging debate proved the
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theoretical and tactal irreconcilability between
political-parliamentary action and economic action: the
vote that endorsed the latter gave the victory to those
who went on to become tfigade Unionists67 votes

were cast in favour of the General Strike and 37 against.

point was only an umbrella for the trades Federations)
was in a state of vegetation.

Over this period of time, theonfederation took its lead
and its guidance from elements which have since tended
to be labelled as reformist. Since the politicians were

That spelled the end for the Trade Union Federation andunable to take the organisation over, they looked down

the congress realised that, so much so that it decided
that aNational Labour Councivould be launched. It
vegetated for a year, up until the Limoges congress in
1895.

Economic takeoff

Thefalling-out at the Nantes congress went
considerably further than merely severance from the
political elements: it involved a final breach with the
capitalist regime. The working class was to create its
own autonomous agencies which, for the time being,
would be combat organisations and, in the future, would
garner enough revolutionary strength to stand up to the
bourgeoisies political and administrative institutions

their noses at it: some of their disciples were part of the
magority within it, however, but, irritated by the
congress of Limogeso6s deci
engage in proper politicking and, lacking any real belief
in the value of economic action, they did not to
encourage development of the Confederation.

It was only following the trades congress held in Paris
in 1900, when the Confederations own mouthpiéee (
Voix du peuplewas launched and when revolutionary
elements flooded into and gained the upper hand within
the Confederation, that under this dual station, that
body graduated from its larval stage.

From then on, it never looked back. In 1900, at the

and to destroy them or take them over as the need mighpening of the Paris congress, it embraced only 16

be.

At the Limoges congress the tathing of the

GENERAL CONFEDERATION OF LABOUR (CGT)

did not proceed without some resistance. Article one of
the confederations charter laid down the principle that
was to breathe life into Trade Union associatitine:
personnel making up the Confederatioaost stand
outside of all schools of politic3his triggered heated
arguments. In spite of everything, it was passed by a
huge majority: out of 150 votes cast, 124 were in favour
and only 14 opposed.

Those arguing for pride of place to be given to prditi
actions moved that only the Confederation as such was
obliged to keep out of politics: as for the component
unions, it would be up to them to make their own
decision. This argument was rejected. In practice,
though, all too often, this was the pringéhat was
adopted. The congress had laid down guidelines, but no
one couldi and no one tried té enforce obedience
through authority. This itself was an indication of the
consciousness of the workers.

The important thing was to affirm the necessity fo
organising on the economic terrain and eliminating all
preoccupation with politics. As for the germination and
development of this principle, that was left to the
passage of time and to the initiative of the militants.

Over the following five years, theéGT remained stalled
at the embryonic stage. Its activities were virtually nil
and most of its time was spent on underlining a
regrettable antagonism that had developed between
itself and the Federation of Bourses du Travail. This
latter organisation, whitwas at that time autonomous,
was a rallying point for all of the revolutionary activity
of the Trade Unions, whilst the CGT (which by this

national federations and 5 different organisations: by
September 1904, and the opening of the Bourges
congress, it embraced 53 trades federations or national
unions, plus fifteen single unions. Moreover, under the
sway of revolutionary elements, a sort of manaity

was created between the Federation of Bourses du
Travail and the CGT, and this was vital the struggle
and was a prelude to what has since been termed

il abour unityo. The Montpe
proclaimed the need for just such unity and made it a
reality by knitting together the Federation of Bourses du
Travail and the Federation oétional trades federations

(which is what the CGT had amounted to up until then).

And so, nine years on, the motion passed by the Trade
Union congress held in Paris in 1893 was fleshed out,
organisationally.

Since the Montpellier congress, the GENERAL
CONFEDERATION OF LABOUR (CGT), the
organisational structure of which seems to have settled
.. with only a few minor adjustments, as the need arises
I has expanded normally: from then on it was a force
with which bourgeois society had to reckon: it made its
stand against capital and the State, determined not
merely to render them less harmful but to lay the
groundwork for and encompass their final ruination.

*k%

In the brief historical survey above, we have seen trades
associations banding together to estaldislorganism
genuinely free of all tutelage and tailored to the
revolutionary task at which they work. Such a
panoramic overview is more revealing about the power
of the PARTY OF LABOUR than doctrinal

affirmations and shows that the economic approach of
the unions is no fleeting phase but rather the logical
outcome of the development of worker consciousness.
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1

article one of the Confederations statutes
offers a summary of them:

The CGT embrace$ outside of all of the
schools of politicsi all workers cognizant
of the struggle to be wad for the
elimination of wageslavery and the
employer class. That brief statement of
principle encapsulates the entire essence of
trade unionist doctrine: it is the very
definition of it. As for the other articles of
the CGT statutes, they mirror the memh
and are thus subject to amendment just as
they would be in any living organism.

This tactical approach is
Action
all of the modes of Trade Union

sabotage, etc., are all m
translations of

Direct
in action! From it flow

action. Strikes, boycotts,
erely
Direct Action

They are not to be taken as a prerequisite
framework, but rather as the labouring
masses form of cohesion, the form best suited to the
demands of the current struggle. ety of Labour
does not owe its power to its statutory framework: its
strength arises from the individuals who are its
component parts and from the intensity of the spirit of
rebellion by which they are driven.

What sets trade unionism apart from the asischools

of socialismi and makes it superior is its doctrinal
sobriety. Inside the unions, there is little philosophising.
They do better than that: they act! There, on the no
mandés | and of economic t
imbued with the tedings of some (philosophical,
political, religious, etc.) school of thought or another,
have their rough edges knocked off until they are left
only with the principles to which they all subscribe: the
yearning for improvement and comprehensive
emancipationWhich is why i without erecting any
doctrinal barriers, and without formulating agngdo i
trade unionism looms as the quintessential practice of
the various social doctrines.

For it is not in theory only that the PARTY OF
LABOUR has a profile of itewn: its tactics and
methodology are peculiar to itself and, far from drawing
inspiration from the democratic idea, they are the
negation thereof. But tactics and methodology are so
natural that the workers, even those most imbued with
democratism, once ¢y enter the trades organisations,
are subjected to the influence of their surroundings and
act just like all their colleagues do, as trade unionists.

e

L At the Paris congress in 1918, an overhaul of the statutes
abolished the Federation of Bourses du Travail which was
replaced by a section made up of Departmental Unions, as
Article 2 of the CGT statutes attests:
Article 2 T The General Confederation oabour (CGT) is
made up of:

1. National industrial Federations

2. The Departmental Unions of the various Trade

Unions

The modalities of trade unionist action are not the
expression of the consent of the majority manifesting
itself through the empirical procedures of universal
suffrage: they draw their inspiration from the means by
which, in Nature, Life in its many forms and aspects
manifests itself and develops. Just the way that Life
appears first at one point, in one cglkt as, with the
passage of time, there is always one cell that is the agent
of ferment and change; so, in a trade unionist context,
the first move comes from the conscious minorities

who, through their example, their thrust rather than
thrpugh aythoragag injunetigng) draw thepnest fligid; n |
masses into their orbit and sweep them into action.

This tactical approach Birect Actionin action! From

it flow all of the modes of Trade Union action. Strikes,
boycotts, sabotage, etc., are all merely transiatad

Direct Action

Appendix

THE CONFEDERAL ORGANISMi The network of

the confederal organisation that binds the unions one to
another is as straightforward as can be, given the
demands of propaganda and of the struggle with which
they have taontend.

The CGT is made up of two sections: that of the trades
Federations and that of the Bourses du Travail.

Through affiliation to the Bourse du Travail (or Local
Union of Trade Unions) the various trades unions gain a
facility of propaganda within a city or specific region:
this is a task that they would find difficult, if not
impossible, to tackle if they wete slide into a

And the makeup of the Confederal Committee was amended
as follows:
Article 9 T The National Committee is made up of a coming
together ofdelegates from the Federations and the
Departmental Unions. It meets thrice each year, in March,
July and November, and, extoadinarily, at the invitation of
the Steering Commission and the Bureau. It is the executor of
decisions made by national congges. It takes a hand in
every aspect of worker life and pronounces upon matters of a
general order.
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pernicious isolation. That mainly educational

of the delegates from both wings, and within its remit

undertaking consists of establishing new unions and of fall general propaganda matters of relevance to the
honing the consciousness of the unionised so as to drawworking class as a whole. Thus, to cite some examples
the largest possible numbers of workers into the Trade of the tasks that fall within its remit, we needyonote

Union orbit. To this end thBourse sets up reading
rooms and lays on classes, helps with-emlitarist
propaganda by welcoming youharracked troops
under its wing, offering legal advice, etc.

Affiliation to the
national trade
Federation addseses,
rather, the need for
combativeness and
resistance. These
Federations are an
umbrella for the
unions belonging to
the same trade or
industry and they
encompass the whole
of France, which
makes them energetic
fighting associations:
should a dispute a@
anywhere, the

solidarity of the masses is mobilised to defeat the
employers. Thus, the strength of a given union is
magnified by moral and material backing from its
federated unions right across France.

The only thing was that if the Bourses du Travail
remained isolated one from another and if the trades
Federations did likewise, the cohesiveness of labour,
stopping at the migdvay mark, could never attain a
generalised strength, given that the local bodies would
not be able to reach beyond the boundamietheir own
regions and the national bodies would not see any
further than the boundaries of their own trades. In order
to attain to a greater power, these several bodies
federated with one another, in accordance with their
natures: the trades Federasawvith trades Federations
and the Bourses du Travail with other Bourses du

Travail.

It was at this level of the Trade Union organism that the
General Confederation of Labour (CGT) arose: it
comprises both sectionisthe section made up of trades
Federatns and that made up of the Bourses du Travalil.
Each of these federal wings is topped by a Committee
made up of delegates from each affiliated organisation:
these delegates are subject to recall at all times: as a
result, they remain in ongoing liaison twithe

association from which they receive their mandate,
which is at liberty to replace them at any time.

The Federations wing and the federated Bourses du
Travail wing are each autonomous bodies.

Finally, at the last level we have the National
ConfederalCouncil: it is made up of a comiriggether

Paris Bourse du Travail

(1906)

that the campaign agitating against the placement
bureaux and the eight hour day agitation campaign were
taken in hand by special commissions appointed by it to
do the needful.

Such, in broad
outline, is the
confederal
organism: it is not a
leaderbip body but
a body that co
ordinates and
amplifies the

wor ki ng cl
revolutionary
activity: it is
therefore the very
opposite of the
democratic agencies
which, by dint of
their centralisation
and

authoritarianism, stifle the vitality of their component
parts. Inside the CGT, there is cohesion but not
leadership: federalism prevails throughout: at every
level, the various bodies from the individual, through
the Trade Union, the Federation or the Bourse du
Travail, up as far as the confederal wirigare all
autonomous. Herein lies the secret of the CGT powers
of projection: the initiative comes, not from the top
down, but from anywhere and the vibrations of it are
passed on by means of a ripple effect through the
masses of the Confederation.

CONGRESSE. i Every two years, the CGT organises
a national congress with the participation only of
delegates from its affiliated Trade Unions. The
Congress is the equivalent of what the general assembly
would be at the level of the Trade Union: thanks to
these metings, Trade Union members are brought into
contact with one another and a useful fermentation
follows: currents of opinion emerge and gulohes are
defined.

INTERNATIONAL SOLIDARITY. i The activity of
the Party of Labour is not confined within artiéic
boundaries: most of the trades Federations are affiliated
to an international Federation linking the various
national organisations and with ramifications
everywhere. Moreover, the Confederation is affiliated to
the International Trade Union Federatlmased in
Amster dam,
the world in contact with one another. Thus is
established and developed a living network which
materialises the International Workers Association more
firmly than ever.
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