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Editorial  
This year marks the 150th anniversary of the 1872 St. Imier Congress of the International Workersô Association which 

saw the creation of revolutionary anarchism as a specific tendency. To mark this event, we present a summary of 

events leading up to the conference by Robert Graham plus a selection of the key documents of the federalist wing of 

the International which shows the actual politics of the libertarians in a clear light. With that in mind, we include a 

lengthy critique of a book by a Marxist academic seeking, but failing, to do justice to the Association 150 years on. 

We then move onto the 100th anniversary of the founding of the syndicalist International Workersô Association, a body 

still going strong today and uniting syndicalist unions and groups across the globe. We include its first Information 

Bulletin as it remains an excellent introduction to the ideas of revolutionary syndicalism. 

Next, we move onto veteran Italian anarchist Errico Malatesta who was a member of the First International and saw 

the birth of the Third International and the syndicalist IWA. Ninety years after his death, we reprint an article on his 

attempts to fight cholera in Naples as well as a selection of articles by one of the greatest thinkers and activists the 

anarchist movement has ever seen. Wayne Price uses Malatestaôs writings on war and self-determination as inspiration 

for what anarchists should do as regards Russiaôs imperialism in Ukraine.  

Finally, we include texts by another Italian anarchist, Camillo Berneri who was assassinated by the Stalinists during 

the May Days in 1937. These texts are a taster for the first English-language collection of his texts due to be published 

by Freedom Press later this year, a collection we hope will show his importance for modern-day anarchists. 

Our next issue, due out on the 11th of November, will be a Kropotkin special to mark his birth in 1842. 

If you want to contribute rather than moan at those who do, whether its writing new material or letting us know of on-

line articles, reviews or translations, then contact us:     blackflagmag@yahoo.co.uk 
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The Birth of  

Revolutionary Anarchism  
Robert Graham  

The September 1872 St. Imier Congress of 

federalist and anti-authoritarian sections and 

federations of the International Workingmenôs 

Association (IWMA), otherwise known as the 

ñFirst International,ò marks a watershed moment in 

the history of socialism and anarchism. 

Just over a week earlier, at the Hague Congress of 

the International (September 

2ï7, 1872), Karl Marx and 

Friedrich Engels had 

engineered the expulsion of 

Michael Bakunin and James 

Guillaume from the 

International on trumped up 

grounds, and then had the 

General Council of the 

International transferred 

from London to New York, 

despite the General Council 

having been granted 

increased powers to ensure 

ideological uniformity. The 

Hague Congress had also 

passed a resolution 

mandating the formation of 

national political parties for 

the purpose of achieving 

political power. 

While Marx and Engelsô 

allies at the Hague Congress, 

notably the French 

Blanquists (followers of 

Auguste Blanqui, a radical 

French socialist who 

advocated revolutionary dictatorship), had 

supported the expulsions of Bakunin and 

Guillaume, they were taken by surprise when Marx 

and Engels succeeded in transferring the executive 

power of the International, the General Council, to 

New York, and had quit the International in 

disgust. The New York based ñInternationalò 

quickly became an irrelevant rump. 

Much to the surprise and consternation of Marx 

and Engels, far from neutralising the federalist and 

anarchist elements of the International through the 

expulsion of Bakunin and Guillaume and the 

transfer of the General Council to New York, these 

actions helped solidify support for a reconstituted 

International that embraced federalist principles 

and rejected centralised power. 

A majority of the 

Internationalôs sections and 

federations did not support the 

resolutions of the Hague 

Congress. Barely a week after 

the Hague Congress, several of 

them held their own congress in 

St. Imier, Switzerland, where 

they reconstituted the 

International independent of the 

shell organisation now 

controlled by Marx and Engels 

through the General Council.  

The opponents of the Marxist 

controlled International were 

united in their opposition to the 

concentration of power in the 

General Council, regardless of 

whether the Council sat in 

London or New York. They 

also shared a commitment to 

directly democratic federalist 

forms of organisation. Some 

were completely opposed to the 

formation of working class 

political parties to achieve state 

power, while others were opposed to making that a 

mandatory policy regardless of the views of the 

membership and local circumstances. The 

reconstituted anti-authoritarian wing of the 

International was to have anarchist, syndicalist and, 

for a time, reformist elements. 

The St. Imier Congress began on September 15, 

1872, just eight days after the Hague Congress. It 

was attended by delegates from Spain, France, Italy 

The opponents of the 

Marxist controlled 

International were 

united in their 

opposition to the 

concentration of 

power in the General 

Council, regardless of 

whether the Council 

sat in London or New 

York. They also 

shared a commitment 

to directly 

democratic federalist 

forms of organisation.  
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and Switzerland, including Guillaume and 

Adhémar Schwitzguébel from Switzerland; Carlo 

Cafiero, Errico Malatesta, Giuseppi Fanelli, and 

Andrea Costa from Italy; Rafael Farga-Pellicer and 

Tomás González Morago from Spain; and the 

French refugees, Charles Alerini, Gustave 

Lefrançais, and Jean-Louis Pindy.1 Bakunin, 

although living in Switzerland, attended as an 

Italian delegate.  

A ñregionalò congress of the Swiss Jura Federation 

was held in conjunction with the ñinternationalò 

congress, with many of the same delegates, plus 

members of the Slav Section, such as Zamfir 

Arbore (who went under the name of Zemphiry 

Ralli) and other French speaking delegates, 

including Charles Beslay, an old friend of 

Proudhonôs who went into exile in Switzerland 

after the brutal suppression of the Paris Commune 

in 1871.2  

Virtually all of the participants were either 

anarchists or revolutionary socialist federalists, and 

many of them went on to play important roles in 

the development of anarchist and revolutionary 

socialist movements in Europe. 

The assembled delegates adopted a federalist 

structure for a reconstituted International (or the 

ñanti-authoritarian Internationalò), with full 

autonomy for the sections, declaring that ñnobody 

has the right to deprive autonomous federations 

and sections of their incontrovertible right to 

decide for themselves and to follow whatever line 

of political conduct they deem best.ò For them, 

ñthe aspirations of the proletariat can have no 

purpose other than the establishment of an 

absolutely free economic organisation and 

federation, founded upon the labour and equality of 

all and absolutely independent of all political 

government.ò Consequently, turning the Hague 

Congress resolution regarding the formation of 

political parties for the purpose of achieving 

political power on its head, they proclaimed that 

ñthe destruction of all political power is the first 

duty of the proletariat.ò3 

 
1 Jacques Freymond et al., eds., La première international: 

recueil de documents (Geneva: Librairie E. Droz, 1962), Vol. 

3: 3. 
2 Freymond, Vol. 3: 37. 
3 Robert Graham, ed., Anarchism: A Documentary History of 

Libertarian Ideas: From Anarchy to Anarchism (Montreal: 

Black Rose Books, 2005): 98-99. 
4 Graham, 2005: 100. 

With respect to organised resistance to capitalism, 

the delegates to the St. Imier Congress affirmed 

their position that the organisation of labour, 

through trade unions and other working class forms 

of organisation, ñintegrates the proletariat into a 

community of interests, trains it in collective living 

and prepares it for the supreme struggle,ò through 

which ñthe privilege and authorityò maintained and 

represented by the State will be replaced by ñthe 

free and spontaneous organisation of labour.ò4 

While the anti-authoritarian Internationalists 

entertained no illusions regarding the efficacy of 

strikes in ameliorating the condition of the workers, 

they regarded ñthe strike as a precious weapon in 

the struggle.ò They embraced strikes ñas a product 

of the antagonism between labour and capital, the 

necessary consequence of which is to make 

workers more and more alive to the gulf that exists 

between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat,ò 

bolstering their organisations and preparing them 

ñfor the great and final revolutionary contest 

which, destroying all privilege and all class 

difference, will bestow upon the worker a right to 

the enjoyment of the gross product of his labours.ò5 

Here we have the subsequent program of anarcho-

syndicalism: the organisation of workers into trade 

unions and similar bodies, based on class struggle, 

through which the workers will become conscious 

of their class power, ultimately resulting in the 

destruction of capitalism and the state, to be 

replaced by the free federation of the workers 

based on the organisations they created themselves 

during their struggle for liberation. 

The resolutions from the St. Imier Congress 

received statements of support from the Italian, 

Spanish, Jura, Belgian and some of the English 

speaking American federations of the International, 

with most of the French sections also approving 

them.6 In Holland, three out of the four Dutch 

branches sided with the Jura Federation and the St. 

Imier Congress.7 The English Federation, resentful 

of Marxôs attempts to keep it under his control, 

rejected ñthe decisions of the Hague Congress and 

the so-called General Council of New York.ò8 

While the long-time English member of the 

5 Graham, 2005: 100. 
6 James Guillaume, LôInternationale, documents et souvenirs 

(1864-1878) (Paris: Stock, 1910), Vol. 3: 37-47. 
7 Henryk Katz, The Emancipation of Labor: A History of the 

First International (New York: Greenwood Press, 1992): 

138. 
8 Guillaume, Vol. 3: 51. 



5 

International, John Hales, did not support 

revolution, he advised the Jura Federation that he 

agreed with them on ñthe principle of Federalism.ò1 

At a congress of the Belgian Federation in 

December 1872, the delegates there also repudiated 

the Hague Congress and the General Council, 

supporting instead the ñdefenders of pure 

revolutionary ideas, Anarchists, enemies of all 

authoritarian centralisation and indomitable 

partisans of autonomy.ò2 

However, there was a tension in the resolutions 

adopted at the St. Imier Congress. On the one hand, 

one resolution asserted the ñincontrovertible rightò 

of the Internationalôs autonomous federations and 

sections ñto decide for 

themselves and to follow 

whatever line of political 

conduct they deem best.ò On 

the other hand, another 

resolution asserted that ñthe 

destruction of all political 

power is the first duty of the 

proletariat.ò  

The resolution regarding the 

autonomy of the federations 

and sections in all matters, 

including political action, was 

meant to maintain the 

International as a pluralist 

federation where each member 

group was free to follow their 

own political approach, so that 

both advocates of participation 

in electoral activity and 

proponents of revolutionary 

change could co-exist.  

However, the call for the 

destruction of all political 

power expressed an anarchist position. The two 

resolutions could only be reconciled if the 

destruction of political power was not necessarily 

the ñfirst duty of the proletariat,ò but could also be 

regarded as a more distant goal to be achieved 

gradually, along with ñthe free and spontaneous 

organisation of labour.ò  

The tension between these two resolutions 

continued to exist within the reconstituted 

International for several years. James Guillaume 

 
1 H. Collins and C. Abramsky, Karl Marx and the British 

Labour Movement: Years of the First International (London: 

Macmillan, 1965): 270. 
2 Katz: 138. 

supported political pluralism within the 

International and sought to convince some of the 

sections and federations that had gone along with 

Marx, such as the Social Democrats in Germany, to 

rejoin the anti-authoritarian International, and to 

keep the English Internationalists who had rejected 

Marxôs centralist approach, such as Hales, within 

the reconstituted International.  

Although the German Social Democrats never 

officially joined the reconstituted International, two 

German delegates attended the 1874 Brussels 

Congress. English delegates attended both the 

September 1873 Geneva Congress and the 

September 1874 Brussels Congress, where there 

was an important debate 

regarding political strategy, 

including whether there was 

any positive role for the state. 

The Geneva Congress in 

September 1873 was the first 

full congress of the 

reconstituted International.3 It 

was attended by delegates 

from England, France, Spain, 

Italy, Holland, Belgium and 

Switzerland. The English 

delegates, John Hales and 

Johann Georg Eccarius 

(Marxôs former lieutenant), 

had been members of the 

original International. They 

were interested in reviving 

the International as an 

association of workersô 

organisations, and in 

disavowing the Marxist 

controlled General Council 

and International that had 

been transferred by Marx and 

Engels to New York. They had not become 

anarchists, as Hales made clear by declaring 

anarchism ñtantamount to individualism... the 

foundation of the extant form of society, the form 

we desire to overthrow.ò Accordingly, from his 

perspective, anarchism was ñincompatible with 

collectivismò (a term which at the time was 

synonymous with socialism).4  

3 George Woodcock, Anarchism: A History of Libertarian 

Ideas and Movements (New York: Meridian, 1962): 291-292. 
4 Woodcock: 249. 

The resolution 

regarding the 

autonomy of the 

federations and 

sections in all 

matters, including 

political action, was 

meant to maintain 

the International as a 

pluralist federation 

where each member 

group was free to 

follow their own 

political approach  
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The Spanish delegate, José Garcia Viñas, 

responded that anarchy did not mean disorder, as 

the bourgeois claimed, but the negation of political 

authority and the organisation of a new economic 

order. Paul Brousse, a French refugee who had 

recently joined the Jura Federation in Switzerland, 

agreed, arguing that anarchy meant the abolition of 

the governmental regime and its replacement by a 

collectivist economic organisation based on 

contracts between the communes, the workers and 

the collective organisations of the workers, a 

position that can be traced back to Proudhon.1 

Most of the delegates to the Congress were anti-

authoritarian federalists, and the majority of them 

were clearly anarchist in orientation, including 

ñFarga-Pellicer from Spain, Pindy and Brousse 

from France, Costa from Italy, and Guillaume and 

Schwitzguebel from Switzerland.ò2 Also within the 

anarchist camp were Garcia Viñas from Spain, who 

was close to Brousse, Charles Alerini, a French 

refugee now based in Barcelona associated with 

Bakunin, Nicholas Zhukovsky, the Russian 

expatriate who remained close to Bakunin, 

François Dumartheray (1842-1931), another 

French refugee who had joined the Jura Federation, 

Jules Montels (1843-1916), a former provincial 

delegate of the Commune who was responsible for 

distributing propaganda in France on behalf of the 

exiled group, the Section of Revolutionary 

Socialist Propaganda and Action, and two of the 

Belgian delegates, Laurent Verrycken and Victor 

Dave.3 

The American Federal Council sent a report to the 

Congress, in which it indicated its support for the 

anti-authoritarian International. The Americans 

were in favour of freedom of initiative for the 

members, sections, branches and federations of the 

International, and agreed with limiting any general 

council to purely administrative functions. They 

felt that it should be up to each group to determine 

their own tactics and strategies for revolutionary 

transformation. They concluded their address with 

ñLong live the social revolution! Long live the 

International.ò 

At the 1873 Geneva Congress, it was ultimately 

agreed to adopt a form of organisation based on 

that followed by the Jura Federation, with a federal 

bureau to be established that ñwould be concerned 

 
1 Freymond, Vol. 4: 56-57. 
2 Woodcock: 248. 
3 David Stafford, From Anarchism to Reformism: A Study of 

the Political Activities of Paul Brousse, 1870-90 (Toronto: 

only with collecting statistics and maintaining 

international correspondence.ò As a further 

safeguard against the federal bureau coming to 

exercise authority over the various sections and 

branches, it was to ñbe shifted each year to the 

country where the next International Congress 

would be held.ò4 

The delegates continued the practice of voting in 

accordance with the mandates that had been given 

to them by their respective federations. Because the 

International was now a federation of autonomous 

groups, each national federation was given one 

vote and the statutes were amended to explicitly 

provide that questions of principle could not be 

decided by a vote. It was up to each federation to 

determine its own policies and to implement those 

decisions of the congress that it accepted.5 

Eccarius also attended the next Congress in 

Brussels in September 1874 as the English 

delegate. He and the two German delegates 

remained in favour of a workers' state and 

participation in conventional politics, such as 

parliamentary elections. 

The most significant debate at the Brussels 

Congress was the one over public services. César 

De Paepe, on behalf of the Belgians, argued that if 

public services were turned over to the workersô 

associations, or ñcompanies,ò the people would 

simply ñhave the grim pleasure of substituting a 

worker aristocracy for a bourgeois aristocracyò 

since the worker companies, ñenjoying a natural or 

artificial monopolyé would dominate the whole 

economy.ò Neither could all public services be 

undertaken by local communes, since ñthe most 

important of them,ò such as railways, highways, 

river and water management, and communications, 

ñare by their very nature fated to operate over a 

territory larger than that of the Commune.ò Such 

intercommunal public services would therefore 

have to be run by delegates appointed by the 

federated communes. De Paepe claimed that the 

ñregional or national Federation of communesò 

would constitute a ñnon-authoritarian Stateé 

charged with educating the young and centralising 

the great joint undertakings.ò  

However, De Paepe took his argument one step 

further, suggesting that ñthe reconstitution of 

society upon the foundation of the industrial group, 

University of Toronto Press, 1971): 28-29 & 49-50; and 

Freymond, Vol. 4: 6-7. 
4 Woodcock: 249. 
5 Freymond, Vol. 4: 81-85. 
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the organisation of the state from below upwards, 

instead of being the starting point and the signal of 

the revolution, might not prove to be its more or 

less remote resulté We are led to enquire whether, 

before the groupings of the workers by industry is 

sufficiently advanced, circumstances may not 

compel the proletariat of the large towns to 

establish a collective dictatorship over the rest of 

the population, and this for a sufficiently long 

period to sweep away whatever obstacles there 

may be to the emancipation of the working class. 

Should this happen, it seems obvious that one of 

the first things which such a collective dictatorship 

would have to do would be to lay hands on all the 

public services.ò   

De Paepeôs position was opposed by several 

delegates, including at least one of the Belgians, 

Laurent Verrycken. He spoke against any workersô 

state, arguing that public services should be 

organised by ñthe free Commune and the free 

Federation of communes,ò with the execution of 

the services being undertaken by the workers who 

provided them under the supervision of the general 

association of workers within the Commune, and 

by the Communes in a regional federation of 

Communes. Farga Pellicer (ñGomezò), on behalf of 

the Spanish Federation, said that ñfor a long time 

they had generally pronounced themselves in 

favour of anarchy, such that they would be opposed 

to any reorganisation of public services that would 

lead to the reconstitution of the state.ò For him, a 

ñfederation of communesò should not be referred to 

as a ñstate,ò because the latter word represented 

ñthe political idea, authoritarian and 

governmental,ò as De Paepe's comments regarding 

the need for a ñcollective dictatorshipò revealed.   

The most vocal opponent of De Paepe's proposal 

was Schwitzguébel from the Jura Federation. He 

argued that the social revolution would be 

accomplished by the workers themselves 

ñassuming direct control of the instruments of 

labour;ò thus, ñright from the first acts of the 

Revolution, the practical assertion of the principle 

of autonomy and federationé becomes the basis of 

all social combination,ò with ñall State 

institutions,ò the means by ñwhich the bourgeoisie 

sustains its privileges,ò foundering in the 

ñrevolutionary storm.ò With ñthe various trades 

bodiesò being ñmasters of the situation,ò having 

ñbanded together freely for revolutionary action, 

 
1 Stafford: 72. 
2 Guillaume, Vol. 4: 104. 

the workers will stick to such free association when 

it comes to organisation of production, exchange, 

commerce, training and education, health, and 

security.ò 

On the issue of political action, the Belgian 

delegates to the Brussels Congress continued to 

advocate working outside of the existing political 

system, albeit partly because they did not yet have 

universal suffrage in Belgium. Nevertheless, they 

claimed they did not expect anything from the 

suffrage or from parliament, and that they would 

continue to organise the workers into the trades 

bodies and federations through which the working 

class would bring about the social revolution, 

revealing that, as a group, the Belgian Federation 

did not yet share De Paepeôs doubts that the free 

federation of the producers would not be the 

means, but only the result, of a revolution.  

The French delegate indicated that the French 

Internationalists remained anti-political, seeking to 

unite the workers ñthrough incessant propaganda,ò 

not to conquer power, but ñto achieve the negation 

of all political government,ò organising themselves 

for ñthe true social revolution.ò   

The Congress ultimately declared that it was up to 

each federation and each democratic socialist party 

to determine for themselves what kind of political 

approach they should follow.  Nevertheless, it is 

fair to say that as of September 1874, the majority 

of the anti-authoritarian International continued to 

embrace an anarchist or revolutionary syndicalist 

position. At the end of the 1874 Brussels Congress, 

the delegates issued a manifesto confirming their 

commitment to collectivism, workersô autonomy, 

federalism and social revolution; in a word, nothing 

less than the original goal of the International itself: 

ñthe emancipation of the workers by the workers 

themselves.ò 

By the time of the October 1876 Bern Congress, 

the English had ceased participating in the anti-

authoritarian International. The debate over the 

ñpublic serviceò state continued, with De Paepe 

now openly advocating that the workers ñseize and 

use the powers of the Stateò in order to create a 

socialist society.1 Most of the delegates rejected De 

Paepeôs position, including Guillaume and 

Malatesta.2  

Malatesta argued for ñthe complete abolition of the 

state in all its possible manifestations.ò3 While 

3 Nunzio Pernicone, Italian Anarchism, 1864-1892 (Oakland: 

AK Press, 2009): 114. 
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Guillaume and some of the other veteran anti-

authoritarians liked to avoid the ñanarchistò label, 

Malatesta declared that ñAnarchy, the struggle 

against all authority é always remains the banner 

around which the whole of revolutionary Italy 

rallies.ò1 Both Malatesta and Guillaume made clear 

that in rejecting the state, even in a ñtransitionalò 

role, they were not advocating the abolition of 

public services, as De Paepe implied, but their 

reorganisation by the workers themselves.2  

In September 1877, the 

anti-authoritarian 

International held a 

congress in Verviers, 

Belgium, which was to 

be its last. Guillaume 

and Peter Kropotkin, 

now a member of the 

Jura Federation, 

attended from 

Switzerland. The French 

refugees, Paul Brousse 

and  Jules Montels, also 

attended. In addition, 

there were Garcia Viñas 

and Morago from Spain. 

Otto Rinke and Emil 

Werner, both anarchists, 

ñrepresented sections in 

both Switzerland and 

Germany, while there 

was a strong delegation 

from the Verviers 

region, the last 

stronghold of anarchism 

in Belgium.ò3 Costa 

represented Greek and 

Egyptian socialists who 

were unable to attend, as well as the Italian 

Federation.4  

De Paepe did not attend the Congress, as he was 

preparing for his rapprochement with social 

democracy and parliamentary politics at the World 

Socialist Congress that was about to begin in 

Ghent. In anticipation of the Ghent Congress, the 

delegates to the Verviers Congress passed several 

resolutions emphasising the limited bases for 

cooperation between the now predominantly 

anarchist oriented anti-authoritarian International 
 

1 Caroline Cahm, Kropotkin and the Rise of Revolutionary 

Anarchism, 1872-1886 (Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press, 1989): 37-38. 
2 Guillaume, Vol. 4: 104. 

and the social democrats. For the Verviers 

delegates, collective property, which they defined 

as ñthe taking of possession of social capital by the 

workersô groupsò rather than by the State, was an 

immediate necessity, not a ñfar-off ideal.ò5  

On the issue of political action, the delegates 

indicated that class antagonism could not be 

resolved by government or some other political 

power, but only ñby the unified efforts of all the 

exploited against their exploiters.ò They vowed to 

combat all political 

parties, regardless of 

ñwhether or not they call 

themselves socialists,ò 

because they did not see 

electoral activity as 

leading to the abolition 

of capitalism and the 

state. While the majority 

of the delegates 

therefore supported anti-

parliamentary socialism, 

none of the policies 

endorsed at the 

congresses of the 

reconstituted 

International were 

binding on the 

Internationalôs member 

groups, who remained 

free to adopt or reject 

them.  

With respect to trade 

union organisation, the 

delegates confirmed 

their view that unions 

that limit their demands 

to improving working 

conditions, reducing the working day and 

increasing wages, ñwill never bring about the 

emancipation of the proletariat.ò Trade unions, to 

be revolutionary, must adopt, ñas their principal 

goal, the abolition of the wage systemò and ñthe 

taking of possession of the instruments of labour by 

expropriating themò from the capitalists.6 

Unsurprisingly, despite Guillaumeôs hopes for 

reconciliation between the social democratic and 

revolutionary anarchist wings of the socialist 

3 Guillaume, Vol. 4: 258; Cahm: 308, fn. 41; Stafford: 94-95. 
4 Guillaume, Vol. 4: 258. 
5 Guillaume, Vol. 4: 263. 
6 Guillaume, Vol. 4: 264. 
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movement, no such reconciliation was reached at 

the Ghent Congress, or at any subsequent 

international socialist congresses, with the so-

called ñSecond Internationalò finally barring 

anarchist membership altogether at its 1896 

international congress in London.1 

Despite the formal position taken at the St. Imier 

Congress regarding the freedom of each member 

group of the reconstituted International to 

determine its own political path, reaffirmed at the 

1873 Geneva Congress, because the majority of the 

delegates to the anti-authoritarian Internationalôs 

congresses, and its most active members, were 

either anarchists or revolutionary socialists 

opposed to participation in electoral politics, it was 

not surprising that eventually those in favour of 

parliamentary activity would find other forums in 

which to participate, rather than continuing to 

debate the issue with people who were not 

committed to an electoral strategy. 

Only a minority of member groups in the 

reconstituted International ever supported or came 

to support a strategy oriented toward achieving 

political power ï the English delegates, a few of 

the German delegates who did not officially 

represent any group, and then a group of Belgians, 

with the Belgian Federation being split on the 

issue. Other than the debate on the ñpublic service 

state,ò which again only a minority of delegates 

supported, most of the discussions at the 

reconstituted Internationalôs congresses focused on 

tactics and strategies for abolishing the state and 

capitalism through various forms of direct action, 

in order to achieve ñthe free and spontaneous 

organisation of labourò that the St. Imier Congress 

had reaffirmed as the Internationalôs ultimate goal. 

For example, there were ongoing debates within 

the reconstituted International regarding the role 

and efficacy of strikes and the use of the general 

strike as a means for overthrowing the existing 

order. Any kind of strike activity had the potential 

to harm the electoral prospects of socialist political 

parties, an issue that had arisen in the Swiss 

Romande Federation prior to the split in the 

original International. Once the focus becomes 

trying to elect as many socialist or workersô 

candidates as possible to political office in order to 

eventually form a government, the trade unions and 

other workersô organisations are then pressured to 

tailor their tactics to enhance the prospects of the 

political partiesô electoral success. Both the 

 
1 Woodcock: 263-264. 

immediate and long term interests of the workers 

become subordinate to the interests of the political 

parties. 

After socialist parties were established in western 

Europe in the 1880s, and workers began to see how 

their interests were being given short shrift, there 

was a resurgence in autonomous revolutionary 

trade union activity, leading to the creation of 

revolutionary syndicalist movements in the 1890s. 

Some of the syndicalist organisations, such as the 

French Confédération Générale du Travail (CGT), 

adopted an ñapoliticalò stance, similar to the 

official stance of the reconstituted International. 

The CGT was independent of the political parties 

but members were free to support political parties 

and to participate in electoral activities, just not in 

the name of the CGT. Independence from the 

political parties was an essential tenet of the 

original CGT, so that it could pursue its strategy of 

revolutionary trade union organisation and direct 

action unimpeded by the demands and interests of 

the political parties. 

It is not fair to hold the anarchists and anti-

parliamentary revolutionary socialists in the 

reconstituted International responsible for the exit 

of the groups that had decided to focus on electoral 

activity. The majority of the Belgian 

Internationalists would have changed their strategy 

from supporting an international federation of 

autonomous workersô organisations to supporting 

the Belgian Socialist party regardless of the refusal 

of the anarchist and revolutionary socialist 

members of the reconstituted International to agree 

with such an approach.  

The majority of those who chose to remain active 

in the reconstituted International based on the 

resolutions adopted at the St. Imier Congress 

believed above all that the International should not 

only remain independent of the socialist political 

parties, but that the International should continue to 

pursue its goal of achieving ñthe free and 

spontaneous organisation of labourò through the 

workersô own autonomous organisations, free of 

political interference and control. For those who 

chose instead to throw their lot in with the political 

parties, there really wasnôt much reason for them to 

remain involved in such an organisation, even 

though there was no formal bar to their continued 

membership and participation. It was simply time 

for them to part ways. 
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Report s , Resolutions and Discussions 

of the International  

Report of the Brussels Section  
Brussels Congress, 6-13 September 1868 

Le Livre bleu de l'Internationale, rapports et documents officiels lus aux Congrès de Lausanne, Bruxelles et 

Bade par le Conseil général de Londres et par les délégués de toutes les sections de l'Internationale (Paris, 

1871) 

We must first declare that in our eyes the strike is not a 

solution, even partial, for the great problem of the 

extinction of poverty, but we believe that it is an 

instrument of struggle whose use will definitely lead 

towards the solution of this problem. This is why we 

believe we must respond to 

exclusive co-operators who see 

no serious movement amongst 

workers other than consumer, 

credit and producer societies 

and who in particular regard the 

strike as useless, or even as 

disastrous to the interests of the 

workers. We believe that it is 

necessary here to distinguish 

between types of strikes, both 

from the point of view of the 

organisation of the strike and 

from the point of view of the 

goal it pursues; but before 

coming to that, we want to 

answer two objections that have 

been made against strikes in 

general. 

And we first find the objection 

of Adam Smith, an objection so 

often repeated both by 

economists and by socialists. 

The former, in fact, made use of 

this objection to turn workers away from any struggle 

with the bosses and to induce the workers to submit to 

the inflexibility of economic laws; the latter have used it 

as a weapon against the present social order, in which 

they claim that the proletarian absolutely cannot break 

any of the links of his long chain. 

Here is this objection: ñIn all such disputes,ò says Adam 

Smith, ñthe masters can hold out much longer. A 

landlord, a farmer, a master manufacturer, or merchant, 

though they did not employ a single workman, could 

generally live a year or two upon the stocks which they 

have already acquired. Many workmen could not subsist 

 
1 Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations, Book I, Chapter VIII: Of 
the Wages of Labour. (Black Flag) 

a week, few could subsist a month, and scarce any a 

year without employment. In the long-run the workman 

may be as necessary to his master as his master is to 

him; but the necessity is not so immediate.ò1 

Those who today repeat these 

words of the father of political 

economy seem to have not noticed 

the immense economic evolution 

which has been accomplished 

since the time when Adam Smith 

wrote; the economic state in 

which Adam Smith lived is no 

longer completely identical to the 

one in which we live. On the one 

hand, the individual, isolated 

struggle of the wage-worker 

against the capitalist has been 

replaced by the collective struggle 

of workersô associations. On the 

other hand, in a large number of 

industries, the employer, the boss, 

the master manufacturer, has been 

replaced by the association of 

capitalists, either in the form of 

the public limited company or in 

another form, and this elimination 

of the [individual] employer is 

even one of the most marked and 

most remarkable tendencies of the 

economic period that we are going through at the 

moment. 

Now, from the first point of view, if it is true that an 

isolated worker, left to himself, can rarely go a week 

without working and even more rarely a month, this is 

no longer the same when we consider a workersô 

association that has consulted well in advance and that 

can count not only on its own funds but also on the aid 

of other workersô associations. From the second point of 

view, if it is true that up to a certain point that in 

Smithôs time an owner, a farmer, a master 

manufacturer, could generally remain a year or two 

the individual, 

isolated struggle 

of the wage -

worker against 

the capitalist has 

been replaced by 

the collective 

struggle of 

workersõ 

associations.  
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without making his workers toil, it is no longer the case 

when we consider a limited company, the capital of 

which would swiftly withdraw if it ceased for some 

time to produce absolutely no interest; and moreover, 

even for the employer or for the capitalist who finds 

himself at the head of an industry, we can say that what 

Adam Smith says is not accurate, this boss or this 

capitalist not only having to live off the funds that he 

might have in his possession, but also having to meet 

his commitments both vis-à-vis his creditors and 

suppliers of raw materials and vis-à-vis his customers. 

Also, see how the facts increasingly show a striking 

contradiction to Smithôs observations, in the proportion 

as the interests of an industrial establishment become 

more closely linked to the interests of others, and as the 

alliance and agreement amongst workers becomes more 

widespread. If we can still cite a good number of strikes 

where the bosses triumphed over the workersô demands, 

it is by the thousands that we can cite those where the 

workers ended up triumphing over the opposition of the 

bosses. 

Certain opponents of the strike, who are most often 

theoretical and non-practical men, have made another 

general objection against the strike. They deplore the 

time lost by striking workers; that is, they say, stopping 

production as if there were a lack of products! They also 

add that when the worker remains inactive for eight or 

fifteen days, he does not consume less. This language is 

quite simply ridiculous, when we think that there are 

men in society who have not, during their entire 

existence, produced anything whatsoever, that is to say 

not a quarter of an hour of work. Have they, these 

opponents, even thought for a moment about the 

number of hours producers work each day? Thus we 

can, with the certainty of not being contradicted, say 

that most workers do not work one day a day, but a day 

and a half. Let us mention the miners, who go down 

into the pit at 5 oôclock in the morning and do not come 

out until 10 oôclock in the evening. If the observation of 

these men were justified, we would be led to reproach 

the worker for the time he loses when illness keeps him 

bed, when he still consumes but does not produce. 

But we would like to know if the work which has not 

been done does not remain to be done? Opponents of 

the strike could respond to this remark, if they were 

given the opportunity to prove that the producers are not 

sometimes forced to be idle against their will. Are they 

unaware that, in almost all professions, there are what 

are called dead seasons? And, apart from these dead 

seasons, do we not regularly have idleness due simply 

to overproduction, to a congestion of unsold products? 

But when the observations of our opponents are well-

founded, that should not prevent workers from going on 

strike, for the very simple reason that it is better to go 

down a bad path than to fall into a precipice. 

Indeed, assuming that there is a strike because the 

bosses want to reduce wages or increase the hours of 

work, or because the workers want to increase wages or 

decrease the hours, the producer loses his time and his 

money but does he not regain both when the strike 

succeeds? If he only gets a reduction of one hour of 

work, does that not give him at least 300 hours a year? 

One fact is constant, that the trades which have no 

enduring organisation for a strike, no resistance 

societies, are in a deplorable state, while in those where 

this exists, the workers are not only happier from the 

point of view of earnings but also less harshly treated. 

We said that it was necessary to distinguish between 

types of strike, both from the point of view of the 

organisation of the strike and from the point of view of 

the goal it pursues. 

From the first point of view, that of the organisation 

required by the strike, it seems obvious to us that any 

strike that is poorly planned and badly led means that 

resources have not been calculated well, or that the 

timing was not favourable, and has very little chance of 

succeeding; now any strike that does not succeed is an 

immense disaster for the worker, because it is a loss of 

funds, because of the costs it necessitates and the 

idleness it causes, because it discourages all subsequent 

attempts, because in the end it belittles the man and 

deprives the workers of something of his pride and 

dignity. But it is precisely for this reason that we 

believe that the strike must cease to be a haphazard war, 

strife for the workers, but must be well organised, 

properly considered in advance and prepared for a long 

time. 

From the second point of view, that is to say with 

respect to the particular goal which the strike may 

propose to attain, we find there is still a matter to be 

distinguished. Indeed, the purpose of a strike may be: 

either a demand for wages, or the refusal to accept a 

reduction in wages, or a demand for a reduction in 

working hours, or the refusal to accept an increase in 

working hours, or the abolition of workplace regulations 

prejudicial to the dignity of the workers, or the 

improvement of health and safety conditions in certain 

workshops or certain mines, or the refusal to work with 

defective tools or with raw materials of poor quality, the 

use of which may constitute a loss for the worker, or the 

intention of opposing the violation of contracts made 

with employers (as happened a year ago with the cotton 

dyersô strike in Amiens), or the plan to thwart the 

machinations of the heads of industry against the very 

existence of the Workersô Associations (as happened 

with the last strike of the Parisian bronzers and the 

strike of the fabric printers of Roubaix), or even 

opposition against the introduction of too many 

apprentices into the workshops. 

When the aim of the strike is a wage increase, we know 

all the objections. There are usually two objections to 

these sorts of strikes. Here is the first: 
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Ricardo, McCulloch and many other economists claim 

that the wage rate is invariably fixed by the price of 

necessities. The higher the cost of subsistence, the 

higher the wages; the cheaper the food, the lower the 

wages. 

Such is the inflexible law which, according to these 

economists, governs the rate of wages, and the demands 

and efforts of the workers can do nothing against the 

fatality of this law. 

ñLet bread drop by 5 centimes per kilogramme, with the 

current constitution of industry,ò say M. Michel 

Chevalier, ñit will not take six months for wages to have 

undergone a roughly equivalent reduction.ò And it is 

not only economists who have affirmed the existence of 

this inevitable law, most socialist writers ï Vidal, 

Pecqueur, both De Potters, Colins, etc. ï also recognise 

it, not, it is true, by regarding it as an eternal law (this 

would be incomprehensible amongst socialists), but as 

an inevitable consequence of the present social order. 

ñToday,ò says Vidal, ñthe minimum subsistence is the 

normal wate of wages. Wages inevitably gravitate 

towards this minimum, like a liquid towards its level: it 

is the law.ò 

This would perhaps be the time to say a word about the 

alleged inflexibility of economic laws; but we will 

speak of this later in connection with another 

objections. Be that as it may, many economists ï Adam 

Smith, Stuart Mill, Dunoyer, Carey, Bastiat, Baudrillart, 

etc. ï deny the so-called law of McCulloch and Ricardo, 

and they seem to us to be perfectly correct. We are not 

suggesting that the cost of subsistence has absolutely no 

influence on the rate of wages, but we maintain that this 

influence is sometimes in the relation expressed by 

McCullochôs law, sometimes it is found to be in a 

diametrically inverse relation. Let us explain: When the 

cost of subsistence increases, there is usually a slowing 

down in the activity of a host of industries, because the 

money of consumers then goes above all to objects of 

first necessity, and it may then be that the worker, by 

asking for an increase in wages, because this wage is no 

longer in relation to the price of subsistence, will obtain 

the increase requested, it may also be that the slowing 

down of industry, the lack of orders precisely means 

that the bosses can do without a good a part of their 

workers. By contrast, when the cost of subsistence falls, 

industry resumes, and then certainly the desire to lower 

wages may exist amongst the employers, but the 

demand for labour rising, the workers is better able than 

ever to increase his wages, which is precisely the 

opposite of McCullochôs law. And this is what indeed 

happens; but, of course, when the workers reach an 

agreement, they unite, for if they were to wait for the 

wage increase from the free play of economic laws, they 

might wait a long time. 

Moreover, a simple glance at the facts suffices to 

demonstrate that the dependence of the phenomenon of 

the rate of wages on the cost of subsistence is not very 

close. 

An example: The wages of labour have hardly changed 

in the last ten or twenty years in a host of occupations, 

while in others wages have fallen steadily. The cost of 

subsistence generally varies from one year to another, 

even from one month to another, and taking subsequent 

years, we can even say that the cost of subsistence is 

constantly increasing. 

Another example: In many industries there is a 

difference between summer wages and winter wages; as 

business often picks up around the summer in these 

industries, wages are higher in summer; and yet because 

of the greater expenses of heat, light, clothing, and food 

in winter than in summer, the wages should be higher. 

From all this, we can conclude that McCullochôs law is 

false, and that it does not deserve the name of an 

economic law, since not only is it not the generalisation 

of a constant fact, but that it is not even a simple 

tendency, is not even a limiting law. 

So popular common-sense has never taken it into 

account. 

Now here is the second objection: The price of any 

product, it is said, is made up of two things: on the one 

hand, of the wages of the workers; on the other hand, 

deductions from capital (that is to say, interest, 

dividends, bossesô income, middlemenôs profit, etc.). 

Now, with one of the two components of the product 

increasing, the [price of the] product itself increases, 

and consequently when wages rise, the price of the 

articles of consumption rises; then, the other factor of 

the product soon rises in its turn, because the strike, by 

raising wages, has caused the price of consumer goods 

to rise, this increase in price brings as a backlash an 

increase in the price of rents, leases and capital, and this 

rise in rents, leases and interest leads in turn to a new 

increase in the cost of products, since the income of 

capital, as stated above, form with the renumeration 

granted to labour, the price of any product. Thus, it is 

said, the gap between the value of wages and the price 

of consumer goods is no less great after a strike than 

before. Finally it is concluded that the strike for wage 

increases is useless, to say the least, even when it 

succeeds. 

Certainly, we are far from concealing from ourselves 

the gravity of this objection; we even recognise its 

correctness for a large number of cases; but the 

conclusions drawn from it seem to us too absolute. 

We will not dispute this sort of economic law, by virtue 

of which it is claimed that when one element of a 

product increases, the total price of the product tends to 

increase. But we will observe that this law is, like other 

economic laws, only a tendential law, that is to say one 

that is stopped in practice by a host of modifying 

causes. Indeed, each science has its own particular laws, 

and these laws are all the closer to the absolute as the 
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science is simpler, as the phenomena to be observed are 

less complicated. 

In mechanics, for example, the scientific laws are 

almost identified with the very expression of the facts; 

but in biology, and especially in social science, it is 

necessary to take into account a mass of variations 

depending on the surroundings and circumstances. It is 

the same with the famous law of supply and demand, 

which we are far from contesting, but which is 

nevertheless neutralised by a host of economic facts; the 

same is true of the law relating to the prices of products 

which we are currently examining. 

If we consider a society where there are only workers 

without middlemen or capitalists, certainly any increase 

in the cost of labour would lead to an increase in the 

price of the product, since labour, in this case, is the 

sole element of the 

value. If we consider a 

society where there 

would no longer be 

middlemen between 

workers and capitalists, 

where all capital would 

be represented by stock 

without interest and 

dividends, and all work 

by a labour force paid 

wages, the economic 

law that we are 

examining would no 

longer express itself so 

close to an absolute 

truth as in the preceding 

case but it would be 

closer to it than it is 

today. Indeed, if in this 

case wages increased in 

any industry, there 

would be a marked 

tendency for the interest 

and dividends of capital 

to increase, because without that capital would soon be 

directed towards industries where the rent of capital is 

better paid, capital being blind by nature and having no 

more preference for one industry than for another. 

But that is not the case today. Taking the current 

organisation of society, we say that the fact of the 

increase in the price of products after a rise in wages is 

nothing less than a general fact, and we will cite a few 

examples to support what we are saying: 

1st Example: The competition that the boss is forced to 

maintain does not always allow him to increase his 

profits in proportion to the increase in wages, and then 

the increase in the price of products does not take place; 

the increase in wages is taken in this case from the 

bossôs profits, which decrease by the same amount. 

2nd Example: Apart from the profits taken by the bosses, 

it often occurs that salesmen or even those who only 

procure the order receive 5, 10, 15, 20 and even 25% on 

the sale. 

After that stipulate, in a clear and frank manner, that the 

price of a product will have to be increased, because we 

have increased the daily wage of the worker by a few 

centimes, as if the wage increase in this case, even 

without being taken from the bossôs profits, could not 

be taken from a part of the percent of salesmen and 

other middlemen. 

3rd Example: When the increase in wages takes place in 

an industry which enjoys a monopoly (legal or natural, 

it matters not), and in which consequently the profits of 

capital are very high because of the lack of competition, 

it may be that, notwithstanding the rise in wages, the 

said profits are still 

higher in the said 

industry than in any 

other; then capital will 

not go elsewhere, and it 

is possible that the boss 

will not raise the 

productôs price; in fear 

that this increase in the 

product will lead to a 

decrease in consumption 

and consequently sales, 

in accordance with this 

economic law: 

ñWhen the price of a 

product rises 

arithmetically, the 

consumption of that 

product tends to 

decrease in a geometric 

progression.ò 

4th Example: When the 

rise in wages coincides 

with a reduction in the 

cost of production, the latter, which without this rise 

would only have increased the bossôs profits, can take 

place exclusively to the advantage of the workers, if the 

increase in wages is strictly proportional to the saving 

obtained, or to the advantage of both the worker and 

boss, if the saving in costs is greater in the other case, 

there is no reason for the price of the products to 

increase. 

As for the strike opposing the introduction of 

apprentices into workshops, that is a very delicate issue. 

There are professions in which the workers are 

systematically opposed to taking on apprentices, as they 

fear seeing these apprentices, who have become 

workers in their turn, compete with them on the labour 

market; we understand this fear, but we cannot approve 

of the measure which it dictated to certain trade-unions 

We do not want monopoly 

wherever it comes from, 

and we will protest just as 

much against workers who 

wan t to monopolise work 

in their hands as against 

the idlers who have 

monopolised capital and 

property in their hands. 

Our motto is: Justice 

above all and for all . 
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[corporations]; the children of the people, thus rejected 

from certain industries, fall back on others, and then one 

of two things occur: either these industries accept them, 

and then find themselves one fine day overcrowded 

with hands; or else they spurn them, and then where 

will the child learn to work? 

If it is just that the worker has a fair wage, that he has 

the right to live whilst working, the apprentice also has 

the right to learn to work in order to live. 

We do not want monopoly wherever it comes from, and 

we will protest just as much against workers who want 

to monopolise work in their hands as against the idlers 

who have monopolised capital and property in their 

hands. Our motto is: Justice above all and for all. 

But if it is right that the child of the people should be 

able to learn a trade, is it right that he should do so to 

the detriment of the very same, that is to say of the 

worker? No, obviously. 

Well, this is the crux of the matter. At present, in many 

occupations, apprentices are like machines, which, by 

operating exclusively for the benefit of the bosses, are 

detrimental to the workers; that is to say, the machine 

eliminates jobs, and apprentices, after having learned 

under the eyes and by the advice of comrades, do the 

work at a price lower than that required for experienced 

workers. This is the evil of which the worker complains. 

For us, this question of apprenticeship will only find its 

definitive solution in the solution of another question 

which is also on the agenda of this Congress; we speak 

of integral education, comprising the full and concurrent 

teaching of the sciences and trades. Apart from mutual 

education, another solution to this question of 

apprentices may lie in the generalisation of productive 

associations, associations where the apprentices, instead 

of constituting a benefit for the boss as today, work on 

behalf of the associated workers; just as the machine, 

which today also constitutes an advantage for the boss, 

would also work for the associated workers. But in the 

meantime, could not the resistance societies reach a 

very current and immediate solution to this question?  

Could it not be that the work of the apprentice was 

counted, by the boss, as having been done by the 

workers? These, after having paid the apprentice what is 

due him, would pay the difference to the resistance 

society. Already, in several professions, a similar 

method is in use. Let us cite as examples the cigar 

markers, who each have an apprentice at their own 

expense, and the tailors, who have a particular 

expression to describe theirs: they give it the nickname 

beef. 

If this system could be adopted, the obvious result 

would be that the worker, no longer having to fear 

competition from the apprentice, would devote more 

time to showing him how to carry out the work, and 

would very probably end up by making him a more 

perfect worker than those who emerge from the current 

organisation. This would therefore be beneficial for 

both the worker and the apprentice. To finish this point, 

we conclude: 

- that a strike conducted with a view to 

systematically opposing any introduction of 

apprentices is not legitimate; 

- that a strike conducted with a view to opposing 

the introduction of apprentices to do the work 

of workers at a lower cost can be considered 

legitimate, but that it is nevertheless then a 

matter of seeking a grouping which will allow 

the child of the people to learn his trade without 

harming the interests of the experienced worker.  

As for strikes which aim to lighten the stupefying work 

of 15 to 16 hours a day and literally killing the workers 

in his body and his intelligence, and as for those which 

have as their object the abolition of regulations 

prejudicial to dignity, or to remind bosses of their 

commitments, or to oppose the coalition of the masters 

against the workersô right of association, who would 

dare to challenge its perfect legitimacy and high 

morality? In this case, the cessation of work does not 

seem to us only a right, it is a duty. 

We believe we have sufficiently demonstrated that the 

strike can therefore offer unquestionable advantages. 

But, in our opinion, strikes must be subject to certain 

conditions, not only of justice and legitimacy, but also 

of opportunity and organisation. Hence, for the question 

of opportunity, it is easy to understand that such and 

such a season, for example, may be more favourable to 

the success of the strike than another. As for the 

question of organisation, we believe that the strike must 

be conducted by resistance societies. 

Without this, while sometimes necessary, strikes will 

constantly run the risk of going against the interests of 

the workers and will almost always lead to unrest, 

which are more vulgarly labelled, with malevolent 

intention, with the title of riots. 

And how could it be otherwise? The law forbade the 

workers to gather around the establishments where 

work had ceased, and the workers having been unable to 

agree beforehand to choose delegates who combined the 

qualities necessary for an approach to be made with the 

bosses (that is to say, the decorum, the social skills 

which does not come from instruction but the education, 

the insight and the fortitude of character which are the 

result of knowledge of right and justice), the workers, 

we say, will gather in front of the establishments or the 

residence of the boss and will form, whatever we do or 

say, a tumultuous assembly that the bosses will not want 

to listen to. From there, persecutions, in a word, 

repression, which with a sensible organisation of 

resistance societies we could easily avoid. This is what 

the coal miners of the Charleroi basin understood; after 

having conducted so many unorganised strikes and, 
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consequently, riots, they have just started seriously onto 

a new path, that is to say, with the creation of resistance 

societies, and the basin on Charleroi is already covered 

with these sorts of societies. 

The strike, without a resistance society, still offers many 

inconveniences and great injustices from the point of 

view of reciprocity and dignity. Indeed, without 

organisation can there be 

the certainty of seeing, in 

the event of a strike by 

one category of workers 

who have contributed to 

supporting a strike of 

another category, the 

certainty of seeing, we 

say, this mutuality 

established in a fair and 

equitable manner? 

To go on strike without a 

resistance society is to 

want to undertake an 

unequal struggle; the 

bosses being few in 

number, favoured by 

fortune and protected by 

power, will always easily 

agree. It is, in a word, 

war without tactics or 

ammunition. 

However, let there be no 

mistake about the 

significance of our 

words; despite all we have just said against the strike 

not organised by a resistance society, we maintain that it 

is just, legitimate and necessary, when agreements are 

violated by the employer, and that it may then be 

attempted notwithstanding the chances of failure. Is it 

not always grand and beautiful to see the slave protest 

against barbaric and inhuman actions? And what action 

can be more barbaric and inhuman than that which 

consists in constantly cutting the ration of those who 

already live only on deprivation? 

In the presence of low wages in certain industries (in the 

big factories and in the coal mines, for example), in the 

presence of the great centralisation of capital which 

means that the capitalists are there in permanent 

coalition to reduce the workers to the last extremity, in 

the presence of the enormous capital which these 

workers would require to operate by themselves vast 

factories or collieries, and in the absence of any 

organisation of credit which could facilitate the creation 

of production association in these industries, we ask, 

what other weapon than the strike, even without 

organisation, has been left to these proletarians against 

the indefinite reduction of the wage? Is it better for 

them to starve to death at work, without uttering a cry of 

indignation and without making any effort to rise up? 

Well, even if it is proved, as 2 and 2 make 4, that the 

strike in this case cannot give the workers any 

improvement, at least it should be accepted as the 

supreme protest of the disinherited against the vices of 

our social organisation. 

We said at the start of this report that the strike can be 

useful and necessary; that, consequently, we are 

supporters of resistance 

societies in order to give to 

strikes resources and a wise 

and energetic direction. 

Yes, despite our desire and 

the certainty that we cherish 

of one day seeing the social 

order completely 

transformed, that is to say 

the abolition of the 

exploitation of man by man, 

replaced by the equal 

exchange of products and 

reciprocity between 

producers, we maintain that 

it is necessary to establish 

resistance societies, as long 

as there are categories of 

workers whose complete 

liberation is currently 

impossible. Example: 

miners, whose instrument 

of work or raw material can 

hardly be acquired; navvies, 

who would require 

enormous capital to perform their transformations, etc. 

We again support this necessity, because while 

founding production associations, it will be take, with 

the current organisation of credit, some time for each of 

the different professions to acquire the instruments of 

labour that could require the use of many arms, and 

because, during the time required to create the 

necessary capital, the exploiters could reduce wages in 

such a way that the worker, instead of being able to save 

enough for his down payment, would fall into the 

situation of a man who does not know how to meet his 

commitments. 

The resistance society is again necessary because it 

inspires a certain fear in the exploiter. The latter, when 

he is not quite sure of success, will be careful not to 

violate conventions, knowing that he would lose his 

authority in the case of the failure of his arbitrary 

attempt. This remark is so true that it can be applied to 

the exploited. In fact, workers who are forced to return 

to work which they initially refused because the wage 

had been reduced, feel the authority exerted over them 

by the disdainful exploiter much more when need forces 

them to return, crestfallen, into this prison, which 

should be a place of happiness and satisfaction for the 

The resistance society is 

again necessary because 

it inspires a certain fear 

in the exploiter. The 

latter, when he is not 

quite sure of success, 

will be careful not to 

violate conventions, 

knowing that he would 

lose his authority in the 

case of the failure of his 

arbitrary attempt.  
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hard-working man since that is where life, wealth and 

well-being come from. 

The resistance society is of indisputable necessity, as 

long as the exploitation of man by man remains, as long 

as the idlers take anything from the work of others. It is 

necessary not only in view of what we have said, but 

also because it is only through it that the bosses and the 

workers will know who they are dealing with in the 

person of those who come to ask for work. The 

Association gives each of its members a certificate of 

morality and honesty. The employer and the worker will 

know that the Association keeps in its midst only 

workers free from all taint. 

One of the causes of the steady decline of the price of 

labour, we may also mention, is that unemployed 

workers go from house to house offering their arms, and 

thus give the exploiter the idea that there is a greater 

abundance of unemployed men than there really are. 

Through association, demands for workers should be 

made directly to the committees which could still send 

workers only where the need arises. 

Finally, apart from its usefulness for strikes, the 

placement of workers, etc., the society for maintaining 

prices is also useful through one of its complementary 

institutions, namely the insurance fund against 

unemployment, an essential complement to the 

resistance fund itself. Indeed, if it is necessary that the 

association raises funds to provide for the existence of 

its members in the case of strikes, that is to say, 

unemployment as a result of a dispute with the bosses, it 

is at least as useful for it to do the same for unforeseen 

cases of unemployment due to more or less temporary 

industrial crises. 

If strikes, in order to be successful, need to be made and 

directed by resistance societies, in turn the resistance 

societies will be serious only when they are all 

federated, not only in a trade and in a country, but 

between countries and between trades; hence the need 

for an international federation. 

It will not be out of place to give a word of explanation 

here. Thus, it will be easy to understand that a resistance 

society, although having succeeded in a locality in 

rallying all the workers of the some profession, will 

have done nothing stable and salutary unless the boss 

can find neither in neighbouring localities, neither in the 

country nor outside, the workers he may need to replace 

those who have stopped work for a legitimate reason. 

Already, without speaking of the English trade-unions 

amongst which federation has existed for a long time, a 

good number of trades have understood the necessity to 

federate from one town to another in the same country; 

let us mention, in Belgium, the typographical 

associations, which are all federate d with the free 

association of the composers-typographers of Brussels; 

let us also mention the carpenters, who have just 

recently embarked on this path. The same motive which 

has pushed the resistance societies of the same trade to 

come to an agreement amongst themselves will push 

them to come to an agreement with the other trades. 

This was understood by the federation of carpenters of 

Brussels, Antwerp, Pepinster, etc., which is affiliated as 

a whole to the International, and this has been 

understood for a long time by the typographical 

societies of Switzerland, which are also affiliated as a 

block. 

But make no mistake, the bosses still have a way of 

getting out of trouble, which the federation can easily 

stand in the way of; this means consists in having made 

abroad what they have not succeeded in having made in 

the country. The federated associations, in this case, 

could refuse to carry out the work, knowing that this 

can only be a whim which will be of very short duration 

on the part of the bosses.  We say whim, because no one 

can imagine that a product supplied under these 

conditions can establish competition in work generally. 

It is enough for us to look at the costs of all kinds of 

things that would result from such a system. 

Apart from what we have just pointed out, there may be 

something more serious in this way of working abroad. 

It is when the exploiters choose places where labour is 

supplied at excessively low prices. Here again, it will be 

the federation and the federation alone, which can 

remedy the evil by ensuring that, sooner or later, work 

is paid everywhere at almost a uniform price. That is to 

say, it is a question of arriving at a certain 

proportionality between the rate of wages in any 

country and the price of subsistence in that same 

country. 

There are still other reasons which must commit 

associations to the international federation; to 

demonstrate the need for it, we will simply limit 

ourselves to quoting only two facts which the workers 

would do well to become aware of: when the Parisian 

bronziers had quit work, because their bosses had 

demanded that they dissolve their association, the 

workers only overcome this arrogance with the help of 

their brothers the English; 20,000 francs left London 

and forced the French bosses to raise the white flag. 

In their turn, the workers of Geneva emerged 

triumphant from the struggle undertaken against the 

employers because the workers of France, England, 

Germany and Italy had come to their aid. As the 

Association was still in its infancy, things could not be 

done according to the strict rules of organised solidarity; 

so the different sections of the International Workersô 

Association organised a vast subscription, and the Paris 

office alone procured in a fortnight alone a sum of 

10,000 francs, and a single workersô society, that of the 

typographers, made up 2,000 francs of this amount. 

This money undoubtedly contributed to the success of 

the Geneva workers. 
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These two facts, we believe, will suffice to demonstrate 

the necessity of international federation. 

As for the last proposal, concerning arbitration boards, 

we have two options in mind. First of all and naturally 

the one which should consist of members half belonging 

to the bourgeoisie or exploiting class, half to the 

workers or the exploited. Since these two classes of men 

are interested in the dispute, it is necessary for each of 

them to find its defender or its representative. But let us 

see up to what point this method presents, for one of the 

two parties, guarantees of impartiality, without which 

any judgement could not be rendered according to 

equity. An arbitration board constituted in this way 

seems to us to be the counterpart of what are now called 

industrial tribunals, and we know how judgements are 

made there. These councils are usually chaired by a 

boss, who exercises a certain influence over the session, 

by the eloquence as a speaker and by the position he 

occupies in society, that is to say by his personal 

independence.  

Note that the influence we have just attributed to the 

chair, apart from that which the chair gives him, exists 

for all the other members of his class; no one, we are 

sure, will deny the prestige exercised over a large part 

of our brothers, always at the mercy of those who 

possess the instruments of work and capital, by the 

qualities which we have attributed to the chair.  

One of the most powerful methods of these gentlemen 

first of all consists, when they meet with workers, in 

inviting them to a kind of banquet, where the 

consumption of wine is allowed; the worker being 

unable with his meagre wage to afford this luxury, the 

bill will be paid by the capitalist, as you would well 

think. What we are pointing out here is nothing 

compared to what remains to be said about the 

dependence of the workers on the bosses; these being 

closely linked, for various reasons which it would be 

superfluous to enumerate, the worker of character could 

take into account his desire for independence when the 

need, that is to say lack of work, obliges him to go and 

solicit from one of them a job of some kind. What 

would be no less dangerous would be to entrust the 

judgement to workshop foremen who, apart from 

honourable exceptions, are too often, as they say 

vulgarly, tools of the bosses [trotteurs de manches], 

seeking to lower the wages of the workers in order to 

see their salaries increased. 

In our opinion, there remains only one type of creation 

of an arbitration board that we make it our duty to 

submit to you. 

The Federation, the Brusselsô section of the 

International Workersô Association, by establishing 

within its midst a federal council (which cannot fail to 

be established in each of the sections of said 

association) has been of undeniable usefulness to us in 

the idea that we are going to put forward regarding 

organisation of the council which is the subject of our 

study. Indeed, by founding a federal council by means 

of three delegates from each of the trade unions 

[corporations], as is practised in the Federation, it will 

be easy, in this gathering of men, to find the elements 

necessary to constitute the arbitration council whose 

usefulness and necessity we recognise.  

If the federal council is and must be in a position to 

judge the necessity and opportunity for strikes which 

arise in connection with a pay cut, it can only be the 

same for a multitude of disputes which may arise either 

between bosses and workers, or between workers only.  

We could dwell here especially on the duties of workers 

towards apprentices, but that would lead us into too 

lengthy explanations. Finally, in all cases where the 

federal council has to step aside to make way for the 

arbitration council, the members of the federal council 

could appoint to serve on the arbitration council one 

member from each of the delegations that make up its 

council; and when the members forming the arbitration 

council do not agree on a decision to be taken or on the 

legitimacy of an act to be taken, they would have the 

supreme resource of adding three, five or seven of these 

workers who are called independent, that is to say 

citizens who are nether bosses nor wage-workers, but 

workers who are self-employed. The latter, because of 

their relative independence vis-à-vis the other two, 

would be considered as third-party arbitrators and 

would definitely decide the question that could have 

divided the arbitration board. 

Lastly, we shall conclude this subject by saying that if 

we are such great supporters of societies for maintaining 

prices, as we say in Belgium, resistance societies, as 

they say in France, trade unions, as they say in England, 

it is not only with regard to the necessities of the 

present, but also with regard to the social order of the 

future. Let us explain. We do not consider these 

societies merely a necessary palliative (note that we do 

not say cure); no, our sights are much higher. From the 

depths of the chaos of the conflict and misery in which 

we are agitating, we raise our eyes towards a more 

harmonic and happier society. Therefore, we see in 

these resistance societies the embryos of these great 

workers companies which will one day replace the 

companies of capitalists having under their orders 

legions of employees, at least in all industries where 

collective force is involved and where there is no 

middle ground between wage-labour and association. 

Already in the major strikes that have broken out in 

recent years a new tendency is quite clearly beginning 

to emerge: the strike must lead to the production 

society. That has already been said during the strike of 

the association of joiners and carpenters in Ghent, as 

during the strike of tailors in Paris. And that will 

happen, because it is in the logic of ideas and the force 

of events. It is inevitable that the workers will come to 

grasp this little line of reasoning: ñBut while we are on 
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strike because the bosses refuse to accede to our 

demands, consumers are still clamouring for the 

products of our industry; since our inactivity does not 

come from lack of demand but only from the obstinacy 

of our bosses, why should we not work directly for the 

public; the money that our fund spends to maintain 

inactive workers because of the strike could be spent on 

the purchase of raw materials and tools.ò 

Once this idea is understood, 

it will soon be realised. Only, 

it is important to note (and 

this is an important point) that 

these production associations 

that will result from the 

transformation of the societies 

for maintaining prices, will 

not be these petty associations 

like most of those existing 

currently; these latter, 

excellent as examples and as 

education which we wish 

well, do not seem to us to 

have any great social future, 

no role to play in the renewal 

of society because, composed 

of only a few individuals, can 

only succeed, as Dr. Buchner 

says, in creating, alongside of 

the bourgeoisie or third-estate, 

a fourth-estate having beneath 

it a fifth more miserable than 

ever. On the contrary, the 

production associations 

derived from the unions 

encompass entire trades, 

invade large industry and 

thereby form the NEW 

CORPORATION;1 a 

corporation that bourgeois 

economists will gladly 

confuse (we know) with the 

old guilds, although the latter was organised 

hierarchically, based on monopoly and privilege, and 

limited to a certain number of members (just like our 

current small production associations), while the former 

will be organised on the basis of equality, founded on 

mutuality and justice, and open to all. 

Here appears to us the real and positive future of the 

trade unions, because the strike, we admit, is only useful 

as an interim measure; perpetual strikes would be the 

perpetuation of wage-labour, and we want the abolition 

of wage-labour; perpetual strikes would be the fight 

 
1 The term ñcorporativeò (corporatif ) was originally the 

French word for craft guild and was popular in the nineteenth 

century French labour movement to refer to the associations 

which would replace wage-labour. For more discussion, see 

William H. Sewell, Work and Revolution in France: The 

without truce nor end between capital and labour, and 

we want, not precisely what has been called today the 

association of labour and capital (a hybrid 

combination, under which the capitalist, provider of 

finance, has an agreement with the workers to eliminate 

the boss, while still collecting interest and dividends 

from labour), rather we want the absorption of work by 

labour; since capital is accumulated labour, which must 

have only a simple 

exchange value equal to 

the value of the labour 

it has cost, it cannot be 

taken into account in 

the division of the 

products; product of 

labour, capital can only 

be the property of the 

worker, he cannot be 

associated with it. 

So, this transformation 

of resistance societies 

taking place not just in 

one country but in all, 

or at least those which 

are at the head of 

civilisation; in a word, 

all these associations of 

all lands, federated, will 

intervene initially for 

the struggle, benefiting 

from this federation to 

apply the reciprocal 

exchange of products at 

cost price, and 

international mutual 

exchange will replace 

the protectionism and 

free trade of the 

bourgeois economists. 

And this universal 

organisation of labour 

and exchange, of production and circulation, coinciding 

with an inevitable and necessary transformation in the 

organisation of land ownership at the same time as with 

an intellectual transformation, having for a starting 

point integral education given to all, social regeneration 

will be carried out in both the material and mental 

domain. And humanity, henceforth based on science 

and labour instead of being based on ignorance and the 

domination of capital as today, marching from progress 

to progress in all branches of the arts, sciences and 

industry will peacefully fulfil its destiny.  

language of labor from the old regime to 1848 (Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press, 1980). It should be not confused 

with capitalist corporations or corporatism but rather 

considered as a self-managed industrial federation. (Black 

Flag) 

these product ion 

associations that will 

result from the 

transformation of the 

societies for 

maintaining prices, 

will é thereby form 

the NEW 

CORPORATION é Here 

appears to us the real 

and positive future of 

the trade unionsé we 

want the abolition of 

wage -labour  
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Resolution on Collective Ownership  
Brussels Congress, 6-13 September 1868 

Collective Ownership 

Resolutions adopted by the commission: 

1. With regard to mines, collieries and railways; 

Considering: 

That the great instruments of labour are fixed to the 

ground and occupy a notable part of this soil provided 

free to humanity by nature; 

That these instruments of labour necessarily require the 

application of machines and collective force; 

That the machines and collective force that exist today 

for the sole advantage of the capitalists must in the 

future only benefit the workers, and that for this it is 

necessary that any industry where these two economic 

forces are indispensable is carried on by groups free 

from wage-labour; 

Congress thinks: 

1. That quarries, collieries and other mines, as well as 

railways, in a normal society, shall be owned by the 

social collectivity, represented by the State, but by the 

regenerated State and subject itself to the law of justice; 

2. That the quarries, collieries, railways will be 

contracted out not to capitalists, as today, but to workers 

companies, on a double contract; 

one giving the concession [investiture] to the worker 

company and guaranteeing to society; 

a. the scientific and rational exploitation of the 

concession, 

b. its services at a price nearest to the cost price, 

c. the right to audit the accounts of the 

company, 

d. and consequently the impossibility of the 

reconstitution of monopoly; 

the other guaranteeing the natural rights of every 

member of the worker Association with respect to his 

colleagues. 

2. With regard to agricultural property; 

Considering: 

That the necessities of production and the application of 

agronomic knowledge demands farming conducted on a 

large scale and by groups, requires the introduction of 

machinery and the organisation of the collective force in 

agriculture, and that, moreover, economic development 

itself tends to bring about large-scale farming. 

That, therefore, agricultural labour and ownership of the 

soil should be treated the same way as mining work and 

ownership of what is under the ground; 

That, moreover, productive deposits are the raw 

material of all products, the original source of all 

wealth, without being itself the product of labour by any 

individual; 

That the alienation to some of this indispensable raw 

material renders the whole society a tributary of those to 

whom it is alienated; 

Congress believes that economic evolution will make 

the turning of arable land into collective property a 

social necessity, and that this soil will be contracted out 

to farmers companies like mines to miners companies, 

railways to workers companies, and with guarantee 

conditions for society and for the cultivators similar to 

those required for the mines and for the railways. 

3. With respect to canals, roads, paths, telegraphs; 

Considering that these lines of communication require 

an overall management and maintenance which cannot 

be abandoned to private individuals, as some 

economists demand, on pain of monopoly. 

Congress thinks: 

These means of communication must remain the 

collective property of society. 

4. With respect to forests; 

Considering that the abandonment of forests to private 

individuals would lead to the destruction of these 

forests; That this destruction of certain parts of the 

country would harm the conservation of resources, and 

as a result the good quality of the land as well as public 

hygiene and the life of the citizens;  

Congress thinks: 

That the forests must remain in the social collectivity.

While this resolution is often referenced as end of mutualist influence in the International, in reality it reflected Proudhonôs 

ideas and written by his followers. This included ñcollective forceò which played a key role in his analysis of both how 

exploitation occurs in capitalism and what should end it, namely workersô associations. Likewise, the ñdouble contract 

echoes Proudhonôs General Idea of the Revolution and its discussion of workersô associations and its ñdouble contractò 

between the members of the co-operative and between it and society. Proudhon also had argued ñthe land is indispensable 

to our existence, ï consequently a common thing, consequently unsusceptible of appropriationò. In short, ñunder universal 

association, ownership of the land and of the instruments of labour is social ownershipò and ñhanded over to democratically 

organised workersô associationsò 
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Resolution on War  
Brussels Congress, 6-13 September 18681 

Considering that justice ought to regulate the 

relationships between natural groups, peoples, and 

nations, just as much as between individual citizens; 

That, although the chief and persistent cause of war is a 

lack of economic equilibrium, and that therefore 

nothing can put an end to war except social 

reorganisation, nevertheless an auxiliary cause of war is 

the arbitrary use of force which results from 

centralisation and from despotism; 

That therefore the peoples can henceforward lessen the 

frequency of war by opposing those who make war or 

declare war; 

That this right belongs especially to the working 

classes, who are almost exclusively subject to military 

service, and that they alone can give it a sanction; 

That they have, to this end, a practical, legitimate, and 

immediately realisable method; 

That, in fact, social life cannot be carried on if 

production be suspended for a certain time; that it will 

therefore suffice that the producers should cease 

producing for them to put a stop to the enterprises of the 

personal and despotic governments; 

The Congress of the International Workingmenôs 

Association, assembled at Brussels, records its most 

emphatic protest against war; 

It invites all the sections of the Association, in their 

respective countries, and also all working-class 

societies, and all workersô groups or whatever kind, to 

take the most vigorous action to prevent a war between 

the peoples, which today could not be considered 

anything else than a civil war, seeing that, since it 

would be waged between the producers, it would only 

be a struggle between brothers and citizens; 

The Congress urges the workers to cease work should 

war break out in their respective countries; 

The Congress has sufficient confidence in the spirit of 

solidarity animating the workers of all lands, to hope 

that their support will not be wanting to this war of the 

peoples against war.2 

Resolution  on Res istance Societies  
Basle Congress, 6-12 September 1869  

Compte-rendu du IVe congr̄s international, tenu à Bale, en Septembre 1869 (Bruxelles : Impr. de D. Brism®e, 1869) 
The question thus posed seems 

to us to present two distinct 

sides, namely:  

How should resistance societies 

be established to prepare for the 

future and to ensure as far as 

possible the present; and on the 

other hand, how the ideas we 

have on the organisation of 

labour in the future can help us 

to establish resistance societies 

in the present; these two sides of 

the question complement each 

other, and strengthen each other. 

Now, we conceive of two types 

of grouping by workers: first a 

local grouping which allows 

workers of the same locality to 

maintain day-today relations; 

next, a grouping between different localities, regions, 

countries, etc.  

 
1 G. M. Stekloff, History of The First International (London: Martin Lawrence Limited, 1928). 
2 It should be noted that Marx privately dismissed this resolution: ñBelgian nonsense that it was necessary TO STRIKE 

AGAINST WAR.ò (Marx-Engels Collected Works Vol. 43, 101) 

First type. 

This grouping corresponds to the 

political relations of present 

society, which it advantageously 

replaces: hitherto it has been the 

type employed by the 

International Workersô 

Association. 

For resistance societies this state 

of affairs involves the federation 

of local societies mutually aiding 

each other by loans of money, 

organising meetings for the 

discussion of social questions, 

taking actions of collective 

interest together. 

But as industry grows, another 

grouping becomes necessary 

alongside the first one. 

Workers in all lands feel that their interests are 

interdependent and that they are crushed one by one; on 

The grouping of different 

trade unionsé forms the 

commune of the future 

just as the other type 

forms the worker 

representation of the 

future. Government is 

replaced by the councils 

of the assembled trades 

unions, and by a 

committee of their 

respective delegates  
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the other hand, the future demands an organisation that 

leaves the confines of towns and knows no borders, 

establishing a vast distribution of labour from one end 

of the world to the other; from this double point of 

view, resistance societies must organise themselves 

internationally: each trade union must foster an 

exchange of correspondence and information within the 

country and with other nations, that it works to establish 

new branches where none exist, that it reaches 

agreement with its fellow workers to act in common and 

that it even goes so far, when possible, as the solidarity 

of funds amongst them as the English already practice. 

This type of grouping becomes an agent of 

decentralisation, for it is no longer a case of establishing 

in each country a common centre for all industries, but 

each will have as a centre the locality where it is most 

developed; for example, for France, while the 

coalminers would federate around St-Etienne, the silk-

workers would do so around Lyon, as luxury industries 

in Paris. 

Once these two groupings have been formed, labour is 

organised for the present and the future, by eliminating 

wage-labour in the following manner. By the uniform 

reduction in working hours in the same profession, the 

distribution of work is achieved fairly and the 

competition between workers is destroyed. This 

process, as well as the limitation of the number of 

apprentices, which is the result of free and rational 

statistics applied to all professions, distributes workers 

in all industries, prevents accumulation in one and 

shortages in another and makes the right to work a 

reality. 

The grouping of different trade unions [corporations] 

by town and by country creates another benefit: each 

trade striking in its turn, and being supported by the 

others, continues its struggle until it reaches the 

common level and the equalisation of wages is a 

precursor to the equivalence of functions. 

Moreover, this type of grouping forms the commune of 

the future just as the other type forms the worker 

representation of the future. Government is replaced by 

the councils of the assembled trades unions, and by a 

committee of their respective delegates, regulating the 

labour relations that will replace politics. 

To conclude and since the grouping by town and 

country already exists in part, we propose the following 

resolution: 

The Congress is of the opinion that all workers must 

actively strive to create resistance societies in different 

trades. 

As these societies form, it invites sections, federal 

groups or central councils to notify societies of the same 

profession in order to produce the formation of an 

international association of trades. 

These federations will be responsible for gathering all 

information of interest to their respective industries, 

managing joint activity, regulating strikes and actively 

working for their success, until such time as wage-

labour is replaced by the federation of free producers. 

The Congress also invites the General Council to act as 

an intermediary for the federation of resistance societies 

of all lands.

Discussion on Resistance Societies  
Basle Congress, 6-12 September 1869  

Gabriel Mollin, Rapport sur le 4e Congr̄s de lôAssociation internationale des Travailleurs : tenu  ̈B©le (Suisse) au 

mois de septembre 1869 (Paris: Armand le Chevalier, 1870). 

Saturday, 11 September  

The first item is the discussion of 

Resistance Societies. 

M. Pindy reads the report of the 

Commission. He says that the 

purpose of resistance societies is to 

prepare for the future and secure the 

present; that the grouping of the 

resistance societies will form the 

commune of the future, and that 

Government will eventually be 

replaced by councils of trades unions 

[corps de métiers]. 

M. Pindy quotes the following 

passage from the report of the Society 

of Bronze-Smiths of Paris: 

ñResistance Societies have already defined the 

practical application of the principle of 

solidarity between workers. It is again to 

their influence that emancipation must be 

achieved through the takeover of tools, 

the abolition of bosses, the organisation 

of credit and exchange, and the 

transformation of the social order, by 

substituting the federation of every 

individual, of every group, of every 

industry, for the conflict of interest which 

the current state offers us.ò 

He then reads the conclusions of the 

Commission. 

The Commission proposes that the 

Congress adopt the following 

conclusions: 

 
Jean Louis Pindy  

(1840-1917) 
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ñThe Congress is of the opinion that all workers 

must actively strive to create resistance 

societies in different trades. 

 ñAs these societies form, it invites sections, 

federal groups or central councils to notify 

societies of the same profession in order to 

produce the formation of an international 

association of trades. 

ñThese federations will be responsible for 

gathering all information of interest to their 

respective industries, managing joint activity, 

regulating strikes and actively working for their 

success, until such time as wage-labour is 

replaced by the federation of free producers. 

ñThe Congress also invites the General Council 

to act as an intermediary for the federation of 

resistance societies of all lands.ò 

M. Chemalé considers resistance societies as a 

transitory institution, with the object of fighting against 

the centralisation of capital, and having no reason to 

exist when the conditions of labour are 

different. 

M. Caporusso complains about the recent 

introduction of industrialism in Italy, 

which has resulted in the increase [in the 

price] of necessities, without any increase 

in wages. He protests against the 

undertaking of work by the State; he 

refers to the tobacco manufacturers and 

ship-builders, which are conducted 

militarily and are still forced to suffer a 

reduction in their wages. He called the 

attention of the International Association 

to the situation of the Italian proletarians. 

M. Hins regrets that M. Chemalé had not 

grasped the role that resistance societies 

had to play when he said that they would 

one day disappear. Regardless of wage 

settlements, they must prepare the future 

reorganisation. It is by them that it will be 

done. If we do not occupy ourselves with 

current politics, we will take care of that 

of the future; consequently we will 

develop the government of labour, we 

will destroy the old politics and 

parliament. These are the relationships of 

the workers which must replace the 

relationships of the State. 

H. Flahaut is in favour of a universal 

federation amongst workers, but he 

believes that it must aim at claiming not 

only social rights but also political rights. 

He regrets that we have spent too much time on issues 

that cannot be put into practice whereas we should be 

dealing with resistance societies. 

M. Durand would like us not to deal with generalities, 

nor with the future, but with the present, with current 

practice. The purpose of the Association to achieve 

demands by strikes. So far the associations have done 

nothing; the most noticeable result is that instead of a 

single boss, the worker has five or six. He would like to 

see co-operative societies enter the resistance societies. 

He added that nevertheless these societies resulted in 

teaching men to know each other, and that they could in 

the future have a great political influence. 

MM. Tolain, Tartaret, Greulich, Applegarth, Brismé 

and Grosselin take part in the discussion. All agree on 

the need for the formation and development of 

resistance societies. 

The hour being late, it was decided to end although a 

certain number of speakers had their names listed. The 

conclusions of the Commission were passed 

unanimously. 

 

Another ex -member of the Paris Commune who was 

with us was Pindy, a carpenter from the north of 

France, an adopted ch ild of Paris. He became 

widely known at Paris, during a strike supported by 

the International, for his vigour and bright 

intelligence, and was elected a member of the 

Commune, which nominated him commander of the 

Tuileries palace. When the Versailles troop s 

entered Paris, shooting their prisoners by the 

hundred, three men, at least, were shot in different 

parts of the town, having been mistaken for Pindy. 

After the fight, however, he was concealed by a 

brave girl, a seamstress, who saved him by her 

calmness  when the house was searched by the 

troops, and who afterward became his wife. Only 

twelve months later they succeeded in leaving 

Paris unnoticed, and came to Switzerland. Here 

Pindy learned assaying, at which he became skilful; 

spending his days by the si de of his red -hot stove, 

and at night devoting himself passionately to 

propaganda work, in which he admirably combined 

the passion of a revolutionist with the good sense 

and organizing powers characteristic of the 

Parisian worker.  

ς Peter Kropotkin, Memoirs of a Revolutionist 

άwŜƎŀǊŘƭŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǿŀƎŜ ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘǎΣ ǘƘŜȅ Ƴǳǎǘ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ǊŜƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ōȅ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŘƻƴŜΦέ 
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Articles, Manifestos and Letters  

The Present Institutions of the International in 

Relation to the Future  

César De Paepe  

LôInternationale : organe des Sections belges de lôAssociation internationale des travailleurs, February 

1869 

The International Workersô 

Association bears social 

regeneration within itself. 

There are many who agree that if 

the Association should realise its 

programme, it will have indeed 

established the reign of justice, 

but who believe that certain 

current institutions of the 

International are only temporary 

and are destined to disappear. We 

want to show that the 

International already offers the 

model of the society to come, and 

that its various institutions, with 

appropriate modifications, will 

form the future social order. 

Let us examine the current 

structure of the association, 

taking its most complete 

examples, for a great number of 

sections have not yet reached a perfect organisation. 

The section is the model for the commune. There the 

workers of all trades are gathered without distinction. 

The matters that concern all workers, whatever their 

profession, must be dealt with there. 

At the head of the section is an Administrative 

Committee, which is charged with carrying out the 

measures decreed by the section. Instead of 

commanding like present administrations, it obeys its 

citizens. 

The Federal Council is composed of the delegates of 

different worker groups; to it [are given] issues of 

relations between different trades, of the organisation of 

labour. This is a gap in our present governments, which 

only represent a confused morass of individuals instead 

of representing groups [united] by interests. 

The different societies gathered in the Federal Council 

are resistance societies. These societies belong to the 

 
1 A reference to workersô co-operatives created within 

capitalism, viewed as a key means of reforming capitalism 

away by the more orthodox mutualists within the 

future as well as the present. 

Grouping around it the workers of 

the same trade, teaching them their 

interests, calculating the selling price 

and cost price for basing their 

demands on, the resistance society is 

destined to organise labour in the 

future, much more than the 

productive society, which, at the 

moment, is difficult to extend.1 

When the time comes, when the 

workers have agreed to demand the 

liquidation of the present society, 

which perpetually bankrupts them, 

nothing will be easier than to 

transform resistance societies into 

co-operative workshops. 

The co-operative consumer societies, 

which are established in the majority 

of sections, are destined one day to 

replace current commerce, full of 

frauds and traps, they will transform 

themselves into communal bazaars, where the various 

products will be displayed with an accurate indication 

of the deed of sale [expéditions], without any further 

surcharge than the payment of expenses. 

The mutual assistance and insurance funds will take a 

wider development and become universal insurance 

societies. Illnesses, disabilities, old age, widowhood, all 

these present sources of poverty will be eliminated. No 

more charity offices, [no more] public assistance 

dishonour; no more hospitals where we are admitted by 

charity. All the care that we receive will have been paid 

for; there will be no more doctors of the poor.2 

Ignorance, another source of poverty, will disappear in 

the face of the education given by every section. It is 

not a question of that instruction which even our 

doctrinaires loudly demand. We want to make men, and 

one is only a complete man when one is a worker and 

scholar at the same time; also all the workers gathered 

International and rejected by revolutionary collectivists like 

Bakunin. (Black Flag) 
2 A reference to doctors who took up work with charitable 

institutions. (Black Flag) 

 
César De Paepe (1841 -1890)  
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at the Congress of Brussels last September demanded 

integral education which includes science and learning 

of trades.1 As this education cannot be provided at 

present, due to material impediments, the sections 

compensate as best they can by organising meetings, 

conferences, founding newspapers, where workers are 

taught the rights of man, where they learn to claim 

them, where finally we assemble the materials for the 

edifice of the future society. 

The problem of the organisation of justice is already 

resolved within the International. The defence funds 

fulfil this purpose. They have their current aspect, in 

this respect, that having examined the case, the Defence 

Committee decides when a worker complains of an 

injustice committed by his boss whether it will be 

upheld in court. But this institution also looks to the 

future, in that it decides disputes between members by 

means of a jury chosen by election and renewable at 

very short notice. In the future, no more pettifoggers, 

judges, prosecutors, lawyers. The same law for all, and 

justice based, no longer on this or that, more or less 

muddled, text about which we quarrel, but on reason 

and rectitude. 

The various sections are connected in their turn in the 

federation, by regions, then by country. These 

federations include not only a grouping by sections, but 

also by trades, as there is for communes. Thus the 

relations between the different groups will be 

facilitated, thus labour can be organised, not only within 

the communes, but within the entire country. 

Vast institutions of credit will be like the veins and 

arteries of this organisation. Credit will no longer be 

what it is today, an instrument of death, for it will be 

based on equal exchange: it will be credit at cost-price. 

If the International has not yet been able, in its current 

state, to establish an institution of this kind, at least it 

has already discussed its principles and statutes at the 

Congresses of Lausanne and Brussels. At the latter 

Congress, a plan for a bank of exchange was presented 

by the Brussels section. 

Finally, the relations between different countries are 

secured by an international General Council. Such will 

be future diplomacy: no more embassy attachés, no 

more dashing secretaries of legation2, no more 

diplomats, protocols, wars. 

A central office of correspondence, information and 

statistics is all that is necessary to connect nations 

united by a fraternal bond. 

We now believe that we have shown that the 

International contains within itself the seeds of all the 

institutions of the future. In every commune let a 

section of the International be established, and the new 

society will be formed and the old will collapse with a 

breath. Thus, when a wound heals, we see a scab form 

above while the flesh slowly regrows below. One fine 

day, the scab falls off, and the flesh appears fresh and 

ruddy. 

Organisation and General Strike  
Michael Bakunin  

Égalité, 3 April 1869 

Workers, keep your utmost calm. If your sufferings are 

great, be heroic and know how to bear them still; 

attentively read what the newspaper Lôlnternationale 

tells the workers of the Charleroi basin, all of which we 

too should learn. 

Listen, then, to the wise advice our Belgian brothers 

give us: 

ñMay our Swiss brothers be patient for a while 

longer! Like us they are obliged to wait until 

the signal of the social collapse comes from a 

large country, either England, France, or 

Germany. In the meantime, let us continue to 

 
1 This idea was raised by Proudhon and advocated by 

Bakunin, the latter publishing a series of articles on it in 

Lô£galit® ï see ñAll-Round Educationò in The Basic Bakunin. 

(Black Flag) 

gather all the forces of the proletariat, let us 

help ourselves as much as we can amidst the ills 

that the present state subjects us to, and above 

all study the solution of the great economic 

problems which will arise before us on the day 

following victory, seek how we can best 

proceed with the liquidation of the old society 

and the establishment of the new.ò 

Be patient, be patient, ñthe day of justice will comeò; in 

the meantime, close your ranks and strengthen your 

organisation. 

2 A legation was a diplomatic representative office of lower 

rank than an embassy. In the 19th century, most diplomatic 

missions were legations but this gradually fell from favour as 

the embassy became the standard form of diplomatic mission. 

(Editor) 

We now believe that we have shown that the International con tains within itself 

the seeds of all the institutions of the future  
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* * *  

The news concerning the 

European labour movement 

can be summed up in one 

word: strikes. In Belgium the 

typographers strike in several 

cities, the spinners strike in 

Ghent, the upholsterers strike 

in Brussels; in England the 

imminent strike in the 

manufacturing districts; in 

Prussia the strike of the zinc 

miners; in Paris the plasterer-

painters strike; in Switzerland 

the strikes in Basle and 

Geneva. 

As we advance, strikes 

multiply. What does this mean? That the struggle 

between labour and capital is more and more on the 

rise, that economic anarchy becomes deeper every day, 

and that we are advancing with huge steps toward the 

inevitable result of this anarchy: Social Revolution. 

Certainly, the emancipation of the proletariat could be 

accomplished without shocks, if the bourgeoisie wanted 

to hold its night of 4th of August, renouncing its 

privileges, the rights of capital to increase at the 

expense of labour; but bourgeois egoism and blindness 

are so ingrained that you must still be an optimist to 

hope to see the solution of the social problem by a 

common understanding between the privileged and the 

disinherited; so instead the new social order will emerge 

from the very excesses of the current anarchy. 

When strikes spread, they 

gradually connect, they are very 

close to turning into a general 

strike; and with the ideas of 

emancipation that now prevail in 

the proletariat, a general strike can 

only lead to a great cataclysm 

which would renew society. We 

are not yet there, no doubt, but 

everything leads us there. Only, the 

people must be ready, it can no 

longer be distracted by talkers and 

dreamers, as in 48, and for this it 

must be-strongly and seriously 

organised. 

But donôt the strikes follow each 

other so rapidly that the fear is that 

the cataclysm will arrive before the proletariat is 

sufficiently organised? We think not, first because 

strikes already indicate a certain collective strength, a 

certain agreement amongst the workers; next, each 

strike becomes the point of departure for new groups. 

The necessities of the struggle impel workers to support 

each other across borders and across trades; the more 

active the struggle becomes, therefore, the more this 

federation of proletarians has to expand and strengthen. 

And then narrow-minded economists accuse this 

federation of workers, represented by the International 

[Workersô] Association, of fomenting strikes and 

creating anarchy! This is quite simply taking effect for 

cause: it is not the International that creates the war 

between the exploiter and the exploited, rather it is the 

necessity of this war that has created the International. 

Programme  of the  

International Alliance of Socialist Democracy  
17 April 1869

1. The Alliance declares itself atheist; it wants the 

abolition of religions, the substitution of science for 

faith and human justice for divine justice. 

2. It wants above all the definitive and complete 

abolition of classes and the political, economic, and 

social equalisation of individuals of both sexes, and in 

 
1 This sentence originally read: ñIt wants above all the 

political, economic, and social equalisation of classes and 

individuals of both sexes, commencing with abolition of the 

right of inheritanceò. This change was the result of Bakunin 

sending the Alliance programme to the Internationalôs 

General Council seeking affiliation. Marx responded by 

noting its ñequalisation of classesò clause ñliterally 

interpretedò would mean ñharmony of capital and labourò as 

ñpersistently preached by the bourgeois socialistsò for it was 

ñnot the logically impossible óequalisation of classesô, but the 

historically necessary, superseding óabolition of classesôò 

which ñforms the great aim of the International Working 

order to achieve this goal, it first and foremost demands 

the abolition of the right of inheritance,1 so that in future 

enjoyment is equal to the production of each, and that, 

in conformity with the decision taken at the last 

workersô Congress in Brussels, the land, the instruments 

of labour, like all other capital, becoming the collective 

property of the entire society, can only be used by 

Menôs Association.ò He added: ñConsidering, however, the 

context in which that phrase óequalisation of classesô occurs, 

it seems to be a mere slip of the pen, and the General Council 

feels confident that you will be anxious to remove from your 

program an expression which offers such a dangerous 

misunderstanding.ò (Marx-Engels Collected Works 21: 46) 

The Alliance changed its Programme and successfully 

affiliated. This did not stop Marx ï and subsequent Marxists 

ï from quoting the original sentence (out of context from the 

rest of the programme) to attack Bakunin as little more than a 

liberal. (Black Flag) 

When strikes spread, 

they gradually 

connect, they are 

very close to turning 

into a general strikeé  

a general strike can 

only lead t o a great 

cataclysm which 

would renew society.  
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workers, that is to say by agricultural and industrial 

associations. 

3. It wants for all children of both sexes, from birth 

onwards, equality of the means of development, that is 

to say, maintenance, education and training at all levels 

of science, industry and the arts, convinced that this 

equality, at first only economic and social, will result in 

bringing ever increasing natural equality of individuals, 

by eliminating all artificial inequalities, historical 

products of a social organisation as false as it is 

iniquitous. 

4. Enemy of all despotism, recognising no other 

political form than the republican form, and completely 

rejecting any reactionary alliance, it also rejects any 

political action which does not have as its immediate 

and direct aim the triumph of the cause of the workers 

against capital. 

5. It recognises that all existing political and 

authoritarian states, increasingly reduced to the mere 

administrative functions of public services in their 

respective countries, will have to disappear into the 

universal union of free associations, both agricultural 

and industrial. 

6. As the social question can only find its definitive and 

real solution on the basis of the international or 

universal solidarity of the workers of all countries, the 

Alliance rejects any policy based on so-called patriotism 

and on rivalry between nations. 

7. It wants the Universal Association of all local 

associations through Liberty. 

Policy of the International  

Michael Bakunin  

Lô£galit®, August 1869 

I 

ñWe have believed until now,ò 

says La Montagne, ñthat 

political and religious opinions 

were independent of 

membership of the 

International; and, as for us, it is 

on this terrain that we place 

ourselves.ò 

You might believe, at first 

glance, that Mr. Coullery is 

right. For, indeed, when 

accepting a new member into its 

midst, the International does not 

ask him whether he is religious 

or an atheist, whether he 

belongs to such-and-such 

political party or if he belongs to 

none. It simply asks him: Are 

you a worker, or, if you are not, 

do you feel the need and do you 

feel the strength to frankly, fully embrace the cause of 

the workers, to identify with it to the exclusion of all 

other causes that may be opposed to it? 

Do you realise that the workers, who produce all of the 

worldôs wealth, who are the creators of civilisation, and 

who have conquered all liberties for the bourgeoisie, are 

today condemned to poverty, ignorance and slavery? Do 

you understand that the principal cause of all the evils 

that the worker endures is poverty, and that this poverty, 

which is the lot of all the workers in the world, is a 

necessary consequence of the current economic 

organisation of society, and particularly the subjugation 

of labour, that is to say of the 

proletariat, under the yoke of 

capital, that is to say to the 

bourgeoisie? 

Do you understand that there is an 

irreconcilable antagonism 

between the proletariat and the 

bourgeoisie, because it is the 

necessary consequence of their 

respective positions? That the 

prosperity of the bourgeois class 

is incompatible with the well-

being and freedom of the workers, 

because this exclusive prosperity 

is and can be founded only upon 

the exploitation and subjugation 

of their labour, and that, for the 

same reason, the prosperity and 

human dignity of the working 

masses absolutely requires the 

abolition of the bourgeoisie as a 

separate class? That consequently 

the war between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie is 

inevitable and can only end with the destruction of the 

latter? 

Do you understand that no worker, however intelligent 

and energetic, can fight alone against the well-organised 

power of the bourgeoisie, a power principally 

represented and supported by the organisation of the 

State, of every State? That in order to become strong 

you must associate not with the bourgeois, which would 

be a stupidity or a crime on your part because all the 

bourgeois as bourgeois are our irreconcilable enemies, 

nor with treacherous workers who would be cowardly 

enough to go beg for the smiles and benevolence of the 

 
Michael Bakunin (1814 ð1876)  
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bourgeois, but with honest and energetic workers who 

frankly want what you want? 

Do you understand that, in view of the formidable 

coalition of all the privileged classes, all the capitalist 

proprietors and all the States in the world, an isolated 

workersô association, local or national, even one 

belonging to one of the largest countries of Europe, can 

never triumph, and that to stand up to this coalition and 

obtain that victory, nothing less than the union of all 

local and national workersô associations into a single 

universal association is needed, it needs the great 

International Association of the Workers of all 

countries? 

If you feel, if you understand and if you truly want all 

this, come to us, whatever your political and religious 

beliefs. But for us to accept you, you must promise us: 

1) to henceforth subordinate your personal interests, 

even those of your family, as well as your political and 

religious convictions and expressions, to the supreme 

interest of our association: the struggle of labour against 

capital, of the workers against the bourgeoisie on the 

economic terrain; 2) never compromise with the 

bourgeoisie for personal gain; 3) to never seek to raise 

yourself individually, only for yourself, above the 

working mass, which would immediately make you a 

bourgeois, an enemy and exploiter of the proletariat; as 

all the difference between the bourgeois and the worker 

is this, that the first always seeks his good outside the 

collectivity, and the second only seeks it and intends to 

conquer it only in solidarity with all those who work 

and who are exploited by bourgeois capital; 4) you will 

always remain faithful to worker solidarity, for the 

slightest betrayal of that solidarity is considered by the 

International as the greatest crime and the greatest 

infamy that a worker can commit. In short, you must 

frankly, fully accept our general statutes, and you will 

make a solemn commitment to henceforth abide by 

them in your actions and your life. 

We think that the founders of the International 

[Workersô] Association acted with a very great wisdom 

by first eliminating all political and religious questions 

from the programme of this association. Doubtless, they 

did not themselves lack either political opinions or very 

pronounced anti-religious opinions; but they refrained 

from expressing them in this programme, because their 

principal aim was above all to unite the working masses 

of the civilised world in a common action. They 

necessarily had to seek a common basis, a series of 

simple principles on which all workers, whatever their 

political and religious aberrations, are and should be in 

agreement, provided they are serious workers, that is to 

say harshly exploited and suffering men. 

If they had raised the flag of a political or anti-religious 

system, far from uniting the workers of Europe they 

would have divided them still further; because, the 

ignorance of the workers assisting, the self-serving and 

utmost corrupting propaganda of priests, governments 

and all bourgeois political parties, including the most 

red, has spread a host of false ideas amongst the 

working masses, and that these blind masses are 

unfortunately still too often enthralled by lies, which 

have no other purpose than to make them voluntarily 

and stupidly serve, to the detriment of their own 

interests, those of the privileged classes. 

Besides, there still exists too great a difference in the 

degrees of industrial, political, intellectual and moral 

development of the working masses in different 

countries for it to be possible for them to unite today 

under one and the same political and anti-religious 

programme. To pose such a programme as that to the 

International, to make it an absolute condition for entry 

into that Association, would be to try to organise a sect, 

not a global association, it would kill the International. 

There was yet another reason for eliminating at first, in 

appearance at least, and only in appearance, all political 

tendencies from the programme of the International. 

Up until now, since the beginning of history, there has 

not yet been a politics of the people, and by this word 

we mean the lower classes, the worker rabble who feed 

the world with their labour; there was only the politics 

of the privileged classes; these classes have used the 

muscular power of the people to depose one another, 

and to put themselves in the place of others. The people 

for its part has never sided with one against the others 

except in the vague hope that at least one of these 

political revolutions, of which none could have been 

made without it but none was made for it, would bring 

some relief to its age-old poverty and slavery. It has 

always been deceived. Even the great French 

Revolution betrayed it. It killed the aristocratic nobility 

and put the bourgeoisie in its place. The people are no 

longer called slaves or serfs, they are proclaimed 

freeborn by law, but in fact their slavery and poverty 

remain the same.  

And they will always remain the same as long as the 

popular masses continue to serve as an instrument for 

bourgeois politics, whether that politics is called 

conservative, liberal, progressive, radical, and even 

when it gives itself the most revolutionary appearance 

in the world. For every bourgeois politics, whatever its 

colour and name, can have at bottom only one aim: the 

preservation of bourgeois domination, and bourgeois 

domination is the slavery of the proletariat. 

What then was the International to do? It first had to 

separate the working masses from all bourgeois politics, 

it had to eliminate from its programme all bourgeois 

political programmes. But, at the time of its founding, 

there was no other politics in the world than that of the 

Church or the monarchy, or of the aristocracy, or the 

bourgeoisie; the last, especially that of the radical 

bourgeoisie, was undeniably more liberal and more 

humane than the others, but all equally based on the 

exploitation of the working masses and having in reality 
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no other aim than to quarrel over the monopolisation of 

this exploitation. The International therefore had to 

begin by clearing the ground, and 

as all politics, from the point of 

view of the emancipation of 

labour, was then tainted with 

reactionary elements, it first had 

to reject from its midst of all 

known political system, in order 

to be able to raise, on these ruins 

of the bourgeois world, the true 

politics of the workers, the policy 

of the International [Workersô] 

Association. 

II  

The founders of the International 

Workersô Association acted with 

much wisdom by refraining from 

making political and 

philosophical principles the basis 

of this association, and giving it 

at first as its sole basis the 

exclusively economic struggle of 

labour against capital, that they 

were certain that from the 

moment that a worker put his 

foot on this terrain, from the 

moment that, taking confidence both in his right and in 

his numerical strength, he engages with his fellow 

workers in a united struggle against bourgeois 

exploitation, he will necessarily be brought, by the very 

force of things and by the development of this struggle, 

to soon recognise all the political, socialist and 

philosophical principles of the International, principles 

that are, after all, nothing but the true exposition of its 

starting point, of its purpose. 

We have outlined these principles in our recent issues.1 

From a political and social point of view, they have as a 

necessary consequence the abolition of classes, and 

consequently that of the bourgeoisie, which is the 

dominant class today; the abolition of all territorial 

States, that of all political homelands, and, on their 

downfall, the establishment of the great international 

federation of all productive groups, national and local. 

From the philosophical point of view, as they tend to 

nothing less than the realisation of the human ideal, of 

human happiness, equality, justice and liberty on earth, 

that because they tend to render completely useless all 

the celestial complements and all hopes of a [heavenly] 

better world, they will likewise result in the abolition of 

cults and all religious systems. 

To begin by declaring these two goals to ignorant 

workers, crushed by labour every day and demoralised, 

imprisoned so to speak, knowingly by the perverse 

 
1 See, for example, ñLa Montage and Mr. Coullery,ò The 

Basic Bakunin: Writings 1869-1871 (Buffalo, N.Y.: 

doctrines that governments, in concert with all the 

privileged castes, priests, nobility, bourgeoisie, dispense 

to them with both hands, and you 

will scare them; they may snub 

you, without suspecting that all 

these ideas are nothing but the 

most faithful expression of their 

own interests, that these goals 

carry within them the realisation 

of their most cherished wishes; 

and that, on the contrary, the 

religious and political prejudices 

in whose name they may reject 

them, are the direct cause of the 

prolongation of their slavery and 

their poverty. 

It is necessary to distinguish 

clearly between the prejudices of 

the popular masses and those of 

the privileged class. The 

prejudices of the masses, as we 

have just said, are based only on 

their ignorance and are entirely 

contrary to their interests, while 

those of the bourgeoisie are 

based precisely on the interests 

of that class, and are only 

maintained, against the 

dissolving action of bourgeois science itself, thanks to 

the collective selfishness of the bourgeoisie. The people 

want, but they do not know; the bourgeoisie know, but 

they do not want. Which of the two is incurable? The 

bourgeoisie, without a doubt. 

A general rule: You can only convert those who feel the 

need to be, only those who already carry in their 

instincts or in the miseries of their position, whether 

external or internal, all that you want to give them; you 

will never convert those who do not feel the need of any 

change, even those who, while desiring to escape from a 

position which they are disgruntled with, are driven by 

the nature of their moral, intellectual and social habits to 

seek it in a world that is not of your ideas. 

Convert to socialism, I ask you, a nobleman who covets 

wealth, a bourgeois who would like to become a noble, 

or even a worker who strains with all the strength of his 

soul to become a bourgeois! Convert even a real or 

imaginary aristocrat of the intellect, a scholar, a half-

scholar, a fourth, tenth, or hundredth part of a scholar 

who, full of scientific ostentation, and often because 

they have only had the good fortune to have somehow 

understood, after a fashion, a few books, are full of 

arrogant contempt for the illiterate masses and imagine 

that they are called to form between themselves a new 

dominant, that is to say exploiting, caste. 

Promethus Books, 1994), Robert M. Cutler (trans. and ed.). 

(Black Flag) 

 

Bakunin speaking at the Basel 

Congress 1869  
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No reasoning or propaganda will ever be able to convert 

these wretches. There is only one way to convince 

them: it is the deed, the destruction of the very 

possibility of privileged circumstances, of all 

domination and all exploitation; it is the social 

revolution, which, by sweeping away all that creates 

inequality in the world, will moralise them by forcing 

them to seek their happiness in equality and in 

solidarity. 

The situation is different with 

serious workers. By serious 

workers we mean those who are 

really crushed by the weight of 

work; all those whose position is so 

precarious and so miserable that 

none, except in quite extraordinary 

circumstances, can think of 

conquering just for himself, and 

only for himself, in the present 

economic conditions and social 

environment, a better position; to 

become in their turn, for example, a 

boss or a State Councillor. Without 

doubt, we also include in this 

category the rare and generous 

workers who, while having the 

opportunity to rise individually 

above the working class, do not 

want to benefit by this, preferring 

to suffer for some time still 

exploitation by the bourgeoisie, in 

solidarity with their comrades in 

poverty, than become exploiters in 

their turn. These do not need to be 

converted; they are pure socialists. 

We speak of the great mass of 

workers who, exhausted by their 

daily labour, are ignorant and 

miserable. These, whatever the 

political and religious prejudices that they [the ruling 

class] have tried and even in part succeeded to 

encourage in their conscience, is socialist without 

knowing it; it is deep in their instinct, and by the very 

force of their position, more seriously, more truly 

socialist than all the scientific and bourgeois socialists 

combined. They are so by all the conditions of their 

material existence, by all the needs of their being, 

whereas these others are only so by the needs of their 

thought; and, in real life, the needs of the being always 

exert a much stronger power than those of thought, 

thought being here, as it is everywhere and always, the 

expression of being, the reflection of its successive 

developments, but never its principle. 

What workers lack is not the reality, the real necessity 

of socialist aspirations, it is only socialist thought. What 

every worker demands in the depths of his heart ï a 

fully human existence in the form of material well-

being and intellectual development, based on justice, 

that is to say on equality and liberty for each and all in 

labour ï this instinctive ideal of each who lives only by 

their own labour, can obviously not be realised in the 

present political and social world, which is based on the 

cynical exploitation of the labour of the working 

masses. Therefore, every serious worker is necessarily a 

socialist revolutionary, since his emancipation can only 

take place by the overthrow of all that now exists. 

Either this organisation of 

injustice, with its whole array 

of iniquitous laws and 

privileged institutions, must 

perish, or the working masses 

will remain condemned to an 

eternal slavery.  

Here is the socialist thought 

whose seeds will be found in 

the instinct of every serious 

worker. The aim then is to 

render him fully conscious of 

what he wants, to nurture in 

him a thought that corresponds 

to his instinct, for as soon as 

the thought of the working 

masses has risen to the height 

of their instinct, their will 

becomes resolute and their 

power becomes irresistible.  

Yet what prevents the speedier 

development of this salutary 

thought within the working 

masses? Their ignorance, 

without doubt, and to a great 

extent the political and 

religious prejudices by which 

the interested classes are still 

striving today to obfuscate 

their conscience and their 

natural intelligence. How to dispel this ignorance, how 

to destroy these harmful prejudices? ï By education and 

propaganda? 

These are undoubtedly great and beautiful means. But, 

in the present state of the working masses, they are 

insufficient. The isolated worker is too crushed by his 

work and by his daily worries to have a lot of time to 

devote to his education. And, besides, who will make 

this propaganda? Will it be the few sincere socialists, 

children of the bourgeoisie, who are full of generous 

intent, no doubt, but who are for one thing far too few in 

number to give their propaganda all the necessary 

breadth, and who, moreover, belonging by their position 

to a different world, do not have all the grasp of the 

workersô world that is needed and who arouse in them 

more or less legitimate distrust. 

ñThe emancipation of the workers is the task of the 

workers themselves,ò says the preamble of our general 

So there remains to 

[the working class] 

only a single path, 

that of its 

emancipation through 

practice . What can 

and sho uld that 

practice be?  

There is only one. It 

is that of the struggle 

of the workers in 

solidarity against the 

bosses. It is trades 

unions, organisation 

and the federation of 

resistance funds . 
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statutes. And it is a thousand times right to say it. It is 

the principal basis of our great Association. But the 

workersô world is generally ignorant, it still entirely 

lacks theory. So there remains to it only a single path, 

that of its emancipation through practice. What can and 

should that practice be? 

There is only one. It is that of the struggle of the 

workers in solidarity against the bosses. It is trades 

unions, organisation and the federation of resistance 

funds. 

III  

If the International at first showed itself indulgent 

toward the subversive and reactionary ideas, whether in 

politics or religion, that workers may have when joining 

it, it was not at all out of indifference for these ideas. It 

cannot be accused of indifference since it detests them 

and rejects them with all the strength of its being, every 

reactionary idea being the overturning of the very 

principle of the International, as we have already shown 

in our previous articles. 

This indulgence, we repeat again, is inspired by a high 

wisdom. Knowing full well that every serious worker is 

a socialist by all the necessities inherent in his miserable 

position, and that any reactionary ideas he has are only 

the effect of his ignorance, it counts on the collective 

experience that he cannot fail to acquire in the midst of 

the International, and above all on the development of 

the collective struggle of the workers against the bosses, 

to deliver him [from them]. 

And indeed, from the moment that a worker, taking 

faith in the possibility of a future radical transformation 

of the economic situation, combines with his comrades, 

begins to struggle seriously for the reduction of his 

hours of labour and the increase of his wages; from the 

moment that he begins to take an active interest in this 

entirely material struggle, we can be certain that he will 

soon abandon all his heavenly preoccupations, and that 

becoming accustomed to rely ever more on the 

collective strength of the workers, he will willingly 

renounce help from heaven. Socialism takes the place of 

religion in his mind.  

It will be the same with his reactionary politics. It will 

lose its principal support as the conscience of the 

worker is freed from religious oppression. On the other 

hand, the economic struggle, by developing and 

extending ever wider, will make him increasingly know, 

in a practical manner and by a collective experience that 

is necessarily always more instructive and broader than 

isolated experience, his true enemies, which are the 

privileged classes, including the clergy, the bourgeoisie, 

the nobility and the State; this last only existing to 

safeguard all the privileges of these classes, and 

inevitably always taking their side against the 

proletariat. 

The worker, thus engaged in the struggle, will 

inevitably come to understand the irreconcilable 

antagonism that exists between these henchmen of 

reaction and his most cherished human interests, and 

having reached this point he will not fail to recognise 

himself, and bluntly present himself as, a revolutionary 

socialist. 

It is not so with the bourgeoisie. All their interests are 

opposed to the economic transformation of society; and 

if their ideas are also opposed to it, if these ideas are 

reactionary, or as they are politely called today, 

moderate; [if] their heart and mind reject this great act 

of justice and emancipation that we call the social 

revolution; if they have a horror of real social equality, 

that is to say of simultaneous political, social and 

economic equality; if, in the depths of their souls, they 

want to keep for themselves, for their class or for their 

children, a single privilege, is only of understanding, as 

many bourgeois socialists do today; if they do not 

detest, not only with all the logic of their mind, but also 

with all the power of their passion, the present order of 

things, then we can be certain that they will remain all 

their life reactionaries, enemies of the cause of the 

workers. We must keep them far from the International. 

They must be kept far from it, for they would only enter 

it to demoralise it and divert it from its path. There is, 

moreover, an infallible sign by which the workers can 

recognise whether a bourgeois, who asks to be admitted 

into their ranks, comes to them frankly, without the 

shadow of hypocrisy and without the least subversive 

ulterior motive. That sign is the relationships that he 

preserves with the bourgeois world. 

The antagonism that exists between the world of the 

worker and the bourgeois world takes on a more and 

more pronounced character. Every man who thinks 

seriously and whose feelings and imagination are not 

altered by the often unconscious influence of self-

interested sophisms must understand that today no 

reconciliation is possible between them. The workers 

want equality, and the bourgeois want to maintain 

inequality. Obviously one destroys the other. Also the 

vast majority of the capitalist and landlord bourgeois, 

those who have the courage to admit what they want, 

they likewise express with the same frankness the 

horror that the current movement of the working class 

inspires in them. They are enemies as resolute as they 

are sincere, we know them, and that is good. 

But there is another category of bourgeois who have 

neither the same candour nor the same courage. 

Enemies of social liquidation, which we call, with all 

the power of our souls, a great act of justice, as the 

necessary starting point and indispensable basis of an 

egalitarian and rational organisation of society, they 

want, like all other bourgeois, to preserve economic 

inequality, that eternal source of all the other 

inequalities; and at the same time they pretend to want, 

like us, the complete emancipation of the worker and of 
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work. They uphold against us, with a passion worthy of 

the most reactionary bourgeois, the very cause of 

proletariatôs slavery, the separation of labour and landed 

or capitalist property, represented today by two different 

classes; and they nonetheless pose as the apostles of the 

deliverance of the working class from the yoke of 

property and capital! 

Are they mistaken or do they deceive? Some are 

mistaken in good faith, many deceive; the greater 

number are mistaken and deceive at the same time. 

They all belong to that category of bourgeois radicals 

and bourgeois socialists who founded the League of 

Peace and Freedom.  

Is this League socialist? At its founding and during the 

first year of its existence, as we have already had 

occasion to tell, it rejected socialism with horror. Last 

year, at its Congress in Berne, it triumphantly rejected 

the principle of economic equality. Today, feeling itself 

dying and wishing to live a little longer, and finally 

understanding that no political 

existence is henceforth possible 

without the social question, it 

calls itself socialist, it has 

become bourgeois socialist: 

which means that it wants to 

solve all social questions on the 

basis of economic inequality. It 

wants, it must preserve interest 

on capital and rent on land, and it 

professes to emancipate the 

workers with these. It strives to 

give a body to nonsense. 

Why does it do this? What is it 

that makes it undertake a work as 

incongruous as [it is] sterile? It is 

not difficult to understand. 

A great part of the bourgeoisie is 

tired of the reign of Caesarism 

and militarism that it itself 

established in 1848, for fear of 

the proletariat. Just recall the 

June days, precursors of the 

December days; recall that 

National Assembly which, after 

the June days, cursed and 

insulted, unanimous bar one 

voice, the illustrious and we can 

say heroic socialist Proudhon who alone had the 

courage to hurl the challenge of socialism at this rabid 

herd of bourgeois conservatives, liberals and radicals.1 

And we must not forget that amongst those insulting 

Proudhon a number of citizens still living, and today 

more militant than ever, and who, baptised by the 

 
1 Extracts from this famous speech ï in which he proclaimed 

ñWhen I used those pronouns you and we, it was self-evident 

that at that point I was identifying myself with the proletariat 

persecutions of December, have since become martyrs 

of liberty.  

So, there is no doubt that the entire bourgeoisie, 

including the radical bourgeoisie, was itself the creator 

of the caesarean and military despotism whose effects it 

deplores today. After having served them against the 

proletariat, they now want to be free of it. Nothing is 

more natural; this regime humiliates and ruins them. 

But how can they be delivered from it? Formerly, they 

were brave and powerful, they had the power for 

conquests. Today they are cowardly and feeble, they are 

afflicted with the impotence of the old. They recognise 

only too well their weakness, and sense that they alone 

can do nothing. So they must have help. This help can 

only be the proletariat; so they must win over the 

proletariat. 

But how to win them over? By promises of freedom and 

political equality? These are words that no longer move 

workers. They have learned at their cost, they 

understand by hard experience, 

that these words mean nothing 

for them but the maintenance of 

their economic slavery, often 

even harder than before. So if 

you want to touch the hearts of 

these miserable millions of 

slaves to labour, speak to them of 

their economic emancipation. 

There is no longer a worker who 

does not know now that this is 

for him the only serious and real 

basis for all the other 

emancipations. So it is necessary 

to speak to them about economic 

reforms for society. 

Well, said the members of the 

League for Peace and Freedom, 

let us speak of it, let us say we 

are socialists too. Let us promise 

them some economic and social 

reforms, on the condition though 

that they take care to respect the 

basis of civilisation and 

bourgeois omnipotence: 

individual and hereditary 

property, interest on capital and 

rent on land. Let us persuade 

them that under these conditions 

alone, which moreover assure us domination and the 

workers slavery, can the worker be emancipated.  

Let us even persuade them that, to realise all these 

social reforms, we must first make a good political 

revolution, exclusively political, as red as they please 

and identifying you with the bourgeois classò ï are included 

in Property is Theft! (Black Flag) 

This is an infallible 

sign by which 

workers can 

recognise a false 

socialist, a bourgeois 

socialist: if, when 

speaking to them of 

revolution or, if you 

like, of social 

transformation, he 

tells them that 

political 

transformation must 

precede  economic 

transfo rmation  
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from the political point of view, with a great chopping 

of heads if that becomes necessary, but with the greatest 

respect for holy property; a wholly Jacobin revolution, 

in a word, that would make us the masters of the 

situation; and once masters, we could give the 

workersé what we can and what we want. 

This is an infallible sign by which workers can 

recognise a false socialist, a bourgeois socialist: if, 

when speaking to them of revolution or, if you like, of 

social transformation, he tells them that political 

transformation must precede economic transformation; 

if he denies that they must both be made at once, or 

even [denies] that the political revolution must be 

nothing but the immediate and direct putting into action 

of the full and entire social liquidation; then [let them] 

turn their backs on him, for either he is nothing but a 

fool, or else a hypocritical exploiter. 

IV  

The International Workersô Association, to remain 

faithful to its principle and to not deviate from the only 

path that can lead it to success, must above all guard 

itself against the influences of two kinds of bourgeois 

socialists: the partisans of bourgeois politics, including 

even bourgeois revolutionaries, and those of bourgeois 

co-operation, or so-called practical men. 

Let us first consider the former.1 

Economic emancipation, as we said in our previous 

issue, is the basis of all other emancipations. We have 

summarised by those words the entire politics of the 

International.  

Indeed we read in the preamble of our general statutes 

the following statement: 

ñThat the subjection of labour to capital is the source of 

all political, moral and material servitude, and that for 

this reason the emancipation of the workers is the great 

aim to which every political movement must be 

subordinated.ò 

It is well understood that any political movement which 

does not have as an immediate and direct objective the 

definitive and complete economic emancipation of the 

workers, and which has not inscribed on its flag, in a 

very definite and clear manner, the principle of 

economic equality, which means the full restitution of 

capital to labour, or social liquidation ï that every such 

political movement is bourgeois, and, as such, must be 

excluded from the International.  

Consequently, the politics of the bourgeois democrats or 

bourgeois socialists must be ruthlessly excluded, which, 

by declaring ñthat political liberty is the preliminary 

condition for economic emancipation,ò can only 

understand by these words nothing but this: political 

 
1 Bakunin discussed the second issue in a subsequent article 

in Lô£galit® entitled ñOn Co-operationò which is also 

reforms or revolution must precede economic reforms 

or revolution; the workers must therefore ally 

themselves with the more or less radical bourgeois to 

first carry out the former with them, afterwards barring 

the making of the latter against them. 

We protest strongly against this disastrous theory, 

which could only result in making the workers serve 

once again as an instrument against themselves and 

deliver them again to the exploitation of the 

bourgeoisie.  

To conquer political liberty first cannot mean anything 

other than conquering it first by itself, leaving, at least 

for the first days, economic and social relationships as 

they are, that is to say, [leaving] the landlords and 

capitalists with their insolent wealth, and the workers 

with their poverty. 

But, they say, once this freedom is won, it will serve the 

workers as an instrument to later conquer equality or 

economic justice. 

Freedom is indeed a magnificent and powerful 

instrument. The question is whether the workers will 

really be able to use it, if it will really be in their 

possession, or if, as it has always been hitherto, their 

political freedom is only a deceptive visage, a fiction. 

Could not a worker to whom you would speak of 

political freedom, in his present economic situation, 

respond with the refrain of a well-known song: 

Do not speak of liberty. 

Poverty is slavery! 

And, indeed, you would have to be in love with 

illusions to imagine that a worker, in the economic and 

social conditions in which he currently finds himself, 

can take full advantage, make real, serious use of his 

political liberty. He lacks two things for this: leisure and 

material resources. 

Besides, have we not seen it in France, the day after the 

revolution of 1848, the most radical revolution that can 

be desired from a political point of view? 

The French workers were certainly neither indifferent 

nor unintelligent, and, in spite of the widest universal 

suffrage, they had to let the bourgeois do as they 

pleased. Why? because they lacked the material means 

that are necessary for political freedom to become a 

reality, because they remained the slaves of a labour 

forced by hunger, while the bourgeois radicals, liberals, 

and even conservatives, some republicans the day 

before, others converts the day after, came and went, 

conspired freely, some thanks to their unearned income 

or their lucrative bourgeois position, others thanks to 

the State budget which they have naturally preserved 

and had even made greater than ever. 

included in The Basic Bakunin: Writings 1869-1871. (Black 

Flag) 
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We know what happened: first, the June days; later, as a 

necessary consequence, the December days. 

But, it will be said, workers, becoming wiser by their 

very experience, will no longer send bourgeois to 

constituent or legislative assemblies, they will send 

simple workers. Poor as they are, they will be able to 

provide the necessary support for their deputies. Do you 

know what will be the result of this? The worker 

deputies, transferred into bourgeois surroundings and an 

atmosphere of entirely 

bourgeois political ideas, 

ceasing in fact to be 

workers by becoming 

Statesmen, will become 

bourgeois, and perhaps 

even more bourgeois than 

the bourgeois themselves. 

For men do not make 

situations, on the contrary 

it is situations that make 

men. And we know by 

experience that bourgeois 

workers are often no less 

selfish than bourgeois 

exploiters, nor less dire to 

the [International 

Workersô] Association than 

bourgeois socialists, nor 

less vain and ridiculous 

than ennobled bourgeois.1 

No matter what they do 

and no matter what they 

may say, as long as the 

worker remains immersed 

in his present state, there 

will be no freedom possible 

for him, and those who 

advise him to win political 

liberties without first touching on the burning questions 

of socialism, without uttering that phrase that makes the 

bourgeois turn pale ï social liquidation ï simply tell 

him: First win this freedom for us, so that later we can 

use it against you. 

But, it will be said, these radical bourgeois are well 

intentioned and sincere. There are no good intentions 

and sincerity that stand against the influences of 

position, and since we have said that even workers who 

put themselves in this position would inevitably become 

bourgeois, with even greater reason the bourgeois who 

remain in that position will remain bourgeois.  

If a bourgeois, inspired by a great passion for justice, 

equality and humanity, wants to work seriously for the 

 
1 This analysis has, of course, been proven correct time and 

time again (not least, with Marxist Social Democracy). It has 

been repeated by many libertarian thinkers including Peter 

Kropotkin, Emma Goldman (Socialism: Caught in the 

emancipation of the proletariat, he first begins by 

breaking all the political and social ties, all the 

relationships of interest as well as spirit, of vanity and 

heart, with the bourgeoisie. Let him first understand that 

no reconciliation is possible between the proletariat and 

that class, which, living only on the exploitation of 

others, is the natural enemy of the proletariat.  

After having turned his back on the bourgeois world for 

good, let him then line up beneath the flag of the 

workers, on which are 

inscribed these words: 

ñJustice, Equality and 

Freedom for all. Abolition of 

classes by the economic 

equalisation of all. Social 

liquidation.ò He will be 

welcome. 

As for the bourgeois 

socialists along with 

bourgeois workers who will 

come to talk to us of 

conciliation between 

bourgeois politics and the 

socialism of the workers, we 

have only one piece of advice 

to give to the latter: you must 

turn your backs on them.  

Since bourgeois socialists 

seek to organise today, with 

socialism as bait, a 

formidable workersô agitation 

in order to win political 

freedom, a liberty that, as we 

have just seen, would benefit 

only the bourgeoisie; since 

the working masses, having 

reached an understanding of 

their position, enlightened and guided by the principle 

of the International, are in fact organising themselves 

and begin to form a real power, not [just] national but 

international; not to do the business of the bourgeois, 

but their own affairs; and since, to realise that ideal of 

the bourgeois of a complete political freedom with 

republication institutions still requires a revolution, and 

since no revolution can triumph except by the power of 

the people, it is necessary that this power must, ceasing 

to pull chestnuts from the fire for the gentlemen of the 

bourgeoisie, henceforth only serve to make the cause of 

the people triumph, the cause of all those who labour 

against all those who exploit labour. 

The International Workersô Association, faithful to its 

principle, will never extend its hand to a political 

Political Trap) and Rudolf Rocker (Anarcho-Syndicalism: 

Theory and Practice). Of note is Chapter XIII (ñSocialismò) 

of Alexander Berkmanôs What Is Communist Anarchism? 

(1929). (Black Flag)  

But, it will be said, workersé 

will no longer send bourgeois 

to constituent or legislative 

assemblies, they will send 

simple workersé Do you 

know what will be the result 

of this? The worker deputies, 

transferred into bourgeois 

surroundings and an 

atmosphere of entirely 

bourgeois political ideas, 

ceasing in fact to be workers 

by becoming Statesmen, will 

become bourgeois, and 

perhaps even more bourgeois 

than the bourgeois 

themselves  
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agitation which did not have as its immediate and direct 

aim the complete economic emancipation of the worker, 

that is to say the abolition of the bourgeoisie as a class 

economically separate from the mass of the population, 

nor to any revolution that, from the first day, from the 

first hour, will not inscribe social liquidation on its flag. 

But revolutions are not improvised. They are not made 

arbitrarily, either by individuals or by even the most 

powerful associations. Independently of all will and of 

all conspiracy, they are always brought about by the 

force of events. They can be foreseen, their approach 

can sometimes be sensed, but the explosion can never 

be accelerated.  

Convinced of this truth, we pose this question: What is 

the policy that the International must pursue during this 

more or less extended period of time that separates us 

from this terrible social revolution which everyone 

today anticipates? 

Setting aside, as required by its statutes, all local and 

national politics, it will give workersô agitation in all 

countries an essentially economic character, with the 

aim of reducing the hours of labour and increasing 

wages; the organisation of the working masses and the 

establishment of resistance funds as means. 

It will propagandise its principles, for these principles 

are the purest expression of the collective interests of 

the workers of the whole world, are the soul and 

constitute all the life force of the Association. It will 

spread this propaganda widely, without regard for 

bourgeois sensitivities, so that every worker, emerging 

from the intellectual and moral torpor in which they 

strive to keep him, understands his situation, knows 

well what he must do and under what conditions he can 

conquer his human rights.  

It will propagandise all the more energetically and 

sincerely for we often encounter influences, even in the 

International, which, affecting disdain for these 

principles, would like to portray them as a useless 

theory and strive to bring the workers back to the 

political, economic and religious catechism of the 

bourgeoisie. 

Finally, it will expand and organise itself strongly 

across the borders of all lands, so that when the 

revolution, brought about by the force of events, breaks 

out, it is a real force, knowing what it must do, and 

hence capable of taking it in its hands and giving it a 

truly beneficial direction for the people; a serious 

international organisation of workersô associations of all 

countries, capable of replacing this departing political 

world of States and bourgeoisie.1 

We conclude this faithful exposition of the politics of 

the International by reproducing the final paragraph of 

the preamble to our general statutes: 

ñThe movement that is taking place amongst the 

workers of the most industrious countries of Europe, by 

giving rise to new hopes, gives a solemn warning not to 

fall back into old errors.ò 

Manifesto  

Parisian Sections of the International Workersõ Association 

La Marseillaise, 27 January 1870 

Twelve thousand workers from Creuzot are on strike. 

They demand the management of their mutual aid 

society, the reinstatement in the workshop of their 

comrades dismissed without reasons and the removal of 

a works supervisor, the main cause of the conflict. 

As always in such cases, the manager requested and 

obtained the assistance of military force. So as at 

Lepine, as at Dour, as at Seraing, as at Frameries, as at 

La Ricamarie, as at Aubin, as at Carmaux, the army 

faces workers whom its presence troubles and 

exasperates. 

What will the consequences be? Will it be a new 

massacre of proletarians? 

 
1 As Bakunin later put it: ñthe serious, final, complete 

emancipation of the workers is possible only on one 

condition, and that this condition is the appropriation of 

capital, that is to say the raw materials and all the 

instruments of labour, including land, by the workers 

collectively. [é] The organisation of trade sections, their 

federation in the International [Workersô] Association and 

We cannot protest too strongly against the very peculiar 

claim of those people who, not content with having all 

the economic forces, still want to have, and actually 

have, all the social forces (army, police, courts, etc.), for 

the preservation of their unjust privileges. 

Such are the consequences of the selfish and bourgeois 

doctrine of political economy. 

Economists, in fact, disregarding the complexity of 

social phenomena, and neglecting the intellectual aspect 

and above all the moral aspect, have reduced social 

science to purely market considerations. From this 

resulted industrialism. On this slippery slope, the 

deterioration of social sentiment has already reached a 

their representation by trade councils [Chambres de travail] 

not only creates a great Academy where all the workers of the 

International, uniting practice with theory, can and must study 

economic science, they even carry the living seeds of the new 

social order that is to replace the bourgeois world. They 

create not only the ideas but the very facts of the future.ò 

(Protest of the Alliance, July 1871) 
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point that the industrialists, while advocating unbridled 

laissez faire, laissez passer ignore, in reality, the right 

of the worker, in the current state, to refuse to co-

operate when a job is too oppressive and too poorly 

paid. 

All powerful in the face of an isolated worker, they 

oppress him in the name of so-called economic liberty, 

but as soon as they face a collective labour force, they 

demand repression in the name of order. Does their 

narrowness of vision make them believe that true order 

is nothing other than the crushing of the producers and 

the smothering of all legitimate aspirations? 

Moreover, in the presence of this commonplace event, 

in our state of political oppression and industrial 

lawlessness, in this state which delivers to misery those 

who have produced the immense accumulation of 

capital sufficient to create physical and moral well-

being [for all] if a just distribution of products exists, 

we thought it necessary to raise our voice: 

After having once more noted the iniquity of our 

economic system and its deplorable results, we have to 

congratulate our Creuzot brothers for their calm 

demands and the dignity of their attitude. 

B. MALON, correspondent of Workers-United 

(surburbs of Paris), headquarters rue de Nanterre, 24, à 

Puteaux. 

G. MOLLIN, correspondent for France of the Paris 

Circle of Positivist Proletarians, impasse Saint-

Sébastien, 8. 

MURAT, Mutualist Circle, authorised by the General 

Council of the club of the International Association, 

200, rue Saint-Maur. 

E. VARLIN, secretary-correspondent of the section of 

the book-binding workers of Paris. 

A. COMBAULT, correspondent of the Vaugirard 

section. 

A. HARLÉ, Corresponding Secretary of the Circle of 

Social Studies. 

Letter to Albert Richard  

Michael Bakuni n 

12 March 18701 

12th March 1870, Geneva 

Dear friend and brother, 

Circumstances beyond my control prevent me from 

coming to take part in your great Assembly of 13th March. 

But I would not want to let it pass without expressing my 

thoughts and wishes to my brothers in France. 

If I could attend that impressive gathering, here is what I 

would say to the French workers, with all the barbaric 

frankness that characterises the Russian socialist 

democrats.  

Workers, no longer count on anyone but yourselves. Do 

not demoralise and paralyse your rising power in foolish 

alliances with bourgeois radicalism. The bourgeoisie no 

longer has anything to give you. Politically and morally, it 

is dead, and of all its historical magnificence, it has only 

preserved a single power, that of a wealth founded on the 

exploitation of your labour. Formerly, it was great, it was 

bold, it was powerful in thought and will. It had a world to 

overturn and a new world to create, the world of modern 

civilisation. 

It overturned the feudal world with the strength of your 

arms, and it has built its new world on your shoulders. It 

naturally hopes that you will never cease to serve as 

caryatids for that world. It wants its preservation, and you 

 
1 https://www.libertarian-labyrinth.org/bakunin-library/letter-from-bakunin-to-albert-richard-march-12-1870/ 

want, you must want its overthrow and destruction. What 

does it have in common with you? 

Will you push naïveté to the point of believing that the 

bourgeoisie would ever consent to willingly strip itself of 

that which constitutes its prosperity, its liberty and its very 

existence, as a class economically separated from the 

economically enslaved mass of the proletariat? Doubtless 

not. You know that no dominant class has ever done 

justice against itself, that it has always been necessary to 

help it. Was not that famous night of 4th August, for which 

we have granted too much honour to the French nobility, 

the inevitable consequence of the general uprising of the 

peasants who burned the parchments of the nobility, and 

with those parchments the castles? 

You know very well that rather than concede to you the 

conditions of a serious economic equality, the only 

conditions you could accept, they will reject it a thousand 

times under the protection of a parliamentary lie, and if 

necessary under that of a new military dictatorship. 

So then what could you expect from bourgeois 

republicanism? What would you gain by allying yourself 

with it? Nothing ï and you would lose everything, for you 

could not ally yourself with it without abandoning the 

holy cause, the only great cause today: that of the 

complete emancipation of the proletariat. 
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It is time for you to proclaim a complete rupture. Your 

salvation is only at this price. 

Does this mean that you should reject all individuals 

born and raised in the bourgeois class, but who, 

convinced of the justice of your cause, come to you to 

serve and to help you triumph? Not at all. Receive them 

as friends, as equals, as brothers, provided that their will 

is sincere and that they have given you both theoretical 

and practical guarantees of the sincerity of their 

convictions. In theory, they 

should proclaim loudly and 

without any hesitation all the 

principles, conditions and 

consequences of a serious social 

and economic equality for all 

individuals. In practice, they 

must have firmly and 

permanently severed their 

relationship of interest, feeling 

and vanity with the bourgeois 

world, which is condemned to 

die. 

You bear within you today all the 

elements of the power that must 

renew the world. But the elements 

of power are still not power.  

To constitute a real force, they 

must be organised; and in order 

for that organisation to be 

consistent in its basis and purpose, 

it must receive within it no foreign 

elements. So you must keep away 

from everything that belongs to 

civilisation, to the legal, political 

and social organisation of the 

bourgeoisie. Even when bourgeois 

politics is red as blood and 

burning like hot iron, if it does not 

accept as it direct and immediate 

aim the destruction of legal 

property and the political State ï 

the two forts on which all 

bourgeois domination rests ï its 

triumph could only be fatal to the cause of the proletariat. 

Moreover, the bourgeoisie, which has come to the last 

degree of intellectual and moral impotence, is today 

incapable of making a revolution by itself. The people 

alone want it, and have the power to do it. So what is 

desired by this advance party of the bourgeoisie, 

represented by the liberals or exclusively political 

democrats? It wants to seize the direction of the popular 

movement to once again turn it to its advantage ï or as 

they say themselves, to save the bases of what they call 

civil isation, the very foundations of bourgeois 

domination. 

Do the workers want to play the roles of dupes one more 

time? No. But in order not to be dupes what should they 

do? Abstain from all participation in bourgeois radicalism 

and organise outside of it the forces of the proletariat. The 

basis of that organisation is 

entirely given: It is the workshops 

and the federation of the 

workshops; the creation of 

resistance funds, instruments of 

struggle against the bourgeoisie, 

and their federation not just 

nationally, but internationally. The 

creation of chambers of labour 

[chambres de travail] as in 

Belgium. 

And when the hour of the 

revolution sounds, the liquidation 

of the State and of bourgeois 

society, including all legal 

relations. Anarchy, that it to say 

the true, the open popular 

revolution: legal and political 

anarchy, and economic 

organisation, from top to bottom 

and from the circumference to the 

centre, of the triumphant world of 

the workers. 

And in order to save the 

revolution, to lead it to a good 

end, even in the midst of that 

anarchy, the action of a collective, 

invisible dictatorship, not invested 

with any power, but [with 

something] that much more 

effective and powerful ï the 

natural action of all energetic and 

sincere socialist revolutionaries, 

spread over the surface of the 

country, of all countries, but powerfully united by a 

common thought and will.1 

That, my dear friend, is, in my opinion, the only 

programme which by its bold application will lead not to 

new deceptions, but to the final triumph of the proletariat. 

M. Bakunin

 

 
1 Bakunin here uses the unfortunate term ñinvisible 

dictatorship.ò As can be seen from the context in which it is 

used here (and elsewhere), he did not mean that militants would 

seize power over the masses but rather used it to describe the 

influence of anarchist militants within mass movements, 

arguing their ideas to win others over to them. For more 

discussion, see section J.3.7 of An Anarchist FAQ volume 2. 

(Black Flag) 

Abstain from all 

participation in 

bourgeois radicalism 

and organise outside 

of it the forces of the 

proletariat. The basis 

of that organisation is 

entirely given: It is 

the workshops and 

the federation of the 

workshops; the 

creation of resistance 

funds, instruments of 

struggle against the 

bourgeoisi e, and their 

federation not just 

nationally, but 

internationally.  
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Circular to all the Federations of the 

International Workersõ Association 
Jura Federation  

12 November 1871 

The undersigned delegates, representing a group of 

Sections of the International which has just constituted 

itself under the name of the Jura Federation, address 

themselves by the present circular to all the Federations 

of the International Workersô Association and ask them 

to join together to demand the prompt convening of a 

general Congress. 

We will explain in a few words what are the reasons 

which make us demand this measure, absolutely 

necessary to prevent our great Association from being 

dragged, without its knowledge, down a disastrous 

slope, at the end of which it would find dissolution. 

When the International Workersô Association was 

created, a General Council was established which, 

according to the statutes, was to serve as the central 

correspondence office between Sections, but to which 

absolutely no authority was delegated, which would 

have been contrary to the very essence of the 

International, which is only one immense protest against 

authority.  

The powers of the General Council are clearly defined 

by the following articles of the General Statutes and the 

General Regulations: 

ñGeneral Statutes 

ñArticle 3 ï There is established a General 

Council consisting of workers representing the 

different nations forming part of the 

International Association. It will take from its 

members, according to the needs of the 

Association, officers, such as president, general 

secretary, treasurer and correspondence 

secretaries for the different countries. 

ñEvery year, the assembled Congress will 

indicate the seat of the General Council, 

nominate its members, giving it the right to 

appoint additional members, and choose the 

place of the next assembly.  

ñAt the time fixed for the Congress, and 

without the need for a special invitation, 

delegates will assemble by right at the 

designated time and place. The General Council 

may, in case of emergencies, change the 

location of the Congress, without however 

changing the date. 

ñArticle 4. At each annual Congress, the 

General Council will publish a report of its 

activities for the year. In case of emergency, it 

may convene the Congress before the appointed 

term. 

ñArticle 5. The General Council shall establish 

relations with the various workers associations, 

so that the workers of every country are 

constantly aware of the movement of their class 

in the other countries; that an inquiry into the 

social state [of the different countries] is made 

at the same time and in the same spirit; that the 

questions of general interest proposed by a 

Society for discussion be examined by all, and 

that when a practical idea or an international 

problem calls for the action of the Association, 

it may act in a uniform manner. Whenever it 

seems necessary, the General Council shall take 

the initiative of submitting proposals to local or 

national societies.  

ñIt will publish a bulletin to facilitate its 

communications with the correspondence 

offices [of local and national societies].ò 

ñRegulations 

ñFirst Article ï The General Council is obliged 

to execute the resolutions of the Congress. 

ñTo this end, it collects all the documents sent 

to it by the correspondence offices of the 

different countries, and those which it can 

obtain by other means. It is charged with 

organising the Congress and bringing its agenda 

to the attention of all the Sections, through the 

corresponding offices of the different countries. 

ñArticle 2 ï The General Council will publish, 

as many and as often as its means permit, a 

bulletin embracing everything that may interest 

the International Association: the supply and 

demand for labour in different localities; co-

operative societies; the condition of the 

labouring classes in every country, etc.ò 

The General Council was seated in London for its first 

year for several reasons: it was from a meeting held in 

London that the initial idea of the International had 

arisen; London offered more security then than the other 

cities of Europe in respect to individual rights. 




























































































































































































































































