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o
WHY I AM AN ANARCHIST.

I am an Anarchist because Anarchy alone, by
means of liberty and, justice based on equal rlghts
will make humanity lmppy, and because Anarchy
is the sublimest idea conceivable by man. It is,
today, the summit of human wisdom, awaiting dis-
coveries of undreamt of progress on new horizons,
“as ages roll on and succeed each other in an ever
WJdemng circle.

"Man will only be conscious when he is free. An—

archy will therefore be the complete separation
between the human flocks, composed of slaves and
tyrants, as they exist to day, and the free human-
ity of tomorrow. As soon as man, whoever he
may be, comes to power, he suffers its fatal influ-
ence and is corrupted ; he uses force to defend his
person. He is the State, and he considers it a

property to be used for his benefit, as a dog con--

siders the bone he knaws. If power renders a man
egotistical and cruel, servitude degrades him. A
slave is often worse than his master; nobody knows
how tyrannous he would be as a master, or base as
a slave, if his own fortune or life were at stake.
To end the horrible misery in which humanity
has always dragged a bloody and painful existence
incites brave hearts more and: more to battle for
justice and truth. The hour is at hand : hastened
by the crimes of governors, the law’s severity, the
impossibility of living in such circumstances,
theusands of unfortunates without hope of an end
to their tortures, the illusory amelioration of gan-
grened mshtutlons, the change of power which is
bt o change of suffering, and man’s natural love
of lite : every man, like every race, looks around
to see from which side deliverance will come.
Anarchy will not begin the eternal miseries
anew.  Hmmanity in its light of despair will ¢ling
to it in order to emerge from the abyss. It is the
rugged ascent of the rock that will lead to the
stummit ; humanity will no longer clutch at rolling
stones and tufts of grass, to f&ll without end.

Anarchy is the new ide: , the progress of which"

nothing can hinder. "Our epooh is as dead as the
age of stone.  Whether death took place yesterday
or a thousand years ago, its vestiges of life are ut-
terly lost. The end of the epoch through which
we are passing is only a necropolis full “of ashes
and bones.?
Power, authority, privileges—no longerexist for
~thinkers, for artists, or for any who rebel against
the common evil. Science discovers unknown

forces that study will yet simplify. The disappear-

ance of the order of things we see at present is
ucar at hand.  The world, up till now divided
among a few- privileged bemqs, will be taken back

by all, And the ignorant alone will be astonished
at the conquest of hmnamty’uver cmthue beftsm-r

Cality.

["becume definitely an Anarclnst when sent to
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Common Misconcepticns of Anarchism.

That a false conception of the oljeets and methods of

Anarchism should exist/in the wind of the
woman is hardly to be wondered
from which they mostly derive their information :
_ to be, as “Cynicus” once naively put it,
“out of nothing, and more out of less.” An accident oceurs on
a ship laden with dynamite, resulting in its destruction, and
the press, the truthful press, immediately places it all to our
credit. A slight diversion is caused in a post-office by the
explosicn of a peuny squib, and, lo! it is the result of a
gigautic international conspiracy on the part of wicked An-
archists to destroy life and property wholesale.  There are, at
the present time, no greater enemies to the promulgation and
dissemination of trutli-than the modern writers for the press—
mercenaries, who prostitute their intellect and talent for @ain,
compared with whom the poor unfortunate -who prostitutes
her Lody on the streets for a living, is purity itself. ¢ ollett
once expressed a wish that all newspaper writers could be
paraded in Hyde Park, so that the public might be able to sce
what a contemptible set of curs are the “we’s” of the press.
A staunch believer in the infallibility of the press, devouring
its every word as gospel, is the average unthinking British

workman, and too slow or totally unable to grasp the fact.

that there are two sides to every question, or to conclude
that a plain unbiassed statement of any given principle is
hardly to be expected frow its enemies. Intellectually nourished
from this source, no wonder that many of the unreasoning class
should regard us as a band of mad-brained criminals forever
plotting outrage. Once again let us briefly explain our position
with regard to the question of violence. That a comparatively
insignificant few Anarchists, driven to desperation by poverty
and oppression, should sometimes resort to the use of violence
secws, to some people, proof conclusive that anarchism and
outrage are necessarily connected. This is not so. It is true
we huve no word of blame for those unfortunate victims of
society who have been driven to a policy of revenge, but still at
the same time we do not counsel violence. We point out in-
cessantly that, so long as society 1s organised on its present
basis of inequality, resulting in extreme luxury on the oue
hand, and starvation and misery on the other, so long will
society reap the fruits of its own unwise, tyrannous, and mono-
polistic actions. .
Anarchy, we are told, means disorder and coufusion, and
this false inferpretation of the word i mainly the reason for
the belief that viclence is part and parcel of Anarchism., The'
word Anarchy means simply “without government.” Govern-
ment means ~onstraint, compulsion; Anarchy means without
constraint, without compulsion—FrEEDOM, the renioval of all
restrictions to the liberty of the individual.  The commen
belief that disorder must necessarily ensue on the cessation of
government, is based on the erroneous assumption that order
reigns in our existing society. Where is tbe ‘“order” in a
society where thousands die annually from starvation, overwork,
and preventible disease ? Is it “order” whi h forces our sisters
to accept a life of prostitution to supplement their terribly
insufficient wages? Ninety per cent. of workmen, the actual
producerswof'ﬁll wealth (according to Frederic Harrison), have
no home that they can call their own beyond the end of a week,
have 1o bit of soil, or so much as a room that belongs to them ;
have nothing of value except a little furniture—se-arcely enough
to fill a costers’ handbarrow; bave the precarious chanceof-
a weekly wage, which does not suffice to get food to keep them
. in good health; are housed for the most part in places inferior
to the rich man's stable ; are separated by so narrow a margin
from destitution that a month of bad trade, sicknesg, or unex.
pected loss brings them face to face with hungerand P:yupensm.
1s this order ? Then chaos und coufusion are preferable: i

i
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that Anarchlsm can unly exist with Comm aaism—that we must
have the latter or the former cannot exist.  Thisisa false
position.  There is no “must have” in. Anarchism.  We
_preach freedom, and freedom alotie, leaving cach to. do as he
wishos, conviuced that eaeh'in his way will act for the good of
“all.  We do not propose to force our Communisin on an un-
willing people; we should by so acting Le false to our prin-
ciples.
State will do everything desired. - But what we do say is, that
. ~by abolishing the State—the instrument of compulsion—we
“shall open up the way for the full and unrestricted liberty of
the individual to act in whatsvever way he chooses. “ Thus,

when government is removed from our pith, those of the same

ideas will coop-rate together xolunhmlv to put them into pracs
tice, We shail then see a number of systems in operation—
here’ Commu iism, there Tudividualism, and so on; for it is
only by actu exparience that the worth of any s\sﬁmn can he
proved, and | utu'a,bxhtv and usefulness will decide the fittest
to survive. - [t may be that we think Communism, when seen
in operation by the side of other systems, will prove the most

economical and practical, and will therefore be copid by others

who probatly have witnessed the failure of then own ideas ‘n
practice, and Communism therefore in the end will prevail
This, I say, may be our belief, but only experience can prove tle
worth of it.

“ What would you do with the outragers of women?”’ a: ks
an opnonent. Never fear, means will most assuredly be Jdevised
to deal with such persons, without-the ezpensive machinery of
law and government and the horde of officials which they
necessarily engender

“ But you would destroy the sacred institution of marriage,
shrieks the pious moralist, in tones of holy horror. Poor
feilow! Po his wind there is no alternative to marriage Lut
universal prostitution.  But is there really any difference te-
tween marriage and prostitution ? Only this: that the prosti-
tute sells herself for a night and the majority of married

women for a lifetime. Both do it for a living. If it is immoral
in the one ease, it iy infinitely more so in the other. We preach
free love, not free license, as we preach freedom in all other
mutters.  If a couple really love each other, what need of the
law to foree them to wlmlut(ttml?l’*
absurdity.

In econclusion, we appenl to all scekers after truth, to all
elasses, men and women alike, to study the subject of Anarchism
belore condemning it.
misrepresentation, let them cast aside all prejudices and
ask themselves hone-tlv what it is that makes Anarchists per:
severe in promulgating their ideas, in spite of persecution;
calumny, the prison, and the gallows. It will then probably
¢ross Lheir minds tiat there must be something worth working
for in Anarchizi, Wairer C. Harr

FRED CHARLES.

A few years ago there would have been no need
to write the life of Fred Charles, for there was no
one better known and loved in our moveient.

Dut change is constant in a revolutionary move-

~ment, and now there are many in our ranks who
do not remember the stormy days of '87, or those
tirring meetings in memory of the C ln('aéo Anar-
chists, in November ‘88, when Morris, Kropotkin,
Mrs. D arsons, (ﬂmmnghamu (Jmham and John
Burns addrcssod crowded audiences full of revo-
lutionary enthusiusm, and Socizlists and Anarchists
- forgot disputes about petty points of principle
,thn ageneral hopo that the revolution that all-desired
was at hand. Tt was in those days that Ired
Charles was active in the nmvemont, and there
were few Socialists in London who did not know
the careless, gay, kindly, young man, who was th
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ary of tllc Dol flict Lm gue.

Netther do we think that the mere abolition of the.

The marriage laws are an

Let them not be misled by aluse and-

{

1 aiid soul of the 1

everywhere.
a8 now&da_ ;

son over peoplgz wh
haps this was the 1¢
an orator, he

any oth’er’ Dln
low,”

Leacmon-a ]dwe roup athe

to the sect
the Anabap
days of the

’538 he thr
to the 1m

i hm pocket} at' midday o Satu"‘~
night to be without a
fart hmg aw )




Marcr, 1896. -

LIBERTY.

others, who now needs help. He is alone and
friendless in a great criminal prison, exposed to all
the brutality which law and authority has always
shown'to the true lovers of the people. Will his

old comrades forget him, will they let him lie in |

_ prison until the last moment of his sentence has
~expired ? No, surely not, when those who do not
hold our ideas are ready with their help and sym-
pathy. Let us make up-our minds that if Charles
and his companions still remain in a living tomb,
1t shall not be our fault, but that we will work our
hardest to unlock the prison gates and let the op-
pressed 3o free. ~ Davip Nicorr.

AN INTERVIEW WITH MERLINO.

In an interview with a representative of the
Pungolo Parlamentare (of Naples) F. S. Merlino
—Ilately released from his confinement at Monte-
sarduo—says that he is in a neutral position, being |
neither in agreement with the Individualiste, nor

~in sympathy with the Authoritarian Socialists.
Being in this neutral position, he is able to ex-
amine impartially the burning questions that sur-
round the Socialist movement, and to sound them
thoroughly—as far, he adds, as his own intelligence
allows. He is glad to find, by penetrating further
into the question, a rational conciliation of many
dissensions and the solution of nany apparent
difficulties.

Asked to define the principal divergences be-
tween Anarchists and Socialists, he said that the
idea of Anarchism is opposition to government,
authority, and centralisation in the Socialist
schemes, and in short is a corrective to Authori-
tarian or Utopian Socialism.

When (he continued) all conservative writers,.
from Mazzimi downwards, denounced the French

~ing.”’  The .

Communist sects, those among Socialists who did
not wish to incur such a reproach founded Anar-
chist Communism, or Socialism. Now-a-days, |
however, no Socialist dreamed of a State as pos-
sessor of all wealth, and as organiser of industries
and distributor of work and rewards. The aim of
Anarchist propaganda might therefore in a great
degree be said to have been reached. .
Today (says Merlino) the great dlf'ferenc_e liles‘
between Individualist-Anarchists and Socialist-
Anarchists. Between the last and the so-called
Marxists the principle difference is one of method,

display of a revolutionary spirit did h
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In answer to a turther question, Merlino said he
~ thought a_ union between the two Kections was |
quite impossible. They had never realiy come ,t-Q
terms, and, in his opinion, never would. There
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' scene gave a new direction and personal stamp to
the movement. Now the bulk of the system is

formed, ‘and Socialism has become a popular

movement ; and the greatest’ thinkers can bring

but slight modifications to ideas, and instead of

leading they are influenced by the 1mpulses of the
. masses. ‘

Merlino, it is understood, has just begun a Work‘

" in which he intends to make his present posxtlon
in the Social movement known, and to give ample
justification for it. ~

“LIBERTY"” is a journal of Anarchist-Communism; but articles on all phases
of the Revolutionary movement will be freely admitted, provided they are: worded
in suitable language. No contributions should exceed one column in length. The
writer over whose signature the article appears is alope responsible for the
opinions expressed, and the Editcr in all matters reserves to himself the fullest
right to reject any article.

All Communications—ineluding orders for Papers or Pamphlets—shonld be
addressed to The Editor, Carmagunole Hours, Beadon Road, Hammersmith, W.

Subscription, 1s.6d. per year, post free. Per quire ot 27 copies, 1s. 7d. post free.-

The trade supplied by W. Reeves, 185, Fleet Street, E.C.
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BETWEEN OURSEL VES.

One thing is very certain : when Herbert Spencer
some years ago described Socialism as the coming
slavery he spoke as a true prophet. Kven in its
inception, the antics of the wire-pullers—hungry

for office—in suppressing all opinion but their own |

in the so-called representative congresses, amply
Justify Spencer’s deduction. The richest joke;of

all is to behold the Hyndmans, the Avelings, and |

the rest of the happy family, trying to keep a
straight face when they are disavowing the Social-
ism of Bismarck. Why Bismarck is notin it with
them !

Of course the Socialists have a perfect' right to

have a congress of their own, and to exclude, in
good old parliamentary f&shlon all those who
huppen to disagree with their pxoposals But when
they get up u bogus congress, falsely claiming to
represent the worklng class . and when, further- |

;,mg class) all th

more, they act upon this arrogant presumptlon |

and seek to mould the political machine to their |

antedeluvian projects—which consists in nothmg

else than the replacing of economic competition

by political competition, it is ne&rly tine the work-- - '-

ing class uttered a protest

Whether economic competltlon under free con- ub

ditionsis a good thing or not, there can be no two |
opinions abcut the badness of - pohtm&l (,om]petltmn -
- The foinier certainly acts without individual pre- |

ference; it is no respecter of persons. But in

quainted w

Wall&ce and“‘ d;
political competition (which is nothing else thanr’_ said ¢
the scramble for oﬁ‘ice in order to exploit the work-

T




powerfully influenced and moulded Miss Brooke’s tradicts his brother pe
future life is not to be wondered at : that she has | philosophers have been
been able to invest/Sidihey Webb—if only in fic- | cement the em
tion—with any of the qualities of a lero, stamps |

her at once as a woman of imagination and genius. |

———

‘ Our memory cannot recollect the time when
- political frauds were so big or so rampant as in
this year '96. In every direction the old game
of *“ Heads I win, tails you lose " is being played
with an audacity that is astounding. And the
players are the classes and the masses. The latter
are apathetic or asleep, and the former are as wide
awake, as active, and as ferocious as mosquitoes.

The Britishers are being bamboozled with the
1dea that it is necessary to spend some miillions on
warships, guns, bayonets, etc. The “dailics”—
Tory and Radical—tell their readers the expendi-
ture must be incurred in order to protect trade and
commerce, and the lie is accepted as gospel truth.
Some Britishers believe everything their daily
papers tell themn. Ask any one of these people to
give a reason for the faith they profess, and they
cannot. ~ Take the first dozen men from any public |
thoroughfare, and ask each one sepdrately if he |-
has any objection to paying increased rates, and
hie will answer quickly “Certainly I have: I pay
more now than I can afford.” But there the pro-
test ends. Get Britishers together, if only the
scriptural “two or three”, and they beceme patriots
—an easy prey for the politicians.

That Stock Exchange gamblers, office and pen-
sion seekers, and the like, who act as catspaws to
the governing classes, should become obtrusively
patriotic at every opportunity requires no explana-
tion; but why, oh why should the working and |
small trading classes play the fool and the idiot—
get all the kicks and none of the ha'pence ? '

It is true the so-called leaders of public opinion | &
are doing their level best to mislead everyone who |
listens to them. There is that political trickster, | !
Lord Rosebery, talking about the British Empire | °
as ‘“a commonwealth of nations united by the | ¢9
Crown,” and the necessity for ‘‘a predominant |

‘navy,” and also asserting that ‘‘ there never was | *

- an occasion when faith in the empire was so great | ¢

or so general as now.”  Cardinal Vaughan goes a | “¢!

little further, and speaks of ‘‘the great position | PO
assigned by Providence to the British Ewpire.”

Unfortunately not many of the very persons w
are able to estimate such balderdash at its proper |
value have the courage to act up to their opinions, | ¢
and they excuse themselves with ‘the plea that as |

_individuals they are powerless. Where is the
““ commonwealth of nations”’- so gliby mentioned
- by Rosebery? Why not even Secretary Chamber-
~ lain, with all his newly acquired knowledge of
~ geography, would be able to give to such an “air
nothing a local habitation.” ILord Selborne cor
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mwalon—-be'the a.ct voluntary, or therwise: for he who
- volunta.nly submits becomes not ‘less a slave, a brute, and in
- his turp a tyrant; he abdicates his position as an. mtel-
' lectual being by submlttmg beforehand to majority decisions;

and as all parts of a living organism which are not used
degenerate, the result is mental and moral idiotcy. The’prmcx-
ples of Anarchism must not be adulterated, or, to use an
Americanism, whxttle‘d ‘down’', not even to meet lhe urgent
ex)gencles of propaganda.,‘ e o .| m

Of eourse we do mot for one moment question the right of
the few comrades who haveissued this manifesto to act as they
bave done. Possibly their object was to benefit the movement.
If so, they would have acted more wisely had they been more
carcful in the drawing up of their printed statement. It is,
to put it very mildly, somewhat misleading to anncunce this | G. Lansbury oc >
manifesto as having been unanlmousl‘v accepted-at more than | the provisional—c
one meeting of T.ondon Anarchists, without at the same time circulation was adopted
_honestly and explicitly stating that the meetings in-question that the followir
‘were of - the smallest possible dimensions. More however on celebration :

. . , . . i nal greetings to
this subject need scarcely be said, as, in all probability, the | L. them the
authors of the manifesto have by this time seen the folly of ‘capitalisim, and e
their unwise and ill-comsidered tactics, and that such things | tional cooperat

must discredit the cause. | of industry will
e . munities, and equal

hea,lthy, ha.ppy

The second Delega.t M”tl g
Comnuttee was. '

? Our readers will be pleased to hear that Comrade William
Morris, who has been very ill, is decidedly better, and that his
:doctor s hopeful as to his complete recovery.

«  Comrade Kropotkin has experienced a little more of the.
_ “kindly ccnsideraticn” so often given by the authorities—in.
® ¢Juding Republicans—to men of his calibre. He started on a
. visit to Paris, but got no farther than Dieppe, at which place
" he was informed that a decree of expulsion had been issued
“against him, that he must at once re-embark for England, and
- that if hLe refused he would be taken into eustody. He failed
" to obtain pumission to remain for a night in an hotel without
bung under police erVOIUrm((‘ and was in other ways treated’
so discourteously that he decided on returning at once. ' He
quitted France without acccmplishing the oiject for which he
kad left bome, namely, to deliver two lectures for the beneﬁt of
Jean Grave’s journal, but his visit thoroughly inghtened the
French authorities.

spwmkmo to

Rolf Clayton writes suggesting the desirability of. providing
1% free meals for the children attending Board Schools. - He says |
a committee has been formed for the Chelsea Divisicn for the |
’ purpose of pressing forward a cousideration of this subject. We
should support heartily a movement for feeding the London
children who are now foodless, but it would have to be a move:-
ment on very different lines to those indicated in Comrade |
Clagton’s letter.  The School Board is deing the work it has in Dear Sir,
hayd in a manner most unsatisfactorily: indeed the system Umons and
1h§y work on is more adapted for producing cads and prigs '
< “thin for assisting children to develope into mtellectual]y inde-
G ,nd;m\t men and women. We would rather seec the School Board
v 4 )olrvﬁed than see its powers increased in any direction what-
?lf by independent and voluntary action we can toda.y
fved & few hungry children—and acting individually, and not
either in groups or through committees, somethilg may be
deone—Ilet us do 80, rather thu,n associate In action wnh the very
P cnp[e ‘who are the main cause of the poverty and misery. V‘Le
want the children fed, and this would come about if their
pnentu were_in the pOsmou a natural state of soclety wou]d
enab.e thm to (rcwpy - '

,' Fmﬁ; ,.the/ RQxburghe Piess will shortly be issucd  work
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KENWORTHIAN LOCIC CRITICISED.

"Comrade Kenwoxthv x‘mu‘vels at my being amused at his .

assertion about orthodox pervextels of the gospel reading “black
where they should read white.” I certainly was amused, as the
thought crossed my mind, that the orthodox might just as
readily charge him with “heterodux penextmn” and with
“equally good reasun from their point of view, and believe as

bonestly in their assertion as our friend undoubtedly does in
Lis.

not ¢

so serious’
prove lis assertion that “mcn are the creation of an all. power.

ful, all wise, and all- lovmg being”—evades his incumbent duty
as an affirmer, of giving me proofs of his assertion, and in
place thercof suggests that I am mentally deficient—suggests
that my condition is analagous to that of a blind man, with
whom it is useless to discuss a question of colour, or similar to
that of the prove.bial Scotchman who needsa surgical opera-
tion before hie can uppreciate a joke, or be convinced of a truth
that runs counter to his prejudiced counvictions, I earnestly
ask if this is a manly way, or une likely to help an opponent to
appreciate and thus give fullest consideration to the matter
under discussion.  All wust answer, It is not manly—it will
and must terminate free and earnest discussion.

In place of argument our comrade only reasserts dogmat-
tcally what he calls “the first great fact of life”. Iam willing
to admit it to be a fundamental “ belief” of Christians, but
deny it to be an incontrovertible fact. It is not my place to
give at this stage my reasons for denvmg his affirmation: it is
for him, he being the aflirmer, to give his reasuns and the
evidence he has for his beliefs, and not to think that to “merely
mention” thewm is sufficient.

Then again when he reasserts his second great fact, ¢ the
life hereafter,”” he adds “and article of belief.” One sces at
once how confused his concepts of knowledge and belief are.
Matters of knowledge can be demonstrated ; matters of belief
are not demonstrable, but are accepted or rejected according as
the evidence affects each individual mind. I admit a life here-
after is a Christian belief, and some think they have evidence

that compels their belief, but I deny it to be a fact, or a matter’ !

of knowledge, i.e. demonstrable, as it would be if it were
knowledge. ‘
Our comrade, instead of attempting anything like a scientific

logical, and therefore a reasonable line of argument, o1 pro- |

ducing his proofs, simply arks ““ Has our Comrade Parrvis never
read the'story of the death and resurrection of Jesus.,” 1
—“answer “ Yes, over and over again,” and I freely admit that in
wy earlier and uncritical years I believed it but why?  Be.
catse wy parents, wy loved and trusted teackhers, told me my
salvation depeuded on my believing it.© When, however;, wy
critical facuities becawe developed, I necessarily subjected my
Lelief to a critical investigation, and 1 then found there was not
sufficient evidence of the truth of the story to compel my belef.

And ‘I (,onfess I might be even more amused if it were
a‘watter, when he—instead of attempting to |

T'his led me further to investignte the origin of Christianity,

and my studies compelled me to reject the whole thing us
Cutterly witheut historic evidence.
" dence i fortheoming, I, wishing to be strictly Lionest,

dlwav! Le open to consider such eviden e 7
I must, however, disabuse our friend's

tiou that is purely gratuitous, viz., that “the commentitors

bave deluded ” me. I can assure himn that for-unce hie has: mad

a 1H0st egregious mistake.
has heard me lecture, would siwply say, * You don't kaow

Touzeau Parris.”

L
With regard to the word “supernatural”,’1 do not sec whv I

Comrade Kenworthy should doulit if he understands my vie i L havinot retnrned

G600 Lused it most certwinly in contradistinetion to Shairal

Anyone knowing me ut-all, or who |

Of course if any fresh evie
shall ¢

cmind of an assump-

i

1

1o

But'I have good reason to doubt our frmul 8 meamng wh
refers me to the story of Jesus’ death mnl rosu ‘
then implies by his after rem.trl\s (hd.t this story
nnd not m unv Sl'lls
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THE LAUDATION OF FORCE.

Events do sometimes cast their shadows béfore

them : the smallest straw will indicate the direc-

“tion in whick the stream is running. Mere truisms,
these; but they will serve as an introduction. The:
event of the past month has been the arrival in

this countr) of the leader, if not the instigator, of
““the recent invasion of the territory of tlre South

African Republic—Dr. Jameson.  The British
‘Poet Laureate’s unpoetical effort to make a hero

of the medical-political-commercial fillibuster, has
beéen succeeded by the drivel of certain HJUSlChdH
rhymsters, and by the speeches and writings of
Jingoes generally; to all these outward and visible
signs has been appropriately added the applause of
a considerable number of people whose chiet chax-
acteristic is their power to shout “hurrah’ and
throw up their hats. "

And the reasons for all this commotion ? What
are they, and on what grounds are they based ?

Dr. Jumeson was the duly appointed executive
officer of certain powers granted by the British

(rovernment to a company “of capitalists formed for

developing the resources of a clearly defined terri-
tory in the south of Africa. Stepping outside these
powers he got together an armed force, and de-
liberately, secretly, and without warning, inva-
ded the country of the Boers, and went as far as
he could towards destroying the authority of a
government with which the British Government
15 on friendly terms. His invasive action-—his
appeal to force, was frustrated. He and his brother
fillibusters were apprehended, and today they are
prisoners (on bail) waiting to be tried for a breach
of the Foreign Knlistment Act—than which (in the
words of Sir John Bridge) ¢ there cannot be a
graver offence charged against men; 1t is a crime
of the highest possible gravity.”

It has been pleaded that Dr. Jameson simply
responded to an appeal by certain British residents
in Johannehlnuu, who said that their lives and
property were in imminent danger. It has on the
other hand been said that if such an appeal was
made there were no Iewltmmte grounds for making

it.  In no quarter lms 'mV mttempt been made to '

prove that Dr. Jareson liad justice or reason on
his side when t:king his invasive step—his delibe-
rate attempt to uu,wd(,h on the liberties of his
neighbours. - - A
Whence and wherefore, then, this outburst of

approval of an appeal to force—to violence ? The

military authorities have not been able to prevent

common soldiers from dizplaying it, and the hlgh-'

“est of-the stipendiary nmg;stmtes found himself

unable to suppress it.  Drv. Jameson and his offi-
cors are evidently” heroes in the eyes of many |

people, and may possibly retain thdt ambmum
position for some little tinie to come.

Are therc any justifiable grounds for zm%%uunngi
that at least @ portion of the inhabitants of this

country have so far lost their common sense as to

_ become indiscriminate worshippers of “force” in

any form whats ever

And if so, should:the

into conte p
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A Reply to S.
: . an Anarchist.”

There is little to reply to in Comrade Shallard’s article. On |
many points his views and ours are a,hso]mely identical: In
bis first statement, “ I would rather be making more Socialists .
than be criticising any section of those already existing,” he
“has my hearty sympathy. “Some Anarchists seem to be under |
the 1mpression that to abuse Social Democrats, who.in many |
" eases, like Shallard’s, are not very far off from the truth, is e e
the best way to preach Anavchy, and that the explanation of postc o maly of Ligse mdnf{u s wh
our princivles in a clear and logdical manner is a matter of much |
I do not believe in trying to convert a man
by calling him names, and I prefer to reserve my hard words. |

less importance.

for the common enemy.
And Lere I have a word to say to Shallard.
to talk as if Anarchist Socialists were Individualists of the

Tucker-Spencer school ?  In reality Anarchist-Socialists are as l
wide apart from the Individualists and Mutualists as E. S.

Shallard is from Herbert Spencer. To Anarchists, Socialists,
and Individualists alike, the State is the abomination of desola-
tion. But Herbert Spencer and E. S. Shallard believe in the
State, but their notions as to its functions, and their ideas as
to property, are wide as the poles asunder.
Anarchist believes in private property, which the Anarchist-
Socialist would make the property of the community. So
please, Comrade Shallard, don’t argue as if we want all men to
become Robiuson Crusoes. This is an admirable argument
against the Individualist, but it won’t do against us.
agree with you, that man is_better off when working in asso-

ciation with his fellows, but, unlike some Social Democrats, we |
would not force him into association with others by the blud-
geon of the policemah and the bayonet of ‘the soldier. Asso-

ciation must be voluntary, ‘and the individual allowed perfect
freedom will soon find out for himself that he is better off

working in association with his fellows, than on his own little
piece of land or in his own little workshop. But should he not

be Robinson Crusoe if he likes? Why should not any indivi-
dual, or group of individuals, try any experiments in living and

working that they please, so long as they do not seck to |

trample upon the liberty of others to do lkewise. Shallard

speaks of the “arbitrary power” of the committee of a club to

expel a defaulting member. But has that cominittee any
arbitrary power ?  Cannot the defaulting member appeal to
a general meeting of the members of the club, if he thinks he
has suffered any injustice? What then becomes of the “arhi-
trary power” of the committee? And would not the members
of an Anarchist community have power to expel a man who
trampled upon the liberty of others, who endeavoured to be-
come a capitalist by seizing more than his fair share of the
wealth produced by the labour of all, and refusing to do any
work in retwrn ?  Anarchism gives alike to the community and
the individual the right of rcbellion against the tyranny of an
individual or number of individuals.  But still we should as

Anarchists use argument and kindly persuasion before regorting

to these extreme methods.
As-for committees of clubs and municipal councils always

working for the “good of the club” and the “comfort of the

In

1y

city”, I know some remarkable instances to the contrary.

- the main, governing bodies of all kinds work for their own .
advantage, and it would certainly ve dangerous to give-munici-— -

pal councils, or the esecutive government ina SocialtDemocm tie
That *the

State, arbitrary power to expel any “individual.
‘individual has'no rights” might receive some startling illus-
trations. ‘ .
“In my ideal society (says Comrade Shallard) each will give
of his best, recognising this as the very condition of his being.

D. Shallard’s “ Why | am not

Is 1t quite fair

The Individualist-

We

|

The first thought will have to be, not how mue
how wiuch -to give. ‘He that wor (
him be the servant of all’ Ab,
ideal ?  From each his capacity, to eacl
This is a beautiful description of an
will vou produce this harmonious whole
the State, or by the “arbitrary power” o
And why should we not exalt the individi
be strong; vigorous, and health
extent of his physical and intell

the same pitch of exaltation
Gity Bei

and we shall see the
idealists.
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THE ANARCHISTS OF LONDON

WILL

‘Public Meeting

AT THE

( LUB AND INSTITUTE UNION HALL,
CLERKENWELL ROAD, (pextﬁto ﬁolboru Town Hall), ,

On Thursday, 19th-March,:1896,
To Commemorate the Declaration of the Commitine df Paris,
and to reiterate the International Protest against the
brutalities used .in its suppression. =
SPEAKERS :
eter Kropotkin, Tom Pearson, James Tochatti,
ice Krane, Will Banham, W. Webs C. E. I‘md,
J. Presbury, 'C.T. Quinn, Chas. Morbon, J. Caplan,
R. Rocker, K. Malatesta, and Louise Michel.
Doors opeu at 7.45;

HOLD A

s)

commence at 8.30. Collection.
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