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Preface

One of the current objections to Communism andé&bisan altogether, is that the
idea is so old, and yet it could never be reali&tdhemes of ideal States haunted
the thinkers of Ancient Greece; later on, the e@ittyistians joined in communist
groups; centuries later, large communist brothedba@me into existence during
the Reform movement. Then, the same ideals werweg\vduring the great
English and French Revolutions; and finally, quétely, in 1848, a revolution,
inspired to a great extent with Socialist ideatmkt place in France. “And yet,
you see,” we are told, “how far away is still thealization of your schemes.
Don’t you think that there is some fundamental emoyour understanding of
human nature and its needs?”

At first sight this objection seems very seriousowéver, the moment we
consider human history more attentively, it lodssstrength. We see, first, that
hundreds of millions of men have succeeded in raaiimtg amongst themselves,
in their village communities, for many hundreds y&ars, one of the main
elements of Socialism the common ownership of th&fcinstrument of
production, the land, and the apportionment ofdéi®e according to the labour
capacities of the different families; and we letirat if the communal possession
of the land has been destroyed in Western Europeas not from within, but
from without, by the governments which created radlanonopoly in favour of
the nobility and the middle classes. We learn, imeee, that the mediaeval cities
succeeded in maintaining in their midst for sevemhturies in succession a
certain socialized organization of production aradi¢; that these centuries were
periods of a rapid intellectual, industrial, antistic progress; and that the decay
of these communal institutions came mainly from theapacity of men of
combining the village with the city, the peasanthwthe citizen, so as jointly to
oppose the growth of the military states, whichiidg®ed the free cities.

The history of mankind, thus understood, does rftdgr,othen, an argument
against Communism. It appears, on the contrarg,agcession of endeavours to
realize some sort of communist organization, enolea/which were crowned
with a partial success of a certain duration; dhd/@ are authorized to conclude
is, that mankind has not yet found the proper fdimn combining, on
communistic principles, agriculture with a suddediveloped industry and a
rapidly growing international trade. The latter apgs especially as a disturbing
element, since it is no longer individuals onlycifes, that enrich themselves by
distant commerce and export; but whole nations griotv at the cost of those
nations which lag behind in their industrial deyateent.

These conditions, which began to appear by theoénitle eighteenth century,
took, however, their full swing in the nineteententury only, after the
Napoleonic wars came to an end. And modern Commuhél to take them into
account.
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It is now known that the French Revolution apaptririts political significance,
was an attempt made by the French people, in 1i83L@94, in three different
directions more or less akin to Socialism. It wésst, the equalization of
fortunes by means of an income tax and succession dutied) heavily
progressive, as also by a direct confiscation eflémd in order to subdivide it,
and by heavy war taxes levied upon the rich onlye Fecond attempt was to
introduce a wideational system of rationally established prices aif
commoditiesfor which the real cost of production and modetetde profits had
to be taken into account. The Convention workedl farthis scheme, and had
nearly completed its work, when reaction took thkerband. And the third was a
sort ofMunicipal Communismas regards the consumption of some objects of
first necessity, bought by the municipalities, aott by them at cost price.

It was during this remarkable movement, which hasen yet been properly
studied, that modern Socialism was born — Founength L’Ange, at Lyons,
and authoritarian Communism with Buonarotti, Babamnfd their comrades. And
it was immediately after the Great Revolution ttizé three great theoretical
founders of modern Socialism — Fourier, Saint Simand Robert Owen, as
well as Godwin (the No-State Socialism) — came fdy while the secret
communist societies, originated from those of Buotieand Babeuf, gave their
stamp to militant Communism for the next fifty ygar

To be correct, then, we must say that modern Sswials not yet a hundred
years old, and that, for the first half of thesendined years, two nations only,
which stood at the head of the industrial movemiesit Britain and France, took
part in its elaboration. Both — bleeding at thandifrom the terrible wounds
inflicted upon them by fifteen years of Napoleowniars, and both enveloped in
the great European reaction that had come frorkése.

In fact, it was only after the Revolution of Jubh830, in France, and the Reform
movement of 1830-32, in England, had shaken offtdraible reaction, that the
discussion of Socialism became possible for the aeteen to eighteen years.
And it was during those years that the aspiratminBourier, Saint Simon, and
Robert Owen, worked out by their followers, tookdefinite shape, and the
different schools of Socialism which exist nowadesse defined.

In Britain, Robert Owen and his followers workedt aineir schemes of

communist villages, agricultural and industrialtié same time; immense co-
operative associations were started for creatinth wheir dividends more

communist colonies; and the Great Consolidated é&’adnion was founded —
the forerunner of the Labour Parties of our daysl dhe International

Workingmen’s Association.

In France, the Fourierist Considérant issued hisarkable manifesto, which
contains, beautifully developed, all the theoréticansiderations upon the
growth of Capitalism, which are now described agié€Btific Socialism.”
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Proudhon worked out his idea of Anarchism, and Migm, without State

interference. Louis Blanc published Ksganization of Labourwhich became

later on the programme of Lassalle, in Germany.aVid France and Lorenz
Stein in Germany further developed, in two remald&atmorks, published in 1846
and 1847 respectively, the theoretical conceptish€onsiderant; and finally

Vidal, and especially Pecqueur — the latter in iy wdaborate work, as also in a
series of Reports — developed in detail the sysbér@ollectivism, which he

wanted the Assembly of 1848 to vote in the shagaves.

However, there is one feature, common to all Smtiakthemes, of the period,
which must be noted. The three great founders afaBem who wrote at the
dawn of the nineteenth century were so entrancetthdwide horizons which it
opened before them, that they looked upon it agw revelation, and upon
themselves as upon the founders of a new reli@onialism had to be a religion,
and they had to regulate its march, as the headseWw church. Besides, writing
during the period of reaction which had followee thrench Revolution, and
seeing more its failures than its successes, thiegat trust the masses, and they
did not appeal to them for bringing about the clsngvhich they thought
necessary. They put their faith, on the contramysome great ruler. He would
understand the new revelation; he would be condirafeits desirability by the
successful experiments of their phalansteries, sso@ations; and he would
peacefully accomplish by the means of his own aitthéhe revolution which
would bring well-being and happiness to mankindni#itary genius, Napoleon,
had just been ruling Europe.... Why should notcas@enius come forward and
carry Europe with him and transfer the new Gosp#l life?... That faith was
rooted very deep, and it stood for a long timehia way of Socialism; its traces
are ever seen amongst us, down to the present day.

It was only during the years 1840-48, when the @ of the Revolution was
felt everywhere, and the proletarians were begonim plant the banner of
Socialism on the barricades, that faith in the pebpgan to enter once more the
hearts of the social schemers: faith, on the ode, $h Republican Democracy,
and on the other side in free association and tiganizing powers of the
working men themselves.

But then came the Revolution of February, 1848 ntiddle-class Republic, and
— with it, broken hopes. Four months only after gweclamation of the
Republic, the June insurrection of the Paris paviahs broke out, and it was
crushed in blood. The wholesale shooting of the kimgrmen, the mass
deportations to New Guinea, and finally the Napoiaoncoup d’étatfollowed.
The Socialists were prosecuted with fury, and teeding out was so terrible and
so thorough that for the next twelve or fifteenrgethe very traces of Socialism
disappeared; its literature vanished so completeét even names, once so
familiar before 1848, were entirely forgotten; ideshich were then current —
the stock ideas of the Socialists before 1848 —ewdped out of the memories
and were taken, later on, by the present generdtionew discoveries.
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However, when a new revival came, about 1866, wl&mmunism and
Collectivism once more came forward, the concepéisrto the means of their
realization had undergone a deep change. The ahdifaPolitical Democracy
was gone, and the first principles upon which thasPworking men agreed with
the British trade-unionists and Owenites, when tmey in 1866 at London, was
that “the emancipation of the working-men must lEoanplished by the
working-men themselves.” Upon another point thesodell in. It was that the
labour unions themselves would have to get holdthed instruments of
production, and organize production themselves. Hnench idea of the
Fourierist and Mutualist “Association” thus joind@nds with Robert Owen’s
idea of “The Great Consolidated Trades’ Union,” ethwas extended now, so as
to become an International Working-men’s Associatio

Again this new revival of Socialism lasted but & fgears. Soon came the war of
1870-1871, the uprising of the Paris Commune — agdin: the free
development of Socialism was rendered impossibleFrance. But while
Germany accepted now from the hands of its Gereachers, Marx and Engels,
the Socialism of the French “forty-eighters” — tBecialism of Considérant and
Louis Blanc, and the Collectivism of Pecqueur, —arfee made a further step
forward.

In March, 1871, Paris had proclaimed that hencedad it would not wait for
the retardatory portions of France, and intendestaa within its Commune its
own social development.

The movement was too short-lived to give any pesitiesult. It remained
communalist only. But the working-classes of the Ioiternational saw at once
its historical significance. They understood tha¢ free commune would be
henceforth the medium in which the ideas of modgogcialism may come to
realization. The free agro-industrial communesybich so much was spoken in
1848, need not be small phalansteries, or smallnogmities of 2000 persons.
They must be vast agglomerations, like Paris, tit, keetter, small territories.
These communes would federate, even irrespectoiehational frontiers (like
the Cinque Ports, or the Hansa); and large labssmdations might come into
existence for the inter-communal service of théwajs, the docks, and so on.
Such were the ideas which began vaguely to cireuddter 1871 amongst the
thinking working-men, especially in the Latin coues. In some such
organization, the details of which life itself wdusettle, the labour circles of
these countries saw the medium through which Sstifa@rms of life could find
a much easier realization than through the Collesttisystem of the State
Socialists.

These are the ideas to which | have endeavourgi/¢oa more or less definite
expression in this book.
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Looking back now at the years that have passee $imis book was written, | can
say in full conscience that its leading ideas nhaste been correct. The State
Socialism of the collectivist system has certainipde some progress. State
railways, State banking, and State trade in spidge been introduced here and
there. But every step made in this direction, etleough it resulted in the
cheapening of a given commodity, was found to hewa obstacle in the struggle
of the working-men for their emancipation. So tha find now amongst the
working-men, especially in England, the idea thatnethe working of such a
vast national property as a railway-net could bectmibetter handled by a
Federated Union of railway employés, than by aeStaganization.

On the other side, we see that countless attenaptsteen made all over Europe
and America, the leading idea of which is, on the eide, to get into the hands
of the working-men themselves wide branches of getidn, and, on the other
side, always to widen in the cities the circlestled functions which the city
performs in the interest of its inhabitants. Traméenism, with a growing
tendency towards organizing the different tradésrivationally, and of being not
only an instrument for improving the conditionslabour, but also to become an
organization which might, at a given moment, takeoiits hands the
management of production; Co-operativism, both fooduction and for
distribution, both in industry and agriculture, aadempts at combining both
sorts of co-operation in experimental colonies; anally, the immensely varied
field of the so-called Municipal Socialism — theasee the three directions in
which the greatest amount of creative power has Hegeloped lately.

Of course, none of these may, in any degree, bentals a substitute for
Communism, or even for Socialism, both of which iyrjhe common possession
of the instruments of production. But we certainfyist look at all the just-
mentioned attempts as upexperiments— like those which Owen, Fourier, and
Saint Simon tried in their colonies — experimentscl prepare human thought
to conceive some of the practical forms in whiddoenmunist society might find
its expression. The synthesis of all these pagtipkriments will have to be made
some day by the constructive genius of some onbeotivilized nations, and it
will be done. But samples of the bricks out of whibe great synthetic building
will have to be built, and even samples of somésofooms, are being prepared
by the immense effort of the constructive geniumah.

Bromley, Kent.

October, 1906.
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Chapter 1: Our Riches
|

The human race has travelled far since, those l&ygges when men used to
fashion their rude implements of flint, and lived the precarious spoils of the
chase, leaving to their children for their onlyiteege a shelter beneath the rocks,
some poor utensils — and Nature, vast, ununderstaad terrific, with whom
they had to fight for their wretched existence.

During the agitated times which have elapsed siand, which have lasted for
many thousand years, mankind has nevertheless edhastold treasures. It has
cleared the land, dried the marshes, pierced tiest&y made roads; it has been
building, inventing, observing, reasoning; it hasated a complex machinery,
wrested her secrets from Nature, and finally it imagle a servant of steam. And
the result is, that now the child of the civilizedn finds ready, at its birth, to his
hand an immense capital accumulated by those whe ¢ane before him. And
this capital enables him to acquire, merely bydvis labour, combined with the
labour of others, riches surpassing the dream$@fQrient, expressed in the
fairy tales of the Thousand and One Nights.

The soil is cleared to a great extent, fit for theeption of the best seeds, ready
to make a rich return for the skill and labour gpgwon it — a return more than
sufficient for all the wants of humanity. The matbmf cultivation are known.

On the wide prairies of America each hundred meith ¥he aid of powerful
machinery, can produce in a few months enough wioemiaintain ten thousand
people for a whole year. And where man wishes ttbtiphis produce, to treble
it, to multiply it a hundred-fold, hmakeghe soil, gives to each plant the
requisite care, and thus obtains enormous retdvihde the hunter of old had to
scour fifty or sixty square miles to find food fars family, the civilized man
supports his household, with far less pains, and nfiare certainty, on a
thousandth part of that space. Climate is no lomgepbstacle. When the sun
fails, man replaces it by artificial heat; and ve2 she coming of a time when
artificial light also will be used to stimulate \atgtion. Meanwhile, by the use of
glass and hot water pipes, man renders a giveregeacand fifty times more
productive than it was in its natural state.

The prodigies accomplished in industry are stillrenstriking. With the co-
operation of those intelligent beings, modern maesi— themselves the fruit of
three or four generations of inventors, mostly wwn — a hundred men
manufacture now the stuff to clothe ten thousandqres for a period of two
years. In well-managed coal mines the labour afredhed miners furnishes each
year enough fuel to warm ten thousand families uadenclement sky. And we
have lately witnessed twice the spectacle of a wdntcity springing up in a



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 9

few months at Pari8,without interrupting in the slightest degree thegular
work of the French nation.

And if in manufactures as in agriculture, and akeed through our whole social
system, the labour, the discoveries, and the inwesitof our ancestors profit
chiefly the few, it is none the less certain thankind in general, aided by the
creatures of steel and iron which it already passgscould already procure an
existence of wealth and ease for every one of @bers.

Truly, we are rich, far richer than we think; righ what we already possess,
richer still in the possibilities of production aur actual mechanical outfit;
richest of all in what we might win from our sditom our manufactures, from
our science, from our technical knowledge, werey thet applied to bringing

about the well-being of all.

We, in civilized societies, are rich. Why then dhe many poor? Why this
painful drudgery for the masses? Why, even to test Ipaid workman, this
uncertainty for the morrow, in the midst of all tiwealth inherited from the past,
and in spite of the powerful means of productiohjclr could ensure comfort to
all in return for a few hours of daily toil?

The Socialists have said it and repeated it unvireglsy Daily they reiterate it,
demonstrating it by arguments taken from all tHerses. It is because all that is
necessary for production — the land, the mineshtgbways, machinery, food,
shelter, education, knowledge — all have been ddigethe few in the course of
that long story of robbery, enforced migration awdrs, of ignorance and
oppression, which has been the life of the humae keefore it had learned to
subdue the forces of Nature. It is because, takuipntage of alleged rights
acquired in the past, these few appropriate totdeythirds of the products of
human labour, and then squander them in the magidsand shameful way. It is
because, having reduced the masses to a pointiclt tiey have not the means
of subsistence for a month, or even for a weeldiraace, the few only allow the
many to work on condition of themselves receiving lion’s share. It is because
these few prevent the remainder of men from prodythie things they need, and
force them to produce, not the necessaries ofdifall, but whatever offers the
greatest profits to the monopolists. In this isghbstance of all Socialism.

Take, indeed, a civilized country. The forests Whimce covered it have been
cleared, the marshes drained, the climate improltdths been made habitable.
The soil, which bore formerly only a coarse vegetatis covered to-day with
rich harvests. The rock-walls in the valleys aiid laut in terraces and covered
with vines bearing golden fruit. The wild plantshieh yielded nought but acrid
berries, or uneatable roots, have been transfobyegkenerations of culture into
succulent vegetables, or trees covered with delcifruits. Thousands of



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 10

highways and railroads furrow the earth, and pi¢gheemountains. The shriek of

the engine is heard in the wild gorges of the Alff Caucasus, and the

Himalayas. The rivers have been made navigablegdhsts, carefully surveyed,

are easy of access; artificial harbours, laboriodsig out and protected against
the fury of the sea, afford shelter to the shipsepshafts have been sunk in the
rocks; labyrinths of underground galleries havenbeeg out where coal may be

raised or minerals extracted. At the crossingshefttighways great cities have

sprung up, and within their borders all the treaswf industry, science, and art
have been accumulated.

Whole generations, that lived and died in miseppressed and ill-treated by
their masters, and worn out by toil, have handeth@immense inheritance to
our century.

For thousands of years millions of men have laluceclear the forests, to

drain the marshes, and to open up highways bydaddvater. Every rood of soll

we cultivate in Europe has been watered by the tsofeseveral races of men.

Every acre has its story of enforced labour, oblerable toil, of the people’s

sufferings. Every mile of railway, every yard ohntel, has received its share of
human blood.

The shafts of the mine still bear on their rockyllsvehe marks made by the pick
of the workman who toiled to excavate them. Thesgzetween each prop in the
underground galleries might be marked as a mirgggse; and who can tell what
each of these graves has cost, in tears, in privatin unspeakable wretchedness
to the family who depended on the scanty wage@fabrker cut off in his prime
by fire-damp, rock-fall, or flood?

The cities, bound together by railroads and watgsware organisms which have
lived through centuries. Dig beneath them and yod, fone above another, the
foundations of streets, of houses, of theatregyutiic buildings. Search into
their history and you will see how the civilizatiaf the town, its industry, its
special characteristics, have slowly grown andnggkthrough the co-operation
of generations of its inhabitants before it coutdime what it is to-day. And
even to-day; the value of each dwelling, factong svarehouse, which has been
created by the accumulated labour of the milliohsvorkers, now dead and
buried, is only maintained by the very presencelahdur of legions of the men
who now inhabit that special corner of the globacltof the atoms composing
what we call the Wealth of Nations owes its valoghe fact that it is a part of
the great whole. What would a London dockyard gremt Paris warehouse be if
they were not situated in these great centres tefriational commerce? What
would become of our mines, our factories, our wodgs, and our railways,
without the immense quantities of merchandise paried every day by sea and
land?
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Millions of human beings have laboured to creats tivilization on which we
pride ourselves to-day. Other millions, scatterabugh the globe, labour to
maintain it. Without them nothing would be leftfifty years but ruins.

There is not even a thought, or an invention, wisamot common property, born

of the past and the present. Thousands of inveritasvn and unknown, who

have died in poverty, have co-operated in the itigarof each of these machines
which embody the genius of man.

Thousands of writers, of poets, of scholars, hateured to increase knowledge,
to dissipate error, and to create that atmosphemientific thought, without

which the marvels of our century could never haypeared. And these
thousands of philosophers, of poets, of scholdréwentors, have themselves
been supported by the labour of past centuriesy Hae been upheld and
nourished through life, both physically and memtally legions of workers and
craftsmen of all sorts. They have drawn their neforce from the environment.

The genius of a Séguin, a Mayer, a Grove, hasiobrtdone more to launch
industry in new directions than all the capitalistshe world. But men of genius
are themselves the children of industry as webifascience. Not until thousands
of steam-engines had been working for years befileeyes, constantly
transforming heat into dynamic force, and this éoliato sound, light, and
electricity, could the insight of genius proclailmetmechanical origin and the
unity of the physical forces. And if we, childrehtbe nineteenth century, have
at last grasped this idea, if we know now how tplgajt, it is again because daily
experience has prepared the way. The thinkerseogigghteenth century saw and
declared it, but the idea remained undevelopedausecthe eighteenth century
had not grown up like ours, side by side with tkeam-engine. Imagine the
decades that might have passed while we remainégnorance of this law,
which has revolutionized modern industry, had Wit found at Soho skilled
workmen to embody his ideas in metal, bringingthé parts of his engine to
perfection, so that steam, pent in a complete nmshm and rendered more
docile than a horse, more manageable than watearieeat last the very soul of
modern industry.

Every machine has had the same history — a loryydeaf sleepless nights and
of poverty, of disillusions and of joys, of partimhprovements discovered by
several generations of nameless workers, who hakkedato the original

invention these little nothings, without which thmst fertile idea would remain
fruitless. More than that: every new invention isynthesis, the resultant of
innumerable inventions which have preceded it st field of mechanics and
industry.

Science and industry, knowledge and applicatiorscaliery and practical
realization leading to new discoveries, cunningpr@in and of hand, toil of mind
and muscle — all work together. Each discoveryhesttvance, each increase in
the sum of human riches, owes its being to theipalyand mental travail of the
past and the present.
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By what right then can any one whatever approprilageleast morsel of this
immense whole and say — This is mine, not yours?

It has come about, however, in the course of thes daversed by the human
race, that all that enables man to produce, andndcease his power of
production, has been seized by the few. Sometimaps, we will relate how
this came to pass. For the present let it sufiicetate the fact and analyse its
consequences.

To-day the soil, which actually owes its value lie heeds of an ever-increasing
population, belongs to a minority who prevent tlegle from cultivating it —
or do not allow them to cultivate it according togern methods.

The mines, though they represent the labour ofraégenerations, and derive
their sole value from the requirements of the imgusf a nation and the clensity
of the population — the mines also belong to thw; fend these few restrict the
output of coal, or prevent it entirely, if they dirmore profitable investments for
their capital. Machinery, too, has become the estetuproperty of the few, and
even when a machine incontestably represents theoirements added to the
original rough invention by three or four generaimf workers, it none the less
belongs to a few owners. And if the descendantshefvery inventor who

constructed the first machine for lace-making, atesy ago, were to present
themselves to-day in a lace factory at Béle or iNgtam, and demand their
rights, they would be told: “Hands off! this machiis not yours,” and they
would be shot down if they attempted to take paseaf it.

The railways, which would be useless as so muchrofdwithout the teeming
population of Europe, its industry, its commeraed &s marts, belong to a few
shareholders, ignorant perhaps of the whereabdutkeolines of rails which
yield them revenues greater than those of medigugk. And if the children of
those who perished by thousands while excavatirgr#ilway cuttings and
tunnels were to assemble one day, crowding in thgis and hunger, to demand
bread from the shareholders, they would be met bagonets and grape-shot, to
disperse them and safeguard “vested interests.”

In virtue of this monstrous system, the son ofviloeker, on entering life, finds

no field which he may till, no machine which he mapd, no mine in which he
may dig, without accepting to leave a great partvbat he will produce to a
master. He must sell his labour for a scant aneéni@io wage. His father and his
grandfather have toiled to drain this field, to l8uihis mill, to perfect this

machine. They gave to the work the full measureir strength, and what more
could they give? But their heir comes into the woploorer than the lowest
savage. If he obtains leave to till the fieldsisiton condition of surrendering a
quarter of the produce to his master, and anothartey to the government and
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the middlemen. And this tax, levied upon him by 8tate, the capitalist, the lord
of the manor, and the middleman, is always increpst rarely leaves him the
power to improve his system of culture. If he tutmsndustry, he is allowed to
work — though not always even that — only on cdndithat he yield a half or
two-thirds of the product to him whom the land mgmiaes as the owner of the
machine.

We cry shame on the feudal baron who forbade theg# to turn a clod of earth
unless he surrendered to his lord a fourth of top.cWe call those the barbarous
times. But if the forms have changed, the relatioerge remained the same, and
the worker is forced, under the name of free caentrdo accept feudal
obligations. For, turn where he will, he can finol metter conditions. Everything
has become private property, and he must accegie @f hunger.

The result of this state of things is that all guoduction tends in a wrong

direction. Enterprise takes no thought for the seefdthe community. Its only

aim is to increase the gains of the speculatorceléhe constant fluctuations of
trade, the periodical industrial crises, each ofcWwhhrows scores of thousands
of workers on the streets.

The working people cannot purchase with their watlpes wealth which they
have produced, and industry seeks foreign markatmg the monied classes of
other nations. In the East, in Africa, everywhenek-gypt, Tonkin or the Congo,
the European is thus bound to promote the growtbedidom. And so he does.
But soon he finds everywhere similar competitoris.tide nations evolve on the
same lines, and wars, perpetual wars, break ouh&oright of precedence in the
market. Wars for the possession of the East, vaarthé empire of the sea, wars
to impose duties on imports and to dictate conaititn neighbouring states; wars
against those “blacks” who revolt! The roar of t@non never ceases in the
world, whole races are massacred, the states apEuspend a third of their
budgets in armaments; and we know how heavily tteeses fall on the workers.

Education still remains the privilege of a smalhonity, for it is idle to talk of
education when the workman’s child is forced, atdlge of thirteen, to go down
into the mine or to help his father on the farmsltdle to talk of studies to the
worker, who comes home in the evening crushed essive toil with its
brutalizing atmosphere. Society is thus bound toaia divided into two hostile
camps, and in such conditions freedom is a vairdwdhe Radical begins by
demanding a greater extension of political rightg, he soon sees that the breath
of liberty leads to the uplifting of the proletarieand then he turns round,
changes his opinions, and reverts to repressivsldtign and government by the
sword.

A vast array of courts, judges, executioners, pafien, and gaolers is needed to
uphold these privileges; and this array gives irisigs turn to a whole system of
espionage, of false witness, of spies, of threadiscarruption.
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The system under which we live checks in its tura growth of the social

sentiment. We all know that without uprightnesstheiit self-respect, without

sympathy and mutual aid, human kind must perishpash the few races of
animals living by rapine, or the slave-keeping aBist such ideas are not to the
taste of the ruling classes, and they have eladdratwhole system of pseudo-
science to teach the contrary.

Fine sermons have been preached on the text ths¢ twho have should share
with those who have not, but he who would act &g principle is speedily
informed that these beautiful sentiments are aty weell in poetry, but not in
practice. “To lie is to degrade and besmirch origsgé say, and yet all civilized
life becomes one huge lie. We accustom ourselveanchildren to hypocrisy,
to the practice of a double-faced morality. Andceirthe brain is ill at ease
among lies, we cheat ourselves with sophistry. Hyigg and sophistry become
the second nature of the civilized man.

But a society cannot live thus; it must returnrtdgh or cease to exist.

Thus the consequences which spring from the ofigiotof monopoly spread
through the whole of social life. Under pain of thedauman societies are forced
to return to first principles: the means of prodorctbeing the collective work of
humanity, the product should be the collective propof the race. Individual
appropriation is neither just nor serviceable. #dlongs to all. All things are for
all men, since all men have need of them, sincenalh have worked in the
measure of their strength to produce them, ancdedtris not possible to evaluate
every one’s part in the production of the world'sakth.

All things are for all. Here is an immense stockamls and implements; here are
all those iron slaves which we call machines, whselw and plane, spin and
weave for us, unmaking and remaking, working up raatter to produce the

marvels of our time. But nobody has the right t@wesea single one of these
machines and say, “This is mine; if you want to g@u must pay me a tax on

each of your products,” any more than the feudal &f medieval times had the

right to say to the peasant, “This hill, this meadeelong to me, and you must
pay me a tax on every sheaf of corn you reap, enyaick you build.”

All is for all! If the man and the woman bear thigiir share of work, they have a
right to their fair share of all that is producegdil, and that share is enough to
secure them well-being. No more of such vague ftamas “The Right to
work,” or “To each the whole result of his labouwWhat we proclaim is THE
RIGHT TO WELL-BEING: WELL-BEING FOR ALL!
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Chapter 2: Well-Being for Al
I

Well-being for all is not a dream. It is possiblealizable, owing to all that our
ancestors have done to increase our powers of giiodu

We know, indeed, that the producers, although tomgtitute hardly one-third of
the inhabitants of civilized countries, even nowduce such quantities of goods
that a certain degree of comfort could be broughevery hearth. We know
further that if all those who squander to-day that$ of others’ toil were forced
to employ their leisure in useful work, our wealbuld increase in proportion to
the number of producers, and more. Finally, we ktio&t contrary to the theory
enunciated by Malthus — that Oracle of middle-cld&&sonomics — the
productive powers of the human race increase aichmmore rapid ratio than its
powers of reproduction. The more thickly men aencted on the soil, the more
rapid is the growth of their wealth-creating power.

Thus, although the population of England has omtygased from 1844 to 1890
by 62 per cent, its production has grown, to sayl¢lst, at double that rate — to
wit, by 130 per cent. In France, where the popaotetias grown more slowly, the
increase in production is nevertheless very rapiotwithstanding the crises
through which agriculture is frequently passing, twithstanding State
interference, the blood-tax (conscription), andcsiistive commerce and finance,
the production of wheat in France has increasedfdioly and industrial
production more than tenfold, in the course oflt#fst eighty years. In the United
States the progress is still more striking. In espdf immigration, or rather
precisely because of the influx of surplus Europkdoour, the United States
have multiplied their wealth tenfold.

However, these figures give yet a very faint idédambat our wealth might
become under better conditions. For alongside efr#pid development of our
wealth-producing powers we have an overwhelmingeim®ee in the ranks of the
idlers and middlemen. Instead of capital graduatipcentrating itself in a few
hands, so that it would only be necessary for tmarcunity to dispossess a few
millionaires and enter upon its lawful heritage rstead of this Socialist forecast
proving true, the exact reverse is coming to ptes:swarm of parasites is ever
increasing.

In France there are not ten actual producers toyeliegty inhabitants. The whole
agricultural wealth of the country is the work ef$ than seven millions of men,
and in the two great industries, mining and théileexrade, you will find that the
workers number less than two and one-half millidw. the exploiters of labour,
how many are they? — In England (exclusive of $eatland Ireland), only one
million workers — men, women, and children — areptoyed in all the textile
trades, rather more than half a million work thenesi, rather less than half a
million till the ground, and the statisticians haweeexaggerate all the figures in
order to establish a maximum of eight million proes to twenty-six million
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inhabitants. Strictly speaking the creators of gbheds exported from Britain to
all the ends of the earth comprise only from sixséwen million workers. And
what is the sum of the shareholders and middlemem levy the first fruits of

labour from far and near, and heap up unearned dainthrusting themselves
between the producer and the consumer, payingtingef not a fifth, nay, not a
twentieth, of the price they exact from the latter?

Nor is this all. Those who withhold capital constarreduce the output by
restraining production. We need not speak of thdozals of oysters thrown into
the sea to prevent a dainty, hitherto reservedhi®rrich, from becoming a food
for the people. We need not speak of the thousaddoae luxuries — stuffs,
foods, etc. etc. — treated after the same fashéothe oysters. It is enough to
remember the way in which the production of the thmscessary things is
limited. Legions of miners are ready and willingdigy out coal every day, and
send it to those who are shivering with cold; lmat bften a third, or even two-
thirds, of their number are forbidden to work mahan three days a week,
because, forsooth, the price of coal must be kpptTthousands of weavers are
forbidden to work the looms, though their wives afdldren go in rags, and
though three-quarters of the population of Europeehno clothing worthy the
name.

Hundreds of blast-furnaces, thousands of factgé®dically stand idle, others
only work half-time — and in every civilized natiothere is a permanent
population of about two million individuals who askly for work, but to whom
work is denied.

How gladly would these millions of men set to wiaokreclaim waste lands, or to
transform illcultivated land into fertile fieldsich in harvests! A year of well-

directed toil would suffice to multiply fivefold éhproduce of dry lands in the
south of France which now yield only about eighsiels of wheat per acre. But
these men, who would be happy to become hardy eieria so many branches
of wealth-producing activity, must stay their harmkcause the owners of the
soil, the mines, and the factories prefer to intesir capital — stolen in the first

place from the community — in Turkish or Egyptiaonds, or in Patagonian
gold mines, and so make Egyptian fellahs, Italigites, and Chinese coolies
their wage-slaves.

So much for the direct and deliberate limitatiorpadduction; but there is also a
limitation indirect and not of set purpose, whiamnsists in spending human toll
on objects absolutely useless, or destined onlyatsfy the dull vanity of the
rich.

It is impossible to reckon in figures the extentwthich wealth is restricted
indirectly, the extent to which energy is squandgetlat might have served to
produce, and above all to prepare the machinergssacy to production. It is
enough to cite the immense sums spent by Euromgntaments for the sole
purpose of acquiring control of the markets, andoscing her own commercial
standards on neighbouring territories and makingagtation easier at home; the
millions paid every year to officials of all sortshose function it is to maintain
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the rights of minorities — the right, that is, ofew rich men — to manipulate
the economic activities of the nation; the millioggent on judges, prisons,
policemen, and all the paraphernalia of so-callestige — spent to no purpose,
because we know that every alleviation, howeveghsliof the wretchedness of
our great cities is followed by a very consideratilminution of crime; lastly, the
millions spent on propagating pernicious doctribgsmeans of the press, and
news “cooked” in the interest of this or that pamy this politician or of that
company of exploiters.

But over and above this we must take into accolrtha labour that goes to
sheer waste, in keeping up the stables, the keraradsthe retinue of the rich, for
instance; in pandering to the caprices of sociatyta the depraved tastes of the
fashionable mob; in forcing the consumer on the lwaned to buy what he does
not need, or foisting an inferior article upon hioy means of puffery, and in
producing on the other hand wares which are alsglintjurious, but profitable
to the manufacturer. What is squandered in thisnmanvould be enough to
double our real wealth, or so to plenish our malil factories with machinery
that they would soon flood the shops with all tisatow lacking to two-thirds of
the nation. Under our present system a full quasfethe producers in every
nation are forced to be idle for three or four nisrnin the year, and the labour of
another quarter, if not of the half, has no batsults than the amusement of the
rich or the exploitation of the public.

Thus, if we consider on the one hand the rapidiy wwhich civilized nations
augment their powers of production, and on therotlaed the limits set to that
production, be it directly or indirectly, by exisgj conditions, one cannot but
conclude that an economic system a trifle moregatéined would permit them to
heap up in a few years so many useful productshlegtwould be constrained to
cry — “Enough! We have enough coal and bread aimderat ! Let us rest and
consider how best to use our powers, how best anour leisure.”

No, plenty for all is not a dream — though it wadraam indeed in those old
days when man, for all his pains, could hardly wibushel of wheat from an
acre of land, and had to fashion by hand all th@éments he used in agriculture
and industry. Now it is no longer a dream, becauae has invented a motor
which, with a little iron and a few pounds of coglyes him the mastery of a
creature strong and docile as a horse, and capébédting the most complicated
machinery in motion.

But, if plenty for all is to become a reality, thismense capital — cities, houses,
pastures, arable lands, factories, highways, emuncat- must cease to be
regarded as private property, for the monopoligtispose of at his pleasure.

This rich endowment, painfully won, builded, fashgad, or invented by our
ancestors, must become common property, so thaillextive interests of men
may gain from it the greatest good for all.

There must be EXPROPRIATION. The well-being of &l the end;
expropriation — the means.
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Expropriation, such then is the problem which Higtieas put before the men of
the twentieth century: the return to Communismlirtreat ministers to the well-
being of man.

But this problem cannot be solved by means of letyom. No one imagines that.
The poor, no less than the rich, understand thterehe existing Governments,
nor any which might arise out of possible politicaenges, would be capable of
finding a solution. We feel the necessity of a abcévolution; rich and poor
alike recognize that this revolution is imminettatt it may break out in a very
few years.

A great change in thought has been accomplisheihgltine last half of the

nineteenth century; but suppressed, as it was,hbyptopertied classes, and
denied its natural development, this new spirit tmtugak now its bonds by
violence and realize itself in a revolution.

Whence comes the revolution, and how will it anreguits coming? None can
answer these questions. The future is hidden. lixget who watch and think do
not misinterpret the signs: workers and exploiteRevolutionists and

Conservatives, thinkers and men of action, all fhat the revolution is at our
doors.

Welll What are we to do when the thunderbolt hdsrh&

We have all been studying the dramatic side of g so much, and the
practical work of revolution so little, that we &aapt to see only the stage effects,
so to speak, of these great movements; the fighteofirst days; the barricades.
But this fight, this first skirmish, is soon endeahd it is only after the overthrow
of the old constitution that the real work of rawtidn can be said to begin.

Effete and powerless, attacked on all sides, tewers are soon swept away by
the breath of insurrection. In a few days the maedass monarchy of 1848 was
no more, and while Louis Philippe was making goixidscape in a cab, Paris
had already forgotten her “citizen king.” The gaweent of Thiers disappeared,
on the I8th of March, 1871, in a few hours, leaviP@ris mistress of her destinies.
Yet 1848 and 1871 were only insurrections. Befor@ogpular revolution the
masters of “the old order” disappear with a sumpggapidity. Its upholders fly
the country, to plot in safety elsewhere and tdstemneasures for their return.

The former Government having disappeared, the anhasitating before the tide
of popular opinion, no longer obeys its commandefsy have also prudently
decamped. The troops stand by without interferangoin the rebels. The police,
standing at ease, are uncertain whether to belabeucrowd or to cry: “Long
live the Commune!” while some retire to their gesast“to await the pleasure of
the new Government.” Wealthy citizens pack thainks and betake themselves
to places of safety. The people remain. This is hawvolution is ushered in. In
several large towns the Commune is proclaimedhénstreets wander thousands
of men, who in the evening crowd into improvisedbd asking: “What shall we



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 19

do?” and ardently discuss public affairs, in whidhtake an interest; those who
yesterday were most indifferent are perhaps the meslous. Everywhere there
is plenty of goodwill and a keen desire to makeorig certain. It is a time of
supreme devotion. The people are ready to go fatwar

All this is splendid, sublime; but still, it is nat revolution. Nay, it is only now
that-the work of the revolutionist begins.

Doubtless the thirst for vengeance will be satikfidhe Watrins and the
Thomases will pay the penalty of their unpopulariyt that is only an incident
of the struggle and not a revolution.

Socialist politicians, radicals, neglected geniuségournalism, stump orators,
middle-class citizens, and workmen hurry to the mdwall to the Government
offices, and take possession of the vacant seatae Sejoice their hearts with
galloon, admire themselves in ministerial mirrasd study to give orders with
an air of importance appropriate to their new pasitThey must have a red sash,
an embroidered cap, and magisterial gestures toegaptheir comrades of the
office or the workshop! Others bury themselves fiiicial papers, trying, with
the best of wills, to make head or tail of themeylindite laws and issue high-
flown worded decrees that nobody takes the trotdlearry out — because the
revolution has come. To give themselves an authuaiitich is lacking they seek
the sanction of old forms of Government. They t#ke names of “Provisional
Government,” “Committee of Public Safety,” “Mayor,Governor of the Town
Hall,” “Commissioner of Public Weal,” and what n&lected or acclaimed, they
assemble in Boards or in Communal Councils. Theskel include men of ten
or twenty different schools, which, if not exactfyrivate chapels,” are at least so
many sects which represent as many ways of regattim scope, the bearing,
and the goal of the revolution. Possibilists, Galigsts, Radicals, Jacobins,
Blanquists, are thrust together, and waste timevondy warfare. Honest men
come into contact with ambitious ones, whose ombacdh is power and who
spurn the crowd whence they sprung. Coming togethiéh diametrically
opposed views, they are forced to form arbitrafiamtes in order to create
majorities that can but last a day. Wrangling, inglleach other reactionaries,
authoritarians, and rascals, incapable of comingrounderstanding on any
serious measure, dragged into discussions ab&astrproducing nothing better
than bombastic proclamations, yet taking themsedegiously, unwitting that the
real strength of the movement is in the streets.

All this may please those who like the theatre, ibig not revolution. Nothing
yet has been accomplished Meanwhile the peoplersufhe factories are idle,
the workshops closed; industry is at a standdtiie worker does not even earn
the meagre wage which was his before. Food goés ppce. With that heroic
devotion which has always characterized them, amdwin great crises reaches
the sublime, the people wait patiently. “We placese three months of want at
the service of the Republic,” they said in 1848jlavttheir representatives” and
the gentlemen of the new Government, down to thenest Jack-in-office,
received their salary regularly.



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 20

The people suffer. With the childlike faith, withe good humour of the masses
who believe in their leaders, they think that “yend in the House, in the Town
Hall, in the Committee of Public Safety, their veel is being considered. But
“yonder” they are discussing everything under the except the welfare of the
people. In 1793, while famine ravaged France arnppled the Revolution;
whilst the people were reduced to the depths oérpjsvhilst the Champs Elysée
were lined with luxurious carriages where womenrpldiged their jewels and
splendour, Robespierre was urging the Jacobindsituss his treatise on the
English Constitution. While the worker was sufferim 1848 from the general
stoppage of trade the Provisional Government aedHbuse were wrangling
over military pensions and prison labour, withaoubling how the people were
to live during this crisis. And could one cast aroach at the Paris Commune,
which was born beneath the Prussian cannon, atedlasly seventy days, it
would be for this same error — this failure to urstiend that the Revolution
could not triumph unless those who fought on itke sivere fed, that on fifteen
pence a day a man cannot fight on the rampartsatitite same time support a
family.

The people suffer and say: “How to find the way afuthese difficulties?”

It seems to us that there is only one answer ®gtestion: We must recognize,
and loudly proclaim, that every one, whatever hiadg in the old society,
whether strong or weak, capable or incapable, bhafyre everything, THE
RIGHT TO LIVE, and that society is bound to shamoagst all, without
exception, the means of existence at its disp¥¢almust acknowledge this, and
proclaim it aloud, and act up to it.

It must be so contrived that from the first dayttod revolution the worker shall

know that a new era is opening before him; thace&mward none need crouch
under the bridges, with palaces hard by, none feestdn the midst of food, none
need perish with cold near shops full of furs; thihis for all, in practice as well

as in theory, and that at last, for the first timehistory, a revolution has been
accomplished which considers the NEEDS of the mebpfore schooling them
in their DUTIES.

This cannot be brought about by Acts of Parliaménit only by taking
immediate and effective possession of all thatdsessary to ensure the well-
being of all; this is the only really scientific waf going to work, the only way
to be understood and desired by the mass of thelgpé&'e must take possession,
in the name of the people, of the granaries, tlopsHull of clothing, and the
dwelling houses. Nothing must be wasted. We mugarize without delay to
feed the hungry, to satisfy all wants, to meetnakds, to produce, not for the
special benefit of this one or that one, but touemshat society as a whole will
live and grow.
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Enough of ambiguous words like “the right to wonkjith which the people were
misled in 1848, and which are still used to misldam. Let us have the courage
to recognize thatVell-being for all henceforward possible, must be realized.

When the workers claimed the right to work in 18#48tional and municipal
workshops were organized, and workmen were sethtudge there at the rate of
1s. 8d. a day! When they asked that labour shoeldrganized, the reply was:
“Patience, friends, the Government will see tarieantime here is your 1s. 8d.
Rest now, brave toiler, after your lifelong strugdbr food!” Meantime the
cannons were trained, the reserves called out, thadworkers themselves
disorganized by the many methods well known tontiddle classes, till one fine
day they were told to go and colonize Africa orshet down.

Very different will be the result if the workersaain the right to well-being! In
claiming that right they claim the right to posstsswealth of the community —
to take the houses to dwell in, according to thedseof each family; to seize the
stores of food and learn the meaning of plentyeraftaving known famine too
well. They proclaim their right to all wealth — ftwf the labour of past and
present generations — and learn by its means ty énpse higher pleasures of
art and science too long monopolized by the midtisses.

And while asserting their right to live in comfothey assert, what is still more
important, their right to decide for themselves tthas comfort shall be, what
must be produced to ensure it, and what discarsled éonger of value.

The “right to well-being” means the possibility lbfing like human beings, and
of bringing up children to be members of a socletyter than ours, whilst the
“right to work” only means the right to be alwaysvage-slave, a drudge, ruled
over and exploited by the middle class of the witdihe right to well-being is the
Social Revolution, the right to work means nothibgt the Treadmill of
Commercialism. It is high time for the worker teses his right to the common
inheritance and to enter into possession.
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Chapter 3: Anarchist Communism

Every society which has abolished private propeiitybe forced, we maintain,
to organize itself on the lines of Communistic Aster. Anarchy leads to
Communism, and Communism to Anarchy, both alikendpeixpressions of the
predominant tendency in modern societies, the jfursequality.

Time was when a peasant family could consider tiva gvhich it grew, or the
woollen garments woven in the cottage, as the mtsdaf its own toil. But even
then this way of looking at things was not quiterect. There were the roads and
the bridges made in common, the swamps drainedobyrmon toil, and the
communal pastures enclosed by hedges which werteirkeppair by each and
all. If the looms for weaving or the dyes for caliog fabrics were improved, all
profited; so even in those days a peasant familjdcaot live alone, but was
dependent in a thousand ways on the village ocdhamune.

But nowadays, in the present state of industry, nwheverything is
interdependent, when each branch of productiomisup with all the rest, the
attempt to claim an Individualist origin for theoplucts of industry is absolutely
untenable. The astonishing perfection attainechbytéxtile or mining industries
in civilized countries is due to the simultaneoeselopment of a thousand other
industries, great and small, to the extension ef thilroad system, to inter-
oceanic navigation, to the manual skill of thousawd workers, to a certain
standard of culture reached by the working clagsea whole, to the labours, in
short, of men in every corner of the globe.

The ltalians who died of cholera while making thees Canal, or of anchylosis
in the St. Gothard Tunnel, and the Americans modedn by shot and shell
while fighting for the abolition of slavery have lped to develop the cotton
industry in France and England, as well as the wik who languish in the
factories of Manchester and Rouen, and the invemtbo (following the
suggestion of some worker) succeeds in improviegdbms.

How, then, shall we estimate the share of eachha riches which ALL
contribute to amass?

Looking at production from this general, synthgtiint of view, we cannot hold
with the Collectivists that payment proportionatethie hours of labour rendered
by each would be an ideal arrangement, or eveepairsithe right direction.

Without discussing whether exchange value of goisdseally measured in
existing societies by the amount of work necessaroduce it — according to
the doctrine of Smith and Ricardo, in whose fogst®arx has followed —
suffice it to say here, leaving ourselves freeetminn to the subject later, that the
Collectivist ideal appears to us untenable in aietpcwhich considers the
instruments of labour as a common inheritanceti8gafrom this principle, such
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a society would find itself forced from the verytget to abandon all forms of
wages.

The mitigated individualism of the collectivist $ys certainly could not
maintain itself alongside a partial communism — #oeialization of land and
the instruments of production. A new form of prdperequires a new form of
remuneration. A new method of production cannasteside by side with the old
forms of consumption, any more than it can adagslfitto the old forms of
political organization.

The wage system arises out of the individual owripref the land and the
instruments of labour. It was the necessary candifor the development of
capitalist production, and will perish with it, gpite of the attempt to disguise it
as “profit-sharing.” The common possession of th&ruments of labour must
necessarily bring with it the enjoyment in commadnttee fruits of common

labour.

We hold further that Communism is not only desieabbut that existing
societies, founded on Individualisame inevitably impelled in the direction of
CommunismThe development of Individualism during the ldsee centuries is
explained by the efforts of the individual to prtéimself from the tyranny of
Capital and of the State. For a time he imagined, those who expressed his
thought for him declared, that he could free himeetirely from the State and
from society. “By means of money,” he said, “I dauy all that | need.” But the
individual was on a wrong tack, and modern histoag taught him to recognize
that, without the help of all, he can do nothingh@ugh his strong-boxes are full
of gold.

In fact, alongside this current of Individualisme vind in all modern history a
tendency, on the one hand, to retain all that resnai the partial Communism of
antiquity, and, on the other, to establish the Comst principle in the thousand
developments of modern life.

As soon as the communes of the tenth, eleventh,taetith centuries had

succeeded in emancipating themselves from thals|acclesiastical or lay, their
communal labour and communal consumption beganxtend and develop

rapidly. The township — and not private personsreighted ships and equipped
expeditions, and the benefit arising from the fgmeirade did not accrue to
individuals, but was shared by all. The townshigs &ought provisions for their

citizens. Traces of these institutions have lingame into the nineteenth century,
and the folk piously cherish the memory of thenthigir legends.

All that has disappeared. But the rural townshipstuggles to preserve the last
traces of this Communism, and it succeeds — exabpn the State throws its
heavy sword into the balance.

Meanwhile new organizations, based on the sameciplen—to every man
according to his needs- spring up under a thousand different formsyahout
a certain leaven of Communism the present societiakl not exist. In spite of
the narrowly egoistic turn given to men’s mindsthg commercial system, the



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 24

tendency towards Communism is constantly appearamyl influences our
activities in a variety of ways

The bridges, for the use of which a toll was leviedthe old days, are now
become public property and free to all; so arehilgl roads, except in the East,
where a toll is still exacted from the traveller fevery mile of his journey.

Museums, free libraries, free schools, free meaizliildren; parks and gardens
open to all; streets paved and lighted, free tovediter supplied to every house
without measure or stint — all such arrangemergsf@ainded on the principle:

“Take what you need.”

The tramways and railways have already introducedthly and annual season
tickets, without limiting the number of journeykés; and two nations, Hungary
and Russia, have introduced on their railways tme zystem, which permits the
holder to travel five hundred or a thousand milasthe same price. It is but a
short step from that to a uniform charge, suchlasady prevails in the postal

service. In all these innovations, and a thousahédrs, the tendency is not to
measure the individual consumption. One man wantsatel a thousand miles,
another five hundred. These are personal requiresm@imere is no sufficient

reason why one should pay twice as much as the bdwause his need is twice
as great. Such are the signs which appear evenmowr individualist societies.

Moreover, there is a tendency, though still a feaie, to consider the needs of
the individual, irrespective of his past or possibérvices to the community. We
are beginning to think of society as a whole, gaatt of which is so intimately
bound up with the others that a service renderesh®is a service rendered to
all.

When you go into a public library — not indeed thational Library of Paris,
but, say, into the British Museum or the Berlin laty — the librarian does not
ask what services you have rendered to societydegiving you the book, or the
fifty books which you require, and he comes to yassistance if you do not
know how to manage the catalogue. By means of umifsedentials — and very
often a contribution of work is preferred — the esttific society opens its
museums, its gardens, its library, its laboratoréesl its annual conversaziones
to each of its members, whether he be a Darwia,gdmple amateur.

At St. Petersburg, if you are pursuing an inventigou go into a special
laboratory or a workshop, where you are given @&ela carpenter’s bench, a
turning lathe, all the necessary tools and scieniifstruments, provided only
you know how to use them; and you are allowed tokvibere as long as you
please. There are the tools; interest others im it®a, join with fellow workers
skilled in various crafts, or work alone if you faeit. Invent a flying machine,
or invent nothing — that is your own affair. Youegoursuing an idea — that is
enough.

In the same way, those who man the lifeboat dasbktcredentials from the crew
of a sinking ship; they launch their boat, riskithiees in the raging waves, and
sometimes perish, all to save men whom they dewet know. And what need
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to know them? “They are human beings, and they peedid — that is enough,
that establishes their right — To the rescue! “

Thus we find a tendency, eminently communisticirgpng up on all sides, and
in various guises, in the very heart of theorelydaldividualist societies.

Suppose that one of our great cities, so egotistardinary times, were visited
to-morrow by some calamity — a siege, for instaneghat same selfish city
would decide that the first needs to satisfy wérese of the children and the
aged. Without asking what services they had renlderewere likely to render to
society, it would first of all feed them. Then tbembatants would be cared for,
irrespective of the courage or the intelligence chheach has displayed, and
thousands of men and women would outvie each athanselfish devotion to
the wounded.

This tendency exists and is felt as soon as the pressing needs of each are
satisfied, and in proportion as the productive powkthe race increases. It
becomes an active force every time a great ideaesotn oust the mean
preoccupations of everyday life.

How can we doubt, then, that when the instrumehigraduction are placed at
the service of all, when business is conducted omrBunist principles, when

labour, having recovered its place of honour inetgcproduces much more than
is necessary to all — how can we doubt but that fifmice (already so powerful)
will enlarge its sphere of action till it becomég truling principle of social life?

Following these indications, and considering furthtbe practical side of
expropriation, of which we shall speak in the fallog chapters, we are
convinced that our first obligation, when the rexmn shall have broken the
power upholding the present system, will be toizealCommunism without
delay.

But ours is neither the Communism of Fourier arelPhalansteriens, nor of the
German State-Socialists. It is Anarchist CommunismCommunism without
government — the Communism of the Free. It is ymteesis of the two ideals
pursued by humanity throughout the ages — EconamicPolitical Liberty.

In taking “Anarchy” for our ideal of political orgdzation we are only giving
expression to another marked tendency of humanrggegWhenever European
societies have developed up to a certain point Hasye shaken off the yoke of
authority and substituted a system founded rougtdye or less on the principles
of individual liberty. And history shows us thate#e periods of partial or general
revolution, when the governments were overthrowerenalso periods of sudden
progress both in the economic and the intellectii@ld. Now it is the
enfranchisement of the communes, whose monumendgsiuged by the free
labour of the guilds, have never been surpassed; in@s the peasant rising
which brought about the Reformation and imperilleel papacy; and then again
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it is the society, free for a brief space, whictswaeated at the other side of the
Atlantic by the malcontents from the Old World.

Further, if we observe the present developmentuilfzed peoples we see, most
unmistakably, a movement ever more and more matdidimit the sphere of
action of the Government, and to allow more andeniitverty to the individual.
This evolution is going on before our eyes, thoegmbered by the ruins and
rubbish of old institutions and old superstitiohie all evolutions, it only waits
a revolution to overthrow the old obstacles whititk the way, that it may find
free scope in a regenerated society.

After having striven long in vain to solve the ihdade problem — the problem
of constructing a government “which will constrdire individual to obedience
without itself ceasing to be the servant of sogietyen at last attempt to free
themselves from every form of government and tdsfsattheir need for
organization by a free contract between individaald groups pursuing the same
aim. The independence of each small territoriat becomes a pressing need;
mutual agreement replaces law, and everywhereatgguindividual interests in
view of a common object.

All that was once looked on as a function of thev€&oment is to-day called in
question. Things are arranged more easily and reatisfactorily without the
intervention of the State. And in studying the pesg made in this direction, we
are led to conclude that the tendency of the hurae@ is to reduce Government
interference to zero; in fact, to abolish the Stite personification of injustice,
oppression, and monopoly.

We can already catch glimpses of a world in whité bonds which bind the
individual are no longer laws, but social habitsthe result of the need felt by
each one of us to seek the support, the co-operatiee sympathy of his
neighbours.

Assuredly the idea of a society without a State giile rise to at least as many
objections as the political economy of a societshat private capital. We have
all been brought up from our childhood to regare thtate as a sort of
Providence; all our education, the Roman history leerned at school, the
Byzantine code which we studied later under theenafmRoman law, and the
various sciences taught at the universities, aoousis to believe in Government
and in the virtues of the State providential.

To maintain this superstition whole systems of ggophy have been elaborated
and taught; all politics are based on this prirgigind each politician, whatever
his colours, comes forward and says to the ped@ize me the power, and |
both can and will free you from the miseries whichss so heavily upon you.”

From the cradle to the grave all our actions arieegliby this principle. Open
any book on sociology or jurisprudence, and you fivil there the Government,
its organization, its acts, filling so large a gabat we come to believe that there
is nothing outside the Government and the worlgtatesmen.



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 27

The press teaches us the same in every conceivatye Whole columns are

devoted to parliamentary debates and to politicltigues. The vast every day
life of a nation is barely mentioned in a few lingken dealing with economic
subjects, law, or in “divers facts” relating to jpel cases. And when you read
these newspapers, you hardly think of the incaldalamumber of beings — all

humanity, so to say — who grow up and die, who ksswow, who work and

consume, think and create outside the few encumipgrersonages who have
been so magnified that humanity is hidden by tlskiadows enlarged by our
ignorance.

And yet as soon as we pass from printed matteifetdgself, as soon as we throw
a glance at society, we are struck by the infinite$ part played by the
Government. Balzac already remarked how millionpedsants spend the whole
of their lives without knowing anything about th®, save the heavy taxes they
are compelled to pay. Every day millions of tranigexs are made without
Government intervention, and the greatest of therthese of commerce and of
the Exchange — are carried on in such a way tleaGbvernment could not be
appealed to if one of the contracting parties tmeditention of not fulfilling his
agreement. Should you speak to a man who undesstamdmerce he will tell
you that the everyday business transacted by metshsould be absolutely
impossible were it not based on mutual confidefidee habit of keeping his
word, the desire not to lose his credit, amply isaffto maintain this relative
honesty. The man who does not feel the slightaabiree when poisoning his
customers with noxious drugs covered with pompalsls thinks he is in
honour bound to keep his engagements. Now, if thiative morality has
developed under present conditions, when enrichisetiite only incentive and
the only aim, can we doubt its rapid progress wéggoropriation of the fruits of
others’ labour will no longer be the basis of sty®e

Another striking fact, which especially characteszour generation, speaks still
more in favour of our ideas. It is the continualemsion of the field of enterprise
due to private initiative, and the prodigious depehent of free groups of all
kinds. We shall discuss this more at length in thapter devoted tBree
AgreementSuffice it to mention that the facts are so nwusrand so customary
that they are the essence of the second half ofmitheteenth century, even
though political and socialist writers ignore theatways preferring to talk to us
about the functions of Government.

These organizations, free and infinitely varie&s so natural an outcome of our
civilization; they expand so rapidly and group tisetaes with so much ease;
they are so necessary a result of the continualtgrof the needs of civilized
man; and lastly, they so advantageously replacergowvental interference that
we must recognize in them a factor of growing intgoce in the life of societies.
If they do not yet spread over the whole of the ifestations of life, it is that
they find an insurmountable obstacle in the poveftthe worker, in the casts of
present society, in the private appropriation giited, and in the State. Abolish
these obstacles and you will see them coveringrtimeense field of civilized
man'’s activity.
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The history of the last fifty years furnishes airly proof that Representative
Government is impotent to discharge the functioeshave sought to assign to it.
In days to come the nineteenth century will be gdas having witnessed the
failure of parliamentarianism.

But this impotence is becoming evident to all; thelts of parliamentarianism,
and the inherent vices of the representative [placiare self-evident, and the
few thinkers who have made a critical study of th@dmS. Mill and Leverdays)

did but give literary form to the popular dissadidion. It is not difficult, indeed,

to see the absurdity of naming a few men and sagonthem, “Make laws

regulating all our spheres of activity, although noe of you knows anything
about them!”

We are beginning to see that government by magsritieans abandoning all the
affairs of the country to the tide-waiters who malgethe majorities in the House
and in election committees; to those, in a wordpvaave no opinion of their
own. But mankind is seeking and already finding riesues.

The International Postal Union, the railway unicgsd the learned societies give
us examples of solutions based on free agreemgde and stead of law.

To-day, when groups scattered far and wide wislorganize themselves for
some object or other, they no longer elect aniitional parliament of Jacks-of-
all-trades. No, where it is not possible to mee¢atly or come to an agreement
by correspondence, delegates versed in the quegtissue are sent to treat, with
the instructions: “Endeavour to come to an agre¢rmersuch or such a question
and then return not with a law in your pocket, luith a proposition of
agreement which we may or may not accept.”

Such is the method of the great industrial comgsartlee learned societies, and
the associations of every description, which alyeaal/er Europe and the United
States. And such should be the method of an emmtecipsociety. While

bringing about expropriation, society cannot camtirto organize itself on the
principle of parliamentary representation. A socifiunded on serfdom is in

keeping with absolute monarchy; a society basedhenwage system and the
exploitation of the masses by the capitalists fitdspolitical expression in

parliamentarianism. But a free society, regainirgggession of the common
inheritance, must seek, in free groups and freerfgmns of groups, a new
organization, in harmony with the new economic phafshistory.

Every economic phase has a political phase corngipg to it, and it would be
impossible to touch property without finding at tb@me time a new mode of
political life.
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Chapter 4: Expropriation
|

It is told of Rothschild that, seeing his fortureeatened by the Revolution of
1848, he hit upon the following stratagem: “I anitgquvilling to admit,” said he,
“that my fortune has been accumulated at the expehsthers, but if it were
divided to-morrow among the millions of Europe, #fere of each would only
amount to five shillings. Very well, then, | undste to render to each his five
shillings if he asks me for it.”

Having given due publicity to his promise, our foitlaire proceeded as usual to
stroll quietly through the streets of Frankfort.réé or four passers-by asked for
their five shillings, which he disbursed with a d@mmic smile. His stratagem
succeeded, and the family of the millionaire il Btipossession of its wealth.

It is in much the same fashion that the shrewd $i@adong the middle classes
reason when they say, “Ah, Expropriation! | knowawkhat means. You take all
the overcoats and lay them in a heap, and evenjsofiee to help himself and

fight for the best.”

But such jests are irrelevant as well as flippaMhat we want is not a
redistribution of overcoats, although it must bl $hat even in such a case, the
shivering folk would see advantage in it. Nor dowamnt to divide up the wealth
of the Rothschilds. What we do want is so to areatigngs that every human
being born into the world shall be ensured the dppdy in the first instance of
learning some useful occupation, and of becomiiltedkin it; next, that he shall
be free to work at his trade without asking leavenaster or owner, and without
handing over to landlord or capitalist the liontsee of what he produces. As to
the wealth held by the Rothschilds or the Vandeshit will serve us to organize
our system of communal production.

The day when the labourer may till the ground withpaying away half of what
he produces, the day when the machines necessamgpare the soil for rich
harvests are at the free disposal of the cultigattie day when the worker in the
factory produces for the community and not the npatist — that day will see
the workers clothed and fed, and there will be mremRothschilds or other
exploiters.

No one will then have to sell his working power fowage that only represents a
fraction of what he produces.

“So far so good,” say our critics, “but you will\y& Rothschilds coming in from
outside. How are you to prevent a person from aim@susillions in China and
then settling amongst you? How are you going tovgame such a one from
surrounding himself with lackeys and wage-slavedrem exploiting them and
enriching himself at their expense?”

“You cannot bring about a revolution all over therld at the same time. Well,
then, are you going to establish custom-housesanfyontiers to search all who
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enter your country and confiscate the money thégbwith them? — Anarchist
policemen firing on travellers would be a fine dpete!”

But at the root of this argument there is a greetre Those who propound it
have never paused to inquire whence come the festwri the rich. A little
thought would, however, suffice to show them thase fortunes have their
beginnings in the poverty of the poor. When thae rzo longer any destitute
there will no longer be any rich to exploit them.

Let us glance for a moment at the Middle Ages, wherat fortunes began to
spring up.

A feudal baron seizes on a fertile valley. But@wl as the fertile valley is empty
of folk our baron is not rich. His land brings him nothing; he might as well
possess a property in the moon.

What does our baron do to enrich himself? He lamksfor peasants — for poor
peasants!

If every peasant-farmer had a piece of land, fremfrent and taxes, if he had in
addition the tools and the stock necessary for fatraur, who would plough the
lands of the baron? Everyone would look after g .oBut there are thousands
of destitute persons ruined by wars, or droughpeastilence. They have neither
horse nor plough. (Iron was costly in the MiddleeAgand a draughthorse still
more Sso0.)

All these destitute creatures are trying to bdtieir condition. One day they see
on the road at the confines of our baron’s estatmtice-board indicating by
certain signs adapted to their comprehension tretabourer who is willing to
settle on this estate will receive the tools andeni@s to build his cottage and
sow his fields, and a portion of land rent free dacertain number of years. The
number of years is represented by so many crossebleosign-board, and the
peasant understands the meaning of these crosses.

So the poor wretches swarm over the baron’s landsging roads, draining
marshes, building villages. In nine years he beginsx them. Five years later
he increases the rent. Then he doubles it. Theapeasccepts these new
conditions because he cannot find better ones bix®yand little by little, with
the aid of laws made by the barons, the povertyhef peasant becomes the
source of the landlord’s wealth. And it is not omhe lord of the manor who
preys upon him. A whole host of usurers swoop dawpon the villages,
multiplying as the wretchedness of the peasantea@ses. That is how things
went in the Middle Ages. And to-day is it not stile same thing? If there were
free lands which the peasant could cultivate ifpleased, would he pay £50 to
some “shabble of a duk&for condescending to sell him a scrap? Would he
burden himself with a lease which absorbed a thiirthe produce? Would he —
on themétayersystem — consent to give the half of his harvestthe
landowner?

But he has nothing. So he will accept any cond#jighonly he can keep body
and soul together, while he tills the soil and emes the landlord.
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So in the nineteenth century, just as in the Midéliges, the poverty of the
peasant is a source of wealth to the landed prtoprie

The landlord owes his riches to the poverty ofihasants, and the wealth of the
capitalist comes from the same source.

Take the case of a citizen of the middle class, wbmehow or other finds
himself in possession of £20,000. H could, of ceuspend his money at the rate
of £2,000 a year, a mere bagatelle in these dafantdstic, senseless luxury. But
then he would have nothing left at the end of tearg. So, being a “practical
person,” he prefers to keep his fortune intact, @i for himself a snug little
annual income as well.

This is very easy in our society, for the good osathat the towns and villages
swarm with workers who have not the wherewithdlte for a month, or even a
fortnight. So our worthy citizen starts a factofjne banks hasten to lend him
another £20,000, especially if he has a reputdtiofbusiness ability”; and with
this round sum he can command the labour of fivedhed hands.

If all the men and women in the country-side haarttaily bread sure and their
daily needs already satisfied, who would work far capitalist at a wage of half
a crown a day, while the commodities one produnes day sell in the market
for a crown or more?

Unhappily — we know it all too well — the poor qtens of our towns and the

neighbouring villages are full of needy wretche$iogse children clamour for

bread. So, before the factory is well finished, twerkers hasten to offer

themselves. Where a hundred are required threerédifebsiege the doors, and
from the time his mill is started the owner, if baly has average business
capacities, will clear £40 a year out of each tmdhd he employs.

He is thus able to lay by a snug little fortunegl éhhe chooses a lucrative trade
and has “business talents” he will soon increaseitiome by doubling the
number of the men he exploits.

So he becomes a personage of importance. He card &fi give dinners to
others personages — to the local magnates, the, ciegal, and political
dignitaries. With his money he can “marry monew;dnd by he may pick and
choose places for his children, and later on periggp something good from the
Government — a contract for the army or for thégqaolHis gold breeds gold; till
at last a war, or even a rumour of war, or a sggicul on the Stock Exchange,
gives him his great opportunity.

Nine-tenths of the great fortunes made in the dn8&ates are (as Henry George
has shown in this “Social Problems”) the resultkovery on a large scale,

assisted by the State. In Europe, nine-tenths ef fortunes made in our

monarchies and republics have the same origin. eTlaee not two ways of

becoming a millionaire.
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This is the secret of wealth; find the starving atesbtitute, pay them half a
crown, and make them produce five shillings worthtie day, amass a fortune
by these means, and then increase it by some hitkyade with the help of the
State.

Need we go on to speak of small fortunes attribudgdthe economists to
forethought and frugality, when we know that meamisg in itself brings in
nothing, so long as the pence saved are not usedgtoit the famishing?

Take a shoemaker, for instance. Grant that his vienkell paid, that he has
plenty of custom, and that by dint of strict frugahe contrives to lay by from
eighteen pence to two shillings a day, perhapspmumds a month.

Grant that our shoemaker is never ill, that he dmedalf starve himself, in spite
of his passion for economy; that he does not marthat he has no children; that
he does not die of consumption; suppose anythidgaarything you please!

Well, at the age of fifty he will not have scrapegether £800; and he will not
have enough to live on during his old age, wheishmast work. Assuredly this is
not how great fortunes are made. But suppose mensaker, as soon as he has
laid by a few pence, thriftily conveys them to thkavings bank, and that the
savings bank lends them to the capitalist who $ @bout to “employ labour,”
i.e. to exploit the poor. Then our shoemaker takesapprentice, the child of
some poor wretch, who will think himself lucky if five years time his son has
learned the trade and is able to earn his living.

Meanwhile our shoemaker does not lose by him, &ndhde is brisk he soon
takes a second, and then a third apprentice. Bybgrtte will take two or three
working men — poor wretches, thankful to receivéd hacrown a day for work
that is worth five shillings, and if our shoemak®fin luck,” that is to say, if he
is keen enough and mean enough, his working menapptentices will bring
him in nearly one pound a day, over and above thdyzt of his own toil. He
can then enlarge his business. He will gradualtbobe rich, and no longer have
any need to stint himself in the necessaries ef lHe will leave a snug little
fortune to his son.

That is what people call “being economical and hgvrugal, temperate habits.”
At bottom it is nothing more nor less than grindthg face of the poor.

Commerce seems an exception to this rule. “Suclag mve are told, “buys tea
in China, brings it to France, and realizes a puaifthirty per cent on his original
outlay. He has exploited nobody.”

Nevertheless the case is analogous. If our merdhehicarried his bales on his
back, well and good! In early medieval times thasvexactly how foreign trade
was conducted, and so no one reached such gidditkedf fortune as in our
days. Very few and very hardly earned were the goids which the medieval
merchant gained from a long and dangerous voyageas less the love of
money than the thirst of travel and adventure itheggiired his undertakings.

Nowadays the method is simpler. A merchant whosioase capital need not stir
from his desk to become wealthy. He telegraphsitagent telling him to buy a
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hundred tons of tea; he freights a ship, and emavfieeks, in three months if it is
a sailing ship, the vessel brings him his cargodbes not even take the risks of
the voyage, for his tea and his vessel are insued,if he has expended four
thousand pounds he will receive more than five shod; that is to say, if he has
not attempted to speculate in some novel commaditiewhich case he runs a
chance of either doubling his fortune or losinglibgether.

Now, how could he find men willing to cross the deetravel to China and back,
to endure hardship and slavish toil and to risktliees for a miserable pittance?
How could he find dock labourers willing to loaddamnload his ships for
“starvation wages”? How? Because they are needy sdaving. Go to the
seaports, visit the cook-shops and taverns on tiagsy and look at these men
who have come to hire themselves, crowding roueddiick-gates, which they
besiege from early dawn, hoping to be allowed tokwam the vessels. Look at
these sailors, happy to be hired for a long voyader weeks and months of
waiting. All their lives long they have gone to thea in ships, and they will sall
in others still, until they have perished in theves

Enter their homes, look at their wives and childirenags, living one knows not
how till the father’'s return, and you will have tlswer to the question.
Multiply examples, choose them where you will, ddes the origin of all
fortunes, large or small, whether arising out ahoeerce, finance, manufactures,
or the land. Everywhere you will find that the whabf the wealthy springs from
the poverty of the poor. This is why an anarchisfety need not fear the advent
of a Rothschild who would settle in its midst. leey member of the community
knows that after a few hours of productive toil Wl have a right to all the
pleasures that civilization procures, and to thdeeper sources of enjoyment
which art and science offer to all who seek theenwfil not sell his strength for
a starvation wage. No one will volunteer to work fbe enrichment of your
Rothschild. His golden guineas will be only so mauigces of metal — useful
for various purposes, but incapable of breedingamor

In answering the above objection we have at theedamne indicated the scope of
Expropriation. It must apply to everything that kles any man — be he
financier, mill-owner, or landlord — to appropriatee product of others’ toil.

Our formula is simple and comprehensive.

We do not want to rob any one of his coat, but wehwo give to the workers all
those things the lack of which makes them fall asyeprey to the exploiter, and
we will do our utmost that none shall lack aughgttnot a single man shall be
forced to sell the strength of his right arm toasibta bare subsistence for himself
and his babes. This is what we mean when we talkxpfopriation; this will be
our duty during the Revolution, for whose coming leek, not two hundred
years hence, but soon, very soon.
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The ideas of Anarchism in general and of Exprojamatn particular find much
more sympathy than we are apt to imagine amongoherdependent character,
and those for whom idleness is not the supremd.itiggll,” our friends often
warn us, “take care you do not go too far! Humaoapnot be changed in a day,
so do not be in too great a hurry with your scheme$xpropriation and
Anarchy, or you will be in danger of achieving rerqmanent result.”

Now, what we fear with regard to Expropriation aetly the contrary. We are
afraid of not going far enough, of carrying out Eoqariation on too small a scale
to be lasting. We would not have the revolutionampulse arrested in mid-

career, to exhaust itself in half measures, whiohldscontent no one, and while
producing a tremendous confusion in society, ammpphg its customary

activities, would have no vital power — would mersepread general discontent
and inevitably prepare the way for the triumphezation.

There are, in fact, in a modern State establise&dions which it is practically
impossible to modify if one attacks them only irtadle There are wheels within
wheels in our economic organization — the machineryso complex and
interdependent that no one part can be modifietlowit disturbing the whole.
This becomes clear as soon as an attempt is mad@topriate anything.

Let us suppose that in a certain country a limitedn of expropriation is

effected. For example, that, as it has been suggesbre than once, only the
property of the great landlords is socialized, wthithe factories are left
untouched; or that, in a certain city, house prgpés taken over by the
Commune, but everything else is left in private evehip; or that, in some
manufacturing centre, the factories are commurdlizeut the land is not
interfered with.

The same result would follow in each case — a lilrishattering of the
industrial system, without the means of reorgagiziron new lines. Industry and
finance would be at a deadlock, yet a return tditeeprinciples of justice would
not have been achieved, and society would findfifsmverless to construct a
harmonious whole.

If agriculture could free itself from great landosve, while industry still
remained the bondslave of the capitalist, the narghand the banker, nothing
would be accomplished. The peasant suffers to-dapmly in having to pay rent
to the landlord; he is oppressed on all hands kLgtieg conditions. He is
exploited by the tradesman, who makes him payaatown for a spade which,
measured by tile labour spent on it, is not worthrerthan sixpence. He is taxed
by the State, which cannot do without its formidahlerarchy of officials, and
finds it necessary to maintain an expensive arnggabse the traders of all
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nations are perpetually fighting for the marketsd any day a little quarrel
arising from the exploitation of some part of AsigAfrica may result in war.

Then again the peasant suffers from the depopualaifocountry places: the
young people are attracted to the large manufagiuowns by the bait of high
wages paid temporarily by the producers of artiabdsluxury, or by the
attractions of a more stirring life. The artificigirotection of industry, the
industrial exploitation of foreign countries, theepalence of stock-jobbing, the
difficulty of improving the soil and the machineof production — all these
agencies combine nowadays to work against agrieyltwhich is burdened not
only by rent, but by the whole complex of condioim a society based on
exploitation. Thus, even if the expropriation ohdawere accomplished, and
every one were free to till the soil and cultivateo the best advantage, without
paying rent, agriculture, even though it shouldognj— which can by no means
be taken for granted — a momentary prosperity, @adon fall back into the
slough in which it finds itself to-day. The wholeirtg would have to be begun
over again, with increased difficulties.

The same holds true of industry. Take the convease: instead of turning the
agricultural labourers into peasant-proprietorskenaver the factories to those
who work in them. Abolish the master-manufacturers, leave the landlord his
land, the banker his money, the merchant his Exgdamaintain the swarm of
idlers who live on the toil of the workmen, the tisand and one middlemen, the
State with its numberless officials, and industrguwld come to a standstill.
Finding no purchasers in the mass of peasants whddwemain poor; not
possessing the raw material, and unable to exjpeirt produce, partly on account
of the stoppage of trade, and still more so becadiestries spread all over the
world, the manufacturers would feel unable to sifegand thousands of workers
would be thrown upon the streets. These starviogvds would be ready and
willing to submit to the first schemer who cameetgloit them; they would even
consent to return to the old slavery, if only ungieymise of work.

Or, finally, suppose you oust the landowners, aaddhover the mills and

factories to the worker, without interfering withet swarm of middlemen who

drain the product of our manufacturers, and spésutacorn and flour, meat and
groceries, in our great centres of commerce. Tlensoon as exchange is
arrested, the great cities are left without breaud, others find no buyers for their
articles of luxury, a terrible counter-revolutioniliwake place — a counter-

revolution treading upon the slain, sweeping thvenoand villages with shot and
shell; there would be proscriptions, panic, fliglkend all the terrors of the

guillotine, as it was in France in 1815, 1848, a8d1.

All is interdependent in a civilized society; it iimpossible to reform any one
thing without altering the whole. Therefore, on tii@y we strike at private
property, under any one of its forms, territorialirmdustrial, we shall be obliged
to attack them all. The very success of the Reigrlwill demand it.
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Besides, we could not, if we would, confine oursslto a partial expropriation.
Once the principle of the “Divine Right of Propérig shaken, no amount of
theorizing will prevent its overthrow, here by thlaves of the toil, there by the
slaves of the machine.

If a great town, Paris for example, were to confiself to taking possession of
the dwelling houses or the factories, it would becéd also to deny the right of
the bankers to levy upon the Commune a tax amayrtn£2,000,000 in the

form of interest for former loans. The great citgudd be obliged to put itself in

touch with the rural districts, and its influenceuwld inevitably urge the peasants
to free themselves from the landowner. It wouldnieeessary to communalize
the railways, that the citizens might get food amatk, and lastly, to prevent the
waste of supplies, and to guard against the tfusbm-speculators, like those to
whom the Commune of 1793 fell a prey, it would h&welace in the hands of
the City the work of stocking its warehouses wibimenodities, and apportioning
the produce.

Nevertheless, some Socialists still seek to estakdi distinction. “Of course,”

they say, “the soil, the mines, the mills, and nfactures must be expropriated,
these are the instruments of production, and rigist we should consider them
public property. But articles of consumption — foatbthes, and dwellings —

should remain private property.”

Popular common sense has got the better of thidesdistinction. We are not
savages who can live in the woods, without othefteshthan the branches. The
civilized man needs a roof, a room, a hearth, abdda It is true that the bed, the
room, and the house is a home of idleness for trepnoducer. But for the
worker, a room, properly heated and lighted, ismasgch an instrument of
production as the tool or the machine. It is trecelwhere the nerves and sinews
gather strength for the work of the morrow. Thd céghe workman is the daily
repairing of the machine.

The same argument applies even more obviously tml.fdrhe so-called
economists of whom we speak would hardly deny that coal burnt in a
machine is as necessary to production as the raerialaitself. How then can
food, without which the human machine could do rmskybe excluded from the
list of things indispensable to the producer? (ain be a relic of religious
metaphysics? The rich man’s feast is indeed a mattixury, but the food of
the worker is just as much a part of productiorir@sfuel burnt by the steam-
engine.

The same with clothing. If the economists who dithig distinction between
articles of production and of consumption dressetinselves in the fashion of
New Guinea, we could understand their objectiort. rBen who could not write
a word without a shirt on their back are not inoaifion to draw such a hard and
fast line between their shirt and their pen. Anoutlfh the dainty gowns of their
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dames must certainly rank as objects of luxuryrettie nevertheless a certain
quantity of linen, cotton, and woollen stuff whith a necessity of life to the

producer. The shirt and shoes in which he goesstwdrk, his cap and the jacket
he slips on after the day’s toil is over, these asenecessary to him as the
hammer to the anvil.

Whether we like it or not, this is what the peoplean by a revolution. As soon
as they have made a clean sweep of the Governthegtwill seek first of all to
ensure to themselves decent dwellings and suftiéead and clothes — free of
capitalist rent.

And the people will be right. The methods of thegle will be much more in
accordance with science than those of the ecomemigto draw so many
distinctions between instruments of production artetles of consumption. The
people understand that this is just the point wiieeeRevolution ought to begin;
and they will lay the foundations of the only ecomo science worthy the name
— a science which might be called@ife Study of the Needs of Humanity, and of
the Economic Means to satisfy thém.
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Chapter 5: Food
|

If the coming Revolution is to be a Social Revduatiit will be distinguished
from all former uprisings not only by its aim, kalso by its methods. To attain a
new end, new means are required.

The three great popular movements which we have isgerance during the last
hundred years differ from each other in many wéys,they have one common
feature.

In each case the people strove to overturn theeguine, and spent their heart’s
blood for the cause. Then, after having borne thmtbof the battle, they sank
again into obscurity. A Government, composed of meme or less honest, was
formed and undertook to organize — the Republit783, Labour in 1848, and
the Free Commune in 1871. Imbued with Jacobin idéas Government
occupied itself first of all with political queshe, such as the reorganization of
the machinery of government, the purifying of tlnénistration, the separation
of Church and State, civic liberty, and such mattdfr is true the workmen’s
clubs kept an eye on the members of the new Gowarhrand often imposed
their ideas on them. But even in these clubs, vérdtie leaders belonged to the
middle or to the working classes, it was always didetlass ideas which
prevailed. They discussed various political questiat great length, but forgot to
discuss the question of bread.

Great ideas sprang up at such times, ideas that mewed the world; words
were spoken which still stir our hearts, at thetiwl of a century. But the people
were starving in the slums.

From the very commencement of the Revolution inguistevitably came to a
stop — the circulation of produce was checked, @apital concealed itself. The
master — the employer — had nothing to fear at simbs, he battened on his
dividends, if indeed he did not speculate on thetefredness around; but the
wage-earner was reduced to live from hand to mafdnt knocked at the door.

Famine was abroad in the land — such famine ashetly been seen under the
old regime.

“The Girondists are starving us!” was the cry ie thorkmen’s quarters in 1793,
and thereupon the Girondists were guillotined, fatidbowers were given to “the
Mountain” and to the Commune. The Commune indeetemed itself with the
question of bread, and made heroic efforts to feads. At Lyons, Fouché and
Collot d’'Herbois established city granaries, bu¢g sums spent on filling them
were woefully insufficient. The town councils magieat efforts to procure corn;
the bakers who hoarded flour were hanged — aridistilpeople lacked bread.

Then they turned on the royalist conspirators aid the blame at their door.
They guillotined a dozen or fifteen a day — sergsaahd duchesses alike,
especially servants, for the duchesses had gor@ohtentz. But if they had
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guillotined a hundred dukes and viscounts every iayould have been equally
hopeless.

The want only grew. For the wage-earner can net\without his wage, and the
wage was not forthcoming. What difference couldheusand corpses more or
less make to him?

Then the people began to grow weary. “So much éar waunted Revolution!

You are more wretched than ever before,” whispéhedreactionary in the ears
of the worker. And little by little the rich tookoarage, emerged from their
hiding-places, and flaunted their luxury in thedaaf the starving multitude.

They dressed up like scented fops and said to tikass: “Come, enough of this
foolery! What have you gained by rebellion ?”

Sick at heart, his patience at an end, the rewmiaty had at last to admit to
himself that the cause was lost once more. He atefrleinto his hovel and
awaited the worst.

Then reaction proudly asserted itself, and accshetl a politic stroke. The
Revolution dead, nothing remained but to tram@edrpse under foot.

The White Terror began. Blood flowed like watemr djuillotine was never idle,
the prisons were crowded, while the pageant of eamtkfashion resumed its old
course, and went on as merrily as before.

This picture is typical of all our revolutions. 1848 the workers of Paris placed
“three months of starvation” at the service of Republic, and then, having
reached the limit of their powers, they made osedasperate effort — an effort
which was drowned in blood. In 1871 the Communeisped for lack of
combatants. It had taken measures for the sepamafti€hurch and State, but it
neglected, alas, until too late, to take measupegpfoviding the people with
bread. And so it came to pass in Paris éégantesnd fine gentlemen could
spurn the confederates, and bid them go sell tiveils for a miserable pittance,
and leave their “betters” to feast at their eadasionable restaurants.

At last the Commune saw its mistake, and openedraoral kitchens. But it was
too late. Its days were already numbered, andrtiops of Versailles were on the
ramparts.

“Bread, it is bread that the Revolution needs!”

Let others spend their time in issuing pompous lproations, in decorating
themselves lavishly with official gold lace, and talking about political
liberty!...

Be it ours to see, from the first day of the Retiolu to the last, in all the

provinces fighting for freedom, that there is nagimgle man who lacks bread,
not a single woman compelled to stand with the iiiasrowd outside the bake-
house-door, that haply a coarse loaf may be thrtowrer in charity, not a single
child pining for want of food.

It has always been the middle-class idea to haeabout “great principles” —
great lies rather!
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The idea of the people will be to provide breaddthr And while middle-class
citizens, and workmen infested with middle-classagladmire their own rhetoric
in the “Talking Shops,” and “practical people” a&mregaged in endless discussions
on forms of government, we, the “Utopian dreamers”we shall have to
consider the question of daily bread.

We have the temerity to declare that all have htrig bread, that there is bread
enough for all, and that with this watchwordBsead for Allthe Revolution will
triumph.

That we are Utopians is well known. So Utopianwecthat we go the length of
believing that the Revolution can and ought to ssshelter, food, and clothes to
all — an idea extremely displeasing to middle-cleiigens, whatever their party
colour, for they are quite alive to the fact thiatsi not easy to keep the upper
hand of a people whose hunger is satisfied.

All the same, we maintain our contention: bread trbesfound for the people of
the Revolution, and the question of bread must fadezedence of all other
questions. If it is settled in the interests of gemple, the Revolution will be on
the right road; for in solving the question of Bilese must accept the principle
of equality, which will force itself upon us to thexclusion of every other
solution.

It is certain that the coming Revolution — likethrat respect to the Revolution
of 1848 — will burst upon us in the middle of a @rendustrial crisis. Things

have been seething for half a century now, andocdy go from bad to worse.

Everything tends that way — new nations enterirgg lists of international trade
and fighting for possession of the world’s marketass, taxes ever increasing.
National debts, the insecurity of the morrow, amgé colonial undertakings in

every corner of the globe.

There are millions of unemployed workers in Eurapehis moment. It will be

still worse when Revolution has burst upon us gndal like fire laid to a train

of gunpowder. The number of the out-of-works wi# ldoubled as soon as
barricades are erected in Europe and the UnitedsStavhat is to be done to
provide these multitudes with bread?

We do not know whether the folk who call them ssltpractical people” have
ever asked themselves this question in all its diaées. But we do know that
they wish to maintain the wage system, and we rthesefore expect to have
“national workshops™ and “public works” vaunted asneans of giving food to
the unemployed.

Because national workshops were opened in 178¥ahf93; because the same
means were resorted to in 1848; because Napolésudteeded in contenting
the Parisian proletariat for eighteen years byngjsthem public works — which
cost Paris to-day its debt of £80,000,000 — anditgicipal tax of three or four
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pounds a-heaél;because this excellent method of “taming the Beasts
customary in Rome, and even in Egypt four thousgeaks ago; and lastly,
because despots, kings, and emperors have alwajeyad the ruse of throwing
a scrap of food to the people to gain time to $nate the whip — it is natural
that “practical” men should extol this method ofgetuating the wage system.
What need to rack our brains when we have the tiomsured method of the
Pharaohs at our disposal?

Yet should the Revolution be so misguided as td sta this path, it would be
lost.

In 1848, when the national workshops were openedFebruary 27, the
unemployed of Paris numbered only 800; a fortnilglier they had already
increased to 49,000. They would soon have beer®@00without counting those
who crowded in from the provinces.

Yet at that time trade and manufacturers in Framdg employed half as many
hands as to-day. And we know that in time of Retioluexchange and industry
suffer most from the general upheaval.

To realize this we have only to think for a momehthe number of workmen
whose labour depends directly or indirectly upopagktrade, or of the number
of hands employed in producing luxuries, whose gowgs are the middle-class
minority.

A revolution in Europe means the unavoidable stgppaf at least half the
factories and workshops. It means millions of woskand their families thrown
on the streets.

And our “practical men” would seek to avert thiglyrterrible situation by means
of national relief works; that is to say, by meahsew industries created on the
spot to give work to the unemployed!

It is evident, as Proudhon has already pointed tbat, the smallest attack upon
property will bring in its train the complete diganization of the system based
upon private enterprise and wage labour. Socisgffitwill be forced to take
production in hand, in its entirety, and to reoiigant to meet the needs of the
whole people. But this cannot be accomplished diayaor a month; it must take
a certain time thus to reorganize the system oflywtion, and during this time
millions of men will be deprived of the means obsistence. What then is to be
done ?

There is only one reallgractical solution of the problem — boldly to face the
great task which awaits us, and instead of tryingétch up a situation which we
ourselves have made untenable, to proceed to mimegaroduction on a new
basis.

Thus the really practical course of action, in eigw, would be that the people
should take immediate possession of all the foodhef insurgent districts,
keeping strict account of it all, that none migbtwasted, and that by the aid of
these accumulated resources every one might betaliele over the crisis.
During that time an agreement would have to be mttethe factory workers,
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the necessary raw material given them and the mefassgbsistence assured to
them while they worked to supply the needs of tcalture population. For we
must not forget that while France weaves silks saihs to deck the wives of
German financiers, the Empress of Russia, and thee® of the Sandwich
Islands, and while Paris fashions wonderful triskand playthings for rich folk
all the world over, two-thirds of the French pedsahave not proper lamps to
give them light, or the implements necessary fordeno agriculture. Lastly,
unproductive land, of which there is plenty, woblave to be turned to the best
advantage, poor soils enriched, and rich soils,clwhiet, under the present
system, do not yield a quarter, no, nor a tenttwbét they might produce,
submitted to intensive culture and tilled with asam care as a market garden or
a flower plot. It is impossible to imagine any athgractical solution of the
problem; and, whether we like it or not, sheer éoo€ circumstances will bring it
to pass.

The most prominent characteristic of capitalisnthe wage system, which in
brief amounts to this: — A man, or a group of mpassessing the necessary
capital, starts some industrial enterprise; he tunles to supply the factory or
workshops with raw material, to organize producttornpay the employés a fixed
wage, and lastly, to pocket the surplus value afigst under pretext of
recouping himself for managing the concern, fomiag the risks it may involve,
and for the fluctuations of price in the marketueabf the wares.

To preserve this system, those who now monopobkgetal would be ready to
make certain concessions; to share, for examppgriaof the profits with the
workers, or rather to establish a “sliding scaletiich would oblige them to raise
wages when prices were high; in brief, they wowdsent to certain sacrifices
on condition that they were still allowed to diréatustry and to take its first
fruits.

Collectivism, as we know, does not abolish wagdmugh it introduces
considerable modifications into the existing ordethings. It only substitutes the
State, that is to say, Representative Governmeatipmal or local, for the
individual employer of labour. Under Collectivising the representatives of the
nation, or of the district, and their deputies afficials who are to have the
control of industry. It is they who reserve to tlsmtves the right of employing
the surplus of; production — in the interests affdboreover, Collectivism draws
a very subtle but very far reaching distinctionvzn the work of the labourer
and of the man who has learned a craft. Unskilsgblir in the eyes of the
collectivist issimplelabour, while the work of the craftsman, the medtathe
engineer, the man of science, etc., is what Mails camplexabour, and is
entitled to a higher wage. But labourers and arsts weavers and men of
science, are all wage-servants of the State —offitlials,” as was said lately, to
gild the pill.
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The coming Revolution can render no greater semgdeumanity than to make
the wage system, in all its forms, an impossihiland to render Communism,
which is the negation of wage-slavery, the onlysias solution.

For even admitting that the Collectivist modificati of the present system is
possible, if introduced gradually during a period pposperity and peace —
though for my part | question its practicabilityeevunder such conditions — it
would become impossible in a period of Revolutimhen the need of feeding
hungry millions springs up with the first call ton@s. A political revolution can
be accomplished without shaking the foundationsndtistry, but a revolution
where the people lay hands upon property will itably paralyse exchange and
production. Millions of public money would not sigi for wages to the millions
of out-of-works.

This point cannot be too much insisted upon; tleeganization of industry on a

new basis (and we shall presently show how trementitis problem is) cannot
be accomplished in a few days, nor, on the othedhaill the people submit to

be half starved for years in order to oblige theotists who uphold the wage
system. To tide over the period of stress theyaélhand what they have always
demanded in such cases — communization of suppliéise giving of rations.

It will be in vain to preach patience. The peopi#t e patient no longer, and if
food is not put in common they will plunder the beks.

If the people are not strong enough to carry albteethem, they will be shot
down to give Collectivism a fair field for experimte To this end 6rder’ must
be maintained at any price — order, discipline,diaece! And as the capitalists
will soon realize that when the people are shot mddw those who call
themselves Revolutionists, the Revolution itsell Wwecome hateful in the eyes
of the masses; they will certainly lend their suppo the champions arder —
even though they are collectivists. In such a bheonduct, the capitalists will
see a means of hereafter crushing the collectiwsttheir turn. If “order is
established” in this fashion, the consequencesasy to foresee. Not content
with shooting down the “marauders,” the faction“ofder” will search out the
“ringleaders of the mob.” They will set up agaire tlhw courts and reinstate the
hangman. The most ardent revolutionists will bet serthe scaffold. It will be
1793 over again.

Do not let us forget how reaction triumphed in tlast century. First the
“Hébertists,” “the madmen,” were guillotined — tleoshom Mignet, with the
memory of the struggle fresh upon him, still caltéesharchists.” The Dantonists
soon followed them; and when the party of Robespibiad guillotined these
revolutionaries, they in their turn had to moung tbcaffold; whereupon the
people, sick of bloodshed, and seeing the revalutist, threw up the sponge,
and let the reactionaries do their worst.

If “order is restored,” we say, the social demaenatll hang the anarchists; the
Fabians will hang the social democrats, and wiltheir turn be hanged by the
reactionaries; and the Revolution will come to ad.e
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But everything confirms us in the belief that theery of the people will carry

them far enough, and that, when the Revolutiongqitace, the idea of anarchist
Communism will have gained ground. It is not anfiaral idea. The people

themselves have breathed it in our ear, and thebaumf communists is ever
increasing, as the impossibility of any other solutbecomes more and more
evident.

And if the impetus of the people is strong enouagffairs will take a very
different turn. Instead of plundering the baketss one day, and starving the
next, the people of the insurgent cities will talkessession of the warehouses, the
cattle markets, — in fact of all the provision stoiand of all the food to be had.
The well-intentioned citizens, men and women butifl, form themselves into
bands of volunteers and address themselves tashaof making a rough general
inventory of the contents, of each shop and warsgholn twenty-four hours the
revolted town or district will know what Paris hast found out yet, in spite of
its statistical committees, and what it never dindi fout during the siege — the
guantity of provisions it contains. In forty-eighdurs millions of copies will be
printed of the tables giving a sufficiently exactaunt of the available food, the
places where it is stored, and the means of digiab.

In every block of houses, in every street, in ederwyn ward, bands of volunteers
will have been organized. These commissariat veknstwill work in unison and
keep in touch with each other. If only the Jacdidgonets do not get in the way;
if only the self-styled “scientific” theorists danthrust themselves in to darken
counsel! Or rather let then expound their muddladee theories as much as they
like, provided they have no authority, no power!dAthat admirable spirit of
organization inherent in the people, above alhierg social grade of the French
nation¥® but which they have so seldom been allowed tooeser will initiate,
even in so huge a city as Paris, and in the mitlst Bevolution, an immense
guild of free workers, ready to furnish to each aldhe necessary food.

Give the people a free hand, and in ten days tbé $ervice will be conducted

with admirable regularity. Only those who have meseen the people hard at
work, only those who have passed their lives busimdng documents, can doubt
it. Speak of the organizing genius of the “Greasiiderstood,” the people, to
those who have seen it in Paris in the days ob#itecades, or in London during

the great dockers strike, when half a million @freing folk had to be fed, and

they will tell you how superior it is to the offadiineptness of Bumbledom.

And even supposing we had to endure a certain amoiurliscomfort and
confusion for a fortnight or a month, surely thatuld not matter very much. For
the mass of the people it would still be an improgat on their former
condition; and, besides, in times of Revolution caa dine contentedly enough
on a bit of bread and cheese while eagerly disecgssients.

In any case, a system which springs up spontaneausdler stress of immediate
need, will be infinitely preferable to anything anted between four walls by
hide-bound theorists sitting on any number of cottaes.
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IV

The people of the great towns will be driven bycéoof circumstances to take
possession of all the provisions, beginning witle tharest necessaries, and
gradually extending Communism to other things, ritbeo to satisfy the needs of
all the citizens.

The sooner it is done the better; the soonerdbite the less misery there will be
and the less strife.

But upon what basis must society be organized derothat all may share and
share alike? This is the question that meets tiseatutset.

We answer that there are no two ways of it. Thererily one way in which
Communism can be established equitably, only ong which satisfies our
instincts of justice and is at the same time pcattinamely, the system already
adopted by the agrarian communes of Europe.

Take for example a peasant commune, no matter whees in France, where
the Jacobins have, done their best to destroy @tnwnal usage. If the
commune possesses woods and copses, then, soslohegra is plenty of wood
for all, every one can take as much as he wantbout other let or hindrance
than the public opinion of his neighbours. As te tfimber-trees, which are
always scarce, they have to be carefully apportione

The same with the communal pasture land; whileetienough and to spare, no
limit is put to what the cattle of each homesteay monsume, nor to the number
of beasts grazing upon the pastures. Grazing gsoand not divided, nor is
fodder doled out, unless there is scarcity. All 8Bveiss communes, and many of
those in France and Germany too, wherever themismunal pasture land,
practice this system.

And in the countries of Eastern Europe, where tlaee great forests and no
scarcity of land, you find the peasants felling thees as they need them, and
cultivating as much of the soil as they requiretheiit any thought of limiting
each man’s share of timber or of land. But the &mwill be divided, and the
land parcelled out, to each household accordingstaeeds, as soon as either
becomes scarce, as is already the case in Russia.

In a word, the system is this: no stint or limitvtbat the community possesses in
abundance, but equal sharing and dividing of tlmosemodities which are scarce
or apt to run short. Of the three hundred and fifiijlions who inhabit Europe,
two hundred millions still follow this system of taigal Communism.

It is a fact worth remarking that the same systeavails in the great towns in
the distribution of one commodity at least, whishfound in abundance, the
water supplied to each house.

As long as there is no fear of the supply runningrs no water company thinks
of checking the consumption of water in each holise what you please! But
during the great droughts, if there is any fearsapply failing, the water
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companies know that all they have to do is to mai@wvn the fact, by means of
a short advertisement in the papers, and the o#fizeill reduce their
consumption of water and not let it run to waste.

But if water were actually scarce, what would beefd Recourse would be had
to a system of rations. Such a measure is so hasoanherent in common

sense, that Paris twice asked to be put on ratlariag the two sieges which it

underwent in 1871.

Is it necessary to go into details, to prepareesishowing how the distribution
of rations may work, to prove that it is just argpigable, infinitely more just and
equitable than the existing state of things? Adisen tables and details will not
serve to convince those of the middle classes, alas, those of the workers
tainted with middle-class prejudices, who regar gleople as a mob of savages
ready to fall upon and devour each other, diretitly Government ceases to
direct affairs. But those only who have never sthenpeople resolve and act on
their own initiative could doubt for a moment tliflathe masses were masters of
the situation, they would distribute rations toleaad all in strictest accordance
with justice and equity.

If you were to give utterance, in any gatheringpebple, to the opinion that
delicacies — game and such-like — should be redefivmethe fastidious palates
of aristocratic idlers, and black bread given ® sfck in the hospitals, you would
be hissed. But say at the same gathering, preattte atreet corners and in the
market places, that the most tempting delicacighbto be kept for the sick and
feeble — especially for the sick. Say that if thare only five brace of partridge
in the entire city, and only one case of sherryeyihey should go to sick people
and convalescents. Say that after the sick comehitdren. For them the milk of
the cows and goats should be reserved if thereotisenough for all. To the
children and the aged the last piece of meat, aritet strong man dry bread, if
the community be reduced to that extremity.

Say, in a word, that if this or that article of samption runs short, and has to be
doled out, to those who have most need most shmutfiven. Say that and see if
you do not meet with universal agreement.

The man who is full-fed does not understand thig,tbe people do understand,
have always understood it; and even the child wdily if he is thrown on the
street and comes into contact with the masses, levenll learn to understand.

The theorists — for whom the soldier’s uniform ahé barrack mess table are
civilization’s last word — would like no doubt tdast a regime of National
Kitchens and “Spartan Broth.” They would point dbe advantages thereby
gained, the economy in fuel and food, if such hlkigehens were established,
where every one could come for their rations ofosand bread and vegetables.

We do not question these advantages. We are weadlreawhat important
economies have already been achieved in this @ireet as, for instance, when
the handmill, or quern, and the baker's oven attdcto each house were
abandoned. We can see perfectly well that it wingldnore economical to cook
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broth for a hundred families at once, instead gifiting a hundred separate fires.
We know, besides, that there are a thousand waglein§ up potatoes, but that
cooked in one huge pot for a hundred families thieyld be just as good.

We know, in fact, that variety in cooking being aatter of the seasoning
introduced by each cook or housewife, the cookiggther of a hundred weight
of potatoes would not prevent each cook or housefsim dressing and serving
them in any way she pleased. And we know that stoalle from meat can be
converted into a hundred different soups to shitadred different tastes.

But though we are quite aware of all these facesstl maintain that no one has
a right to force the housewife to take her potatoes the communal kitchen
ready cooked if she prefers to cook them hersdffeinown pot on her own fire.
And, above all, we should wish each one to be foetake his meals with his
family, or with his friends, or even in a restaurahso it seemed good to him.

Naturally large public kitchens will spring up ke the place of the restaurants,
where people are poisoned nowadays. Already thisi®@arhousewife gets the
stock for her soup from the butcher and transfoitnisto whatever soup she
likes, and London housekeepers know that they eae la joint roasted, or an
apple or rhubarb tart baked at the baker’s foiflinty sum, thus economizing
time and fuel. And when the communal kitchen —a¢bsmon bakehouse of the
future — is established, and people can get tleid cooked without the risk of
being cheated or poisoned, the custom will no dbelsome general of going to
the communal kitchen for the fundamental partshef ineal, leaving the last
touches to be added as individual taste shall sigge

But to make a hard and fast rule of this, to makieity of taking home our food
ready cooked, that would be as repugnant to ourenmochinds as the ideas of the
convent or the barrack — morbid ideas born in lsravarped by tyranny or
superstition.

Who will have a right to the food of the communeill assuredly be the first
question which we shall have to ask ourselves. \Et@wnship will answer for
itself, and we are convinced that the answersallibe dictated by the sentiment
of justice. Until labour is reorganized, as longtlas disturbed period lasts, and
while it is impossible to distinguish between irerette idlers and genuine
workers thrown out of work, the available food oughbe shared by all without
exception. Those who have been enemies to the ngev will hasten of their
own accord to rid the commune of their presencd. iBaeems to us that the
masses of the people, which have always been megoas, and have nothing
of vindictiveness in their disposition, will be thato share their bread with all
who remain with them, conquered and conquerorg altkwill be no loss to the
Revolution to be inspired by such an idea, and,nwilverk is set agoing again,
the antagonists of yesterday will stand side by sidthe same workshops. A
society where work is free will have nothing torfé@m idlers.

“But provisions will run short in a month!” our tids at once exclaim.
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“So much the better,” say we. It will prove that tbe first time on record the
people have had enough to eat. As to the questiohtaining fresh supplies, we
shall discuss the means in our next chapter.

Vv

By what means could a city in a state of revolutiensupplied with food? We
shall answer this question, but it is obvious thatmeans resorted to will depend
on the character of the Revolution in the provincasd in neighbouring
countries. If the entire nation, or, better stfllall Europe should accomplish the
Social Revolution simultaneously, and start witbrtugh-going Communism,
our procedure would be simplified; but if only avfeommunities in Europe
make the attempt, other means will have to be e¢hoBke circumstances will
dictate the measures.

We are thus led, before we proceed further, toaglaat the state of Europe, and,
without pretending to prophesy, we may try to feeeswhat course the
Revolution will take, or at least what will be éssential features.

Certainly it would be very desirable that all Euweophould rise at once, that
expropriation should be general, and that commigngstnciples should inspire
all and sundry. Such a universal rising would daimto simplify the task of our
century.

But all the signs lead us to believe that it widk make place. That the Revolution
will embrace Europe we do not doubt. If one offihe great continental capitals
— Paris, Vienna, Brussels, or Berlin — rises inoletion and overturns its
Government, it is almost certain that the threesihwill follow its example
within a few weeks’ time. It is, moreover, highlyopable that the Peninsulas and
even London and St. Petersburg would not be loriigliowing suit. But whether
the Revolution would everywhere exhibit the samaratteristics is doubtful.

Though it is more than probable that expropriatigh be everywhere carried
into effect on a larger or smaller scale, and thigtpolicy carried out by any one
of the great nations of Europe will influence akktrest; yet the beginnings of the
Revolution will exhibit great local differences, darits course will vary in
different countries. In 1789-93, the French peagaobk four years to finally
rid themselves of the redemption of feudal rightg] the bourgeois to overthrow
royalty. Let us keep that in mind, therefore, arel fwrepared to see the
Revolution develop itself somewhat gradually. Letnat be disheartened if here
and there its steps should move less rapidly. Wénetlwould take an avowedly
socialist character in all European nations, at aatg at the beginning, is
doubtful. Germany, be it remembered, is still @af its dream of a United
Empire. Its advanced parties see visions of a Jad®&public like that of 1848,
and of the organization of labour according to lsoBilanc; while the French
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people, on the other hand, want above all thinjgeaCommune, whether it be a
communist Commune or not.

There is every reason to believe that, when theirapiRevolution takes place,
Germany will go further than France went in 179BeTeighteenth century
Revolution in France was an advance on the EngR&volution of the
seventeenth, abolishing as it did at one strokeptiwer of the throne and the
landed aristocracy, whose influence still surviue€England. But, if Germany
goes further and does greater things than Frarendi793, there can be no
doubt that the ideas which will foster the birthhefr Revolution will be those of
1848, as the ideas which will inspire the Revolutin Russia will be those of
1789, modified somewhat by the intellectual movetsi@h our own century.

Without, however, attaching to these forecast atgreimportance than they
merit, we may safely conclude this much: the Retmtuwill take a different
character in each of the different European natidims point attained in the
socialization of wealth will not be everywhere sane.

Will it therefore be necessary, as is sometimegesigd, that the nations in the
vanguard of the movement should adapt their pacindse who lag behind?
Must we wait till the Communist Revolution is rifre all civilized countries?
Clearly not! Even if it were a thing to be desiieé not possible. History does
not wait for the laggards.

Besides, we do not believe that in any one couttiey Revolution will be
accomplished at a stroke, in the twinkling of am,e3s some socialists dream. It
is highly probable that if one of the five or serde towns of France — Paris,
Lyons, Marseilles, Lille, Saint-Etienne, Bordeaux were to proclaim the
Commune, the others would follow its example, amat tmany, smaller towns
would do the same. Probably also various miningridts and industrial centres
would hasten to rid themselves of “owners” and ‘tess” and form themselves
into free groups.

But many country places have not advanced to that.pSide by side with the
revolutionized communes such places would remaamiexpectant attitude, and
would go on living on the Individualist system. Ustdrbed by visits of the
bailiff or the tax-collector, the peasants wouldt nbe hostile to the
revolutionaries, and thus, while profiting by thewnstate of affairs they would
defer the settlement of accounts with the localatgys: But with that practical
enthusiasm which always characterizes agrariarsings (withess the passionate
toil of 1792) they would throw themselves into tlask of cultivating the land,
which, freed from taxes and mortgages, would beceonmuch dearer to them.

As to abroad, revolution would break out everywhdrat revolution under
divers aspects, in one country State Socialisranimther Federation; everywhere
more or less Socialism, not conforming to any patér rule.
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VI

Let us now return to our city in revolt, and comsitiow its citizens can provide
foodstuffs for themselves. How are the necessayyigions to be obtained if the
nation as a whole has not accepted Communism? i$hise question to be
solved. Take, for example, one of the large Fretooins — take the capital
itself, for that matter. Paris consumes every yhausands of tons of grain,
350,000 head of oxen, 200,000 calves, 300,000 swand more than two
millions of sheep, besides great quantities of gafrtés huge city devours,
besides, 18 million pounds of butter, 172 milliaggs, and other produce in like
proportion.

It imports flour and grain from the United Statesdarom Russia, Hungary,
Italy, Egypt, and the Indies; live stock from Genyaltaly, Spain — even
Roumania and Russia; and as for groceries, themetis country in the world
that it does not lay under contribution. Now, Iet see how Paris or any other
great town could be revictualled by home-grown pizd supplies of which
could be readily and willingly sent in from the piraces.

To those who put their trust in “authority” the gtien will appear quite simple.
They would begin by establishing a strongly ceizeal Government, furnished
with all the machinery of coercion — the policee thrmy, the guillotine. This
Government would draw up a statement of all thelpce contained in France. It
would divide the country into districts of supplgnd thercommandhat a
prescribed quantity of some particular foodstufiskeat to such a place on such a
day, and delivered at such a station, to be theceived on a given day by a
specified official and stored in particular warebes.

Now, we declare with the fullest conviction, notnelg that such a solution is
undesirable, but that it never could by any poBgibdbe put into practice. It is
wildly Utopian!

Pen in hand, one may dream such a dream in thg, ¢tutdin contact with reality
it comes to nothing; for, like all such theoridsleaves out of account the spirit
of independence that is in man. The attempt waead ko a universal uprising, to
three or fouVendéesto the villages rising against the towns, all toeintry up
in arms defying the city for its arrogance in afjéimg to impose such a system
upon the country.

We have already had too much of Jacobin Utopiaslkesee if some other form
of organization will meet the case.

In 1793 the provinces starved the large towns lkétetl the Revolution. And yet
it is a known fact that the production of grainFrance during 1792—-93 had not
diminished; indeed the evidence goes to show thhad increased. But after
having taken possession of the manorial lands; bfteing reaped a harvest from
them, the peasants would not part with their gr@in paper-money. They
withheld their produce, waiting for a rise in theécp, or the introduction of gold.
The most rigorous measures of the National Coneentiere without avail, and
even the fear of death failed to break up the rorgforce its members to sell
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their corn. For it is matter of history that thenwmissaries of the Convention did
not scruple to guillotine those who withheld thgmin from the market, and
pitilessly executed those who speculated in fodtistall the same, the corn was
not forthcoming, and the townsfolk suffered frormfae.

But what was offered to the husbandman in exchémgeis hard toilAssignats
scraps of paper decreasing in value every day, ipesnof payment, which could
not be kept. A forty-pound note would not purchaseair of boots, and the
peasant, very naturally, was not anxious to bartgrar’s toil for a piece of paper
with which he could not even buy a shirt.

As long as worthless paper money — whether calésthaats or labour notes —
is offered to the peasant-producer it will alwaysthe same. The country will
withhold its produce, and the towns will suffer waaven if the recalcitrant
peasants are guillotined as before.

We must offer to the peasant in exchange for hiswtd worthless paper money,
but the manufactured articles of which he standmimediate need. He lacks the
proper implements to till the land, clothes to pobthim properly from the
inclemencies of the weather, lamps and oil to @plais miserable rushlight or
tallow dip, spades, rakes, ploughs. All these thinopder present conditions, the
peasant is forced to do without, not because he dotfeel the need of them,
but because, in his life of struggle and privatianthousand useful things are
beyond his reach; because he has no money to bay th

Let the town apply itself, without loss of time, manufacturing all that the
peasant needs, instead of fashioning gewgaws éowihes of rich citizens. Let
the sewing machines of Paris be set to work orhe®tor the country-folk:
workaday clothes and clothes for Sunday too, inkstdacostly evening dresses.
Let the factories and foundries turn out agricatumplements, spades, rakes,
and such-like, instead of waiting till the Englisend them to France, in
exchange for French wines!

Let the towns send no more inspectors to the dlagvearing red, blue, or
rainbow-coloured scarves, to convey to the peasalars to take his produce to
this place or that, but let them send friendly essiis to the country-folk and bid
them in brotherly fashion: “Bring us your produesad take from our stores and
shops all the manufactured articles you pleaseénTrovisions would pour in

on every side. The peasant would only withhold wieaheeded for his own use,
and would send the rest into the cities, feeforgthe first time in the course of
historythat these toiling townsfolk were his comrades is-lirethren, and not

his exploiters.

We shall be told, perhaps, that this would necatesi complete transformation
of industry. Well, yes, that is true of certain dgments; but there are other
branches which could be rapidly modified in suchey as to furnish the peasant
with clothes, watches, furniture, and the simplelaments for which the towns
make him pay such exorbitant prices at the presiem. Weavers, tailors,

shoemakers, tinsmiths, cabinet-makers, and marsr ethdes and crafts could
easily direct their energies to the manufactureis#ful and necessary articles,
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and abstain from producing mere luxuries. All tikaheeded is that the public
mind should be thoroughly convinced of the necgssithis transformation, and
should come to look upon it as an act of justica @nprogress, and that it should
no longer allow itself to be cheated by that dresondear to the theorists — the
dream of a revolution which confines itself to takipossession of the profits of
industry, and leaves production and commerce gigey are now.

This, then, is our view of the whole question. Ghiba peasant no longer with
scraps of paper — be the sums inscribed upon tvemse large; but offer him
in exchange for his produce the vényngsof which he, the tiller of the soil,
stands in need. Then the fruits of the land wilplbered into the towns. If this is
not done there will be famine in our cities, anaateon and despair will follow in
its train.

Vil

All the great towns, we have said, buy their gréiejr flour, and their meat, not
only from the provinces, but also from abroad. kKprecountries send Paris
spices, fish, and various dainties, besides immaquaatities of corn and meat.

But when the Revolution comes we must depend agigorcountries as little as
possible. If Russian wheat, Italian or Indian ri@ed Spanish or Hungarian wines
abound in the markets of western Europe, it istimait the countries which export
them have a superabundance, or that such a prgdows there of itself, like the
dandelion in the meadows. In Russia, for instatite, peasant works sixteen
hours a day, and half starves from three to sixth®mevery year, in order to
export the grain with which he pays the landlord #re State. To-day the police
appears in the Russian village as soon as the stasvgathered in, and sells the
peasant’s last horse and last cow for arrearsxetand rent due to the landlord,
unless the victim immolates himself of his own adcby selling the grain to the
exporters. Usually, rather than part with his teck at a disadvantage, he keeps
only a nine months’ supply of grain, and sells test. Then, in order to sustain
life until the next harvest, he mixes birch-barlddares with his flour for three
months, if it has been a good year, and for siixtihs been bad, while in London
they are eating biscuits made of his wheat.

But as soon as the Revolution comes, the Russasapéewill keep bread enough
for himself and his children; the Italian and Hunga peasants will do the same;
and the Hindoo, let us hope, will profit by thesmd examples; and the farmers
of America will hardly be able to cover all the ig#fin grain which Europe will
experience. So it will not do to count on their dutions of wheat and maize
satisfying all the wants.

Since all our middle-class civilization is based the exploitation of inferior
races and countries with less advanced industystems, the Revolution will
confer a boon at the very outset, by menacing ‘ttiailization,” and allowing

the so-called inferior races to free themselves.
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But this great benefit will manifest itself by aeatly and marked diminution of
the food supplies pouring into the great citiesvebtern Europe.

It is difficult to predict the course of affairs the provinces. On the one hand the
slave of the soil will take advantage of the Retioluto straighten his bowed
back. Instead of working fourteen or fifteen hoarday, as he does at present, he
will be at liberty to work only half that time, wtth of course would have the
effect of decreasing the production of the prinkigaicles of consumption —
grain and meat.

But, on the other hand, there will be an increasproduction as soon as the
peasant realizes that he is no longer forced tpatithe idle rich by his toil.
New tracts of land will be cleared, new and impibwachines set a-going.

“Never was the land so energetically cultivatednas792, when the peasant had
taken back from the landlord the soil which he kbadeted so long,” Michelet
tells us, speaking of the Great Revolution.

Before long, intensive culture would be within theach of all. Improved
machinery, chemical manures, and all such matterddvbe common property.
But everything tends to indicate that at the outisete would be a falling off in
agricultural products, in France as elsewhere.

In any case it would be wisest to count upon suédlag off of contributions
from the provinces as well as from abroad.

And how is this falling off to be made good? Why hieaven’'s name, by setting
to work ourselves! No need to rack our brains forfétched panaceas when the
remedy lies close at hand!

The large towns must undertake to till the sdike lihe country districts. We must
return to what biology calls “the integration ohfitions” — after the division of

labour the taking up of it as a whole — this is tloairse followed throughout
Nature.

Besides, philosophy apart, the force of circumstanwould bring about this
result. Let Paris see that at the end of eight h®ritwill be running short of
bread, and Paris will set to work to grow wheat.

“What about land?” It will not be wanting, for i$ iround the great towns, and
round Paris especially, that the parks and pleagumends of the landed gentry
are to be found. These thousands of acres onlyt daaiskilled labour of the
husbandman to surround Paris with fields infinitelgre fertile and productive
than the steppes of southern Russia, where thdssdiied up by the sun. Nor
will labour be lacking. To what should the two naiti citizens of Paris turn their
attention when they would be no longer catering tfog luxurious fads and
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amusements of Russian princes, Roumanian grandees,wives of Berlin
financiers?

With all the mechanical inventions of the centumjth all the intelligence and
technical skill of the worker accustomed to deathwéomplicated machinery;
with inventors, chemists, professors of botanyctical botanists like the market
gardeners of Gennevilliers; with all the plant ttrety could use for multiplying
and improving machinery, and, finally, with the aniging spirit of the Parisian
people, their pluck and energy — with all thesgsatommand, the agriculture of
the anarchist Commune of Paris would be a veneuifit thing from the rude
husbandry of the Ardennes.

Steam, electricity, the heat of the sun, and tieatbrof the wind, will ere long be
pressed into service. The steam harrow and thengiugh will quickly do the
rough work of preparation, and the soil, thus cdshand enriched, will only need
the intelligent care of man, and of woman even nthesn man, to be clothed
with luxuriant vegetation — not once but threeaurftimes in the year.

Thus, learning the art of horticulture from expgdsd trying experiments in
different methods on small patches of soil reseffeedhe purpose, vying with
each other to obtain the best returns, finding lhysfral exercise, without
exhaustion or overwork, the health and strengtrciwvid often flags in cities, —
men, women, and children will gladly turn to thédar of the fields, when it is
no longer a slavish drudgery, but has become pleasufestival, a renewal of
health and joy.

“There are no barren lands; the earth is worth whan is worth” — that is the
last word of modern agriculture. Ask of the eartid ahe will give you bread,
provided that you ask aright.

A district, though it were as small as the depantsief the Seine and the Seine-
et-Oise, and with so great a city as Paris to feeulild be practically sufficient
to grow upon it all the food supplies, which othemvmight fail to reach it.

The combination of agriculture and industry, thastlandman and the mechanic
in the same individual — this is what anarchist ommism will inevitably lead
us to, if it starts fair with expropriation.

Let the Revolution only get so far, and famine @ the enemy it will have to
fear. No, the danger which will menace it lies imidity, prejudice, and half-
measures. The danger is where Danton saw it whesrib@ to France: “Dare,
dare, and yet again, dare!” The bold thought fast] the bold deed will not fail
to follow.
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Chapter 6: Dwellings
|

Those who have closely watched the growth of aqeiitteas among the workers
must have noticed that on one momentous questidghe-housing of the people,
namely — a definite conclusion is being impercdptdurived at. It is a known
fact that in the large towns of France, and in mahthe smaller ones also, the
workers are coming gradually to the conclusion thaelling-houses are in no
sense the property of those whom the State recegaiz their owners.

This idea has evolved naturally in the minds ofgkeple, and nothing will ever
convince them again that the “rights of propertygbt to extend to houses.

The house was not built by its owner. It was eatiecorated, and furnished by
innumerable workers — in the timber yard, the briigd, and the workshop,
toiling for dear life at a minimum wage.

The money spent by the owner was not the produdti®fown toil. It was
amassed, like all other riches, by paying the wwrkeo-thirds or only a half of
what was their due.

Moreover — and it is here that the enormity of Wieole proceeding becomes
most glaring — the house owes its actual valuééoptrofit which the owner can
make out of it. Now, this profit results from thact that his house is built in a
town possessing bridges, quays, and fine publitdipgis, and affording to its
inhabitants a thousand comforts and convenienclisown in villages; a town

well paved, lighted with gas, in regular communmatwith other towns, and
itself a centre of industry, commerce, science, amda town which the work of
twenty or thirty generations has gone to rendeithble, healthy, and beautiful.

A house in certain parts of Paris may be valuettt@isands of pounds sterling,
not because thousands of pounds’ worth of laboue Heeen expended on that
particular house, but because it is in Paris; beedor centuries workmen,
artists, thinkers, and men of learning and letterge contributed to make Paris
what it is to-day — a centre of industry, commengelitics, art, and science;
because Paris has a past; because, thanks ttuligerlne names of its streets are
household words in foreign countries as well asombe; because it is the fruit of
eighteen centuries of toil, the work of fifty geatons of the whole French
nation.

Who, then, can appropriate to himself the tinidet pf ground, or the meanest
building, without committing a flagrant injustic&?ho, then, has the right to sell
to any bidder the smallest portion of the commaritdge?
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On that point, as we have said, the workers areeglgiThe idea of free dwellings
showed its existence very plainly during the siefjParis, when the cry was for
an abatement pure and simple of the terms demabgiethe landlords. It
appeared again during the Commune of 1871, whePRahis workmen expected
the Communal Council to decide boldly on the almwiitof rent. And when the
New Revolution comes, it will be the first questiaith which the poor will
concern themselves.

Whether in time of revolution or in time of peatiee worker must be housed
somehow or other; he must have some sort of roef bis head. But, however
tumble-down and squalid your dwelling may be, thsralways a landlord who
can evict you. True, during the Revolution he carfimal bailiffs and police-
serjeants to throw your rags and chattels intostreset, but who knows what the
new Government will do to-morrow? Who can say thatill not call in the aid
of force again, and set the police pack upon ydwimd you out of your hovels?
We have seen the Commune proclaim the remissioenté due up to the first of
April only!® After that rent had to be paid, though Paris waa state of chaos,
and industry at a standstill; so that the revohib had absolutely nothing to
depend upon but his allowance of fifteen penceyh da

Now the worker must be made to see clearly thaefasing to pay rent to a
landlord or owner he is not simply profiting by ttsorganization of authority.
He must understand that the abolition of rent iseaognized principle,
sanctioned, so to speak, by popular assent; thia¢ tooused rent-free is a right
proclaimed aloud by the people

Are we going to wait till this measure, which isharmony with every honest
man’s sense of justice, is taken up by the fewatists scattered among the
middle-class elements, of which the Provisionary&oment will be composed?
We should have to wait long — till the return odcéon, in fact!

This is why, refusing uniforms and badges — thosevard signs of authority
and servitude — and remaining people among the lpede earnest
revolutionists will work side by side with the massthat the abolition of rent,
the expropriation of houses, may become an accehedli fact. They will
prepare the ground and encourage ideas to grohidrdirection; and when the
fruit of their labours is ripe, the people will peed to expropriate the houses
without giving heed to the theories which will @nly be thrust in their way —
theories about paying compensation to landlordd,femling first the necessary
funds.

On the day that the expropriation of houses takasepon that day, the exploited
workers will have realized that the new times hawvene, that Labour will no
longer have to bear the yoke of the rich and pawethat Equality has been
openly proclaimed, that this Revolution is a reddtf and not a theatrical make-
believe, like so many others preceding it.
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If the idea of expropriation be adopted by the pedpwill be carried into effect
in spite of all the “insurmountable” obstacles withich we are menaced.

Of course, the good folk in new uniforms, seatethaofficial arm-chairs of the
Hotel de Ville, will be sure to busy themselvesigaping up obstacles. They will
talk of giving compensation to the landlords, oégaring statistics, and drawing
up long reports. Yes, they would be capable of dargwp reports long enough to
outlast the hopes of the people, who, after waitamgl starving in enforced
idleness, and seeing nothing come of all theseiaffresearches, would lose
heart and faith in the Revolution and abandon idld to the reactionaries. The
new bureaucracy would end by making expropriatiatetul in the eyes of all.

Here, indeed, is a rock which might shipwreck oopés. But if the people turn a
deaf ear to the specious arguments used to ddmzie and realize that new life
needs new conditions, and if they undertake the&k tdmemselves, then
expropriation can be effected without any grediaifty.

“But how? How can it be done?” you ask us. We skllto reply to this
guestion, but with a reservation. We have no imendf tracing out the plans of
expropriation in their smallest details. We knovidoehand that all that any man,
or group of men, could suggest to-day would bestapassed by the reality when
it comes. Man will accomplish greater things, andoaplish them better and by
simpler methods than those dictated to him befor@h@hus we are content to
indicate the manner by which expropriatimightbe accomplished without the
intervention of Government. We do not propose tamgbof our way to answer
those who declare that the thing is impossible.dM&ine ourselves to replying
that we are not the upholders of any particularhaetof organization. We are
only concerned to demonstrate that expropriatmundbe effected by popular
initiative, andcould notbe effected by any other means whatever.

It seems very likely that, as soon as expropriat®fairly started, groups of

volunteers will spring up in every district, stre@ind block of houses, and
undertake to inquire into the number of flats anddes which are empty and of
those which are overcrowded, the unwholesome samdsthe houses which are
too spacious for their occupants and might wellibed to house those who are
stifled in swarming tenements In a few days thesdanteers would have drawn

up complete lists for the street and the districalbthe flats, tenements, family

mansions and villa residences, all the rooms amgssof rooms, healthy and

unhealthy, small and large, foetid dens and horhasory.

Freely communicating with each other, these volerstevould soon have their
statistics complete. False statistics can be matwifed in board rooms and
offices, but true and exact statistics must begdth te individual and mount up
from the simple to the complex.
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Then, without waiting for any one’s leave, thostizens will probably go and
find their comrades who were living in miserablerges and hovels and will say
to them simply: “It is a real Revolution this timnmgmrades, and no mistake about
it. Come to such a place this evening; all the medgirhood will be there; we are
going to redistribute the dwelling-houses. If yae déired of your slum-garret,
come and choose one of the flats of five rooms #hatto be disposed of, and
when you have once moved in you shall stay, nexar. fThe people are up in
arms, and he who would venture to evict you willdnéo answer to them.”

“But every one will want a fine house or a spacifia” we are told. No, you
are mistaken. It is not the people’s way to clanfouthe moon. On the contrary,
every time we have seen them set about repairingpag we have been struck
by the good sense and instinct for justice whicimates the masses. Have we
ever known them demand the impossible? Have wesmaeaar the people of Paris
fighting among themselves while waiting for theations of bread or firewood
during the two sieges? The patience and resignatioch prevailed among them
was constantly held up to admiration by the forgiggss correspondents; and yet
these patient waiters knew full well that the lesters would have to pass the
day without food or fire.

We do not deny that there are plenty of egotistitincts in isolated individuals
in our societies. We are quite aware of it. Butagatend that the very way to
revive and nourish these instincts would be to ioensuch questions as the
housing of the people to any board or committeéadn, to the tender mercies of
officialism in any shape or form. Then indeed b# tvil passions spring up, and
it becomes a case of who is the most influentiasqe on the board. The least
inequality causes wranglings and recriminationsth# smallest advantage is
given to any one, a tremendous hue and cry isdais@nd not without reason.

But if the people themselves, organized by stredistricts, and parishes,
undertake to move the inhabitants of the slums tiéohalf-empty dwellings of
the middle classes, the trifling inconveniences,little inequalities will be easily
tided over. Rarely has appeal been made to the gmtidcts of the masses —
only as a last resort, to save the sinking shifinies of revolution — but never
has such an appeal been made in vain; the herthisrsglf-devotion of the toiler
has never failed to respond to it. And thus it Wwélin the coming Revolution.

But, when all is said and done, some inequaligese inevitable injustices, will
remain. There are individuals in our societies whangreat crisis can lift out of
the deep ruts of egoism in which they are sunk. dinestion, however, is not
whether there will be injustices or no, but rathew to limit the number of them.

Now all history, all the experience of the humaceraand all social psychology,
unite in showing that the best and fairest wayoidrtist the decision to those
whom it concerns most nearly. It is they alone wha consider and allow for
the hundred and one details which must necesdsilyverlooked in any merely
official redistribution.
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Moreover, it is by no means necessary to makegsiraay an absolutely equal
redistribution of all the dwellings. There will mmubt be some inconveniences at
first, but matters will soon be righted in a sogievhich has adopted
expropriation.

When the masons, and carpenters, and all who aeeowed in house building,
know that their daily bread is secured to themy thidl ask nothing better than to
work at their old trades a few hours a day. Theyadapt the fine houses which
absorbed the time of a whole staff of servants, iaral few months homes will
have sprung up, infinitely healthier and more caoneetly arranged than those of
to-day. And to those who are not yet comfortablyden the anarchist Commune
will be able to say: “Patience, comrades! Palae&®if and finer than any the
capitalists built for themselves will spring froitmet ground of our enfranchised
city. They will belong to those who have most negdthem. The anarchist
Commune does not build with an eye to revenuess& neonuments erected to
its citizens, products of the collective spirit/lvgierve as models to all humanity;
they will be yours.”

If the people of the Revolution expropriate the $esuand proclaim free lodgings
— the communalizing of houses and the right of daatfily to a decent dwelling
— then the Revolution will have assumed a commimdstaracter from the first,
and started on a course from which it will be bynm@ans easy to turn it. It will
have struck a fatal blow at individual property.

For the expropriation of dwellings contains in geim whole social revolution.
On the manner of its accomplishment depends theactes of all that follows.
Either we shall start on a good road leading ditatig anarchist communism, or
we shall remain sticking in the mud of despotidvidualism.

It is easy to see the numerous objections — thieooet the one hand, practical
on the other — with which we are sure to be met.itAgill be a question of
maintaining iniquity at any price, our opponentdl wi course protest “in the
name of justice.” “Is it not a crying shame,” theil exclaim, “that the people of
Paris should take possession of all these finedwushile the peasants in the
country have only tumble-down huts to live in?” Baib not let us make a
mistake. These enthusiasts for justice forget, lapae of memory to which they
are subject, the “crying shame” which they themsslare tacitly defending.
They forget that in this same city the worker, wifs wife and children,
suffocates in a noisome garret, while from his windhe sees the rich man’s
palace. They forget that whole generations peristrowded slums, starving for
air and sunlight, and that to redress this injestaght to be the first task of the
Revolution.
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Do not let these disingenuous protests hold us.Mekknow that any inequality
which may exist between town and country in thdyedays of the Revolution
will be transitory and of a nature to right itsélbm day to day; for the village
will not fail to improve its dwellings as soon dmtpeasant has ceased to be the
beast of burden of the farmer, the merchant, theeypwender, and the State. In
order to avoid an accidental and transitory inggyashall we stay our hand
from righting an ancient wrong?

The so-called practical objections are not verynidable either. We are bidden
to consider the hard case of some poor fellow whadint of privation has
contrived to buy a house just large enough to hiddamily. And we are going
to deprive him of his hard-earned happiness, to lm into the street! Certainly
not. If his house is only just large enough forfaisily, by all means let him stay
there. Let him work in his little garden too; osoys” will not hinder him —
nay, they will lend him a helping hand if need Bet suppose he lets lodgings,
suppose he has empty rooms in his house; thenethi@eowill make the lodger
understand that he need not pay his former landiogdmore rent. Stay where
you are, but rent free. No more duns and collect®ogialism has abolished all
that!

Or again, suppose that the landlord has a scameoais all to himself, and some
poor woman lives near by with five children in awem. In that case the people
would see whether, with some alterations, thesetyemgoms could not be
converted into a suitable home for the poor womahtzer five children. Would
not that be more just and fair than to leave theheroand her five little ones
languishing in a garret, while Sir Gorgeous Midat & his ease in an empty
mansion? Besides, good Sir Gorgeous would proldasyen to do it of his own
accord; his wife will be delighted to be freed franalf her big, unwieldy house
when there is no longer a staff of servants to keeporder.

“So you are going to turn everything upside dowsay the defenders of law and
order. “There will be no end to the evictions aachovals. Would it not be better
to start fresh by turning everybody out of doord aedistributing the houses by
lot?” Thus our critics; but we are firmly persuadtdht if no Government

interferes in the matter, if all the changes ateusted to those free groups which
have sprung up to undertake the work, the evicteoms removals will be less

numerous than those which take place in one yederuthe present system,
owing to the rapacity of landlords.

In the first place, there are in all large towns)@dt enough empty houses and
flats to lodge all the inhabitants of the slums.téshe palaces and suites of fine
apartments, many working people would not live hierh if they could. One
could not “keep up” such houses without a largef sbh servants. Their
occupants would soon find themselves forced to $esk luxurious dwellings.
The fine ladies would find that palaces were noll agapted to self-help in the
kitchen. Gradually people would shake down. Theveld be no need to conduct
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Dives to a garret at the bayonet’s point, or ihdtakarus in Dives’s palace by
the help of an armed escort. People would shakendamicably into the
available dwellings with the least possible frictiand disturbance. Have we not
the example of the village communes redistributiiedds and disturbing the
owners of the allotments so little that one canygrhise the intelligence and
good sense of the methods they employ. Fewer figh@dsige hands under the
management of the Russian Commune than where pérz@perty holds sway,
and is for ever carrying its quarrels into courftéaev. And are we to believe that
the inhabitants of a great European city woulddss intelligent and less capable
of organization than Russian or Hindoo peasants?

Moreover, we must not blink the fact that everyaotetion means a certain

disturbance to everyday life, and those who exfigésttremendous lift out of the

old grooves to be accomplished without so muchaasng the dishes on their

dinner tables will find themselves mistaken. Ittige that Governments can
change without disturbing worthy citizens at dinneut the crimes of society

towards those who have nourished and supported it@t to be redressed by any
such political sleight of parties.

Undoubtedly there will be a disturbance, but it tmat be of pure destruction; it
must be minimized. And again — it is impossiblddp too much stress on this
maxim — it will be by addressing ourselves to thietiested parties, and not to
boards and committees, that we shall best sucaeeckducing the sum of

inconveniences for everybody.

The people commit blunder on blunder when they hawshoose by ballot some
hare-brained candidate who solicits the honourepfesenting them, and takes
upon himself to know all, to do all, and to organéall. But when they take upon
themselves to organize what they know, what touthes directly, they do it
better than all the “talking-shops” put togethey.nlot the Paris Commune an
instance in point? and the great dockers’ strika@ have we not constant
evidence of this fact in every village commune?
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Chapter 7: Clothing
|

When the houses have become the common heritatfee afitizens, and when

each man has his daily supply of food, another &dnstep will have to be

taken. The question of clothing will of course dechaonsideration next, and
again the only possible solution will be to takesgession, in the name of the
people, of all the shops and warehouses whereimgpth sold or stored, and to
throw open the doors to all, so that each can takat he needs. The

communalization of clothing — the right of eachtaie what he needs from the
communal stores, or to have it made for him att#lers and outfitters — is a

necessary corollary of the communalization of hews® food.

Obviously we shall not need for that to despoilcitizens of their coats, to put
all the garments in a heap and draw lots for thesnour critics, with equal wit
and ingenuity, suggest. Let him who has a coat Kegtjil — nay, if he have ten
coats it is highly improbable that any one will wam deprive him of them, for
most folk would prefer a new coat to one that Hesady graced the shoulders of
some fat bourgeois; and there will be enough nemwegats and to spare, without
having recourse to second-hand wardrobes.

If we were to take an inventory of all the clothasd stuff for clothing
accumulated in the shops and stores of the lamgestowe should find probably
that in Paris, Lyons, Bordeaux, and Marseillesrghgas enough to enable the
commune to offer garments to all the citizens, athbsexes; and if all were not
suited at once, the communal outfitters would samake good these
shortcomings. We know how rapidly our great tangriand dressmaking
establishments work nowadays, provided as theywdtte machinery specially
adapted for production on a large scale.

“But every one will want a sable-lined coat or dvee gown!” exclaim our
adversaries.

Frankly, we do not believe it. Every woman does datie on velvet, nor does
every man dream of sable linings. Even now, if weremo ask each woman to
choose her gown, we should find some to prefemaplg, practical garment to all
the fantastic trimmings the fashionable world afec

Tastes change with the times, and the fashion igueoat the time of the
Revolution will certainly make for simplicity. Sagties, like individuals, have
their hours of cowardice, but also their heroic mats; and though the society
of to-day cuts a very poor figure sunk in the piiretinarrow personal interests
and second-rate ideas, it wears a different airwdreat crises come. It has its
moments of greatness and enthusiasm. Men of gemerature will gain the



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 63

power which to-day is in the hand of jobbers. Selotion will spring up, and
noble deeds beget their like; even the egotistshgilashamed of hanging back,
and will be drawn in spite of themselves to admifrapt to imitate, the generous
and brave.

The great Revolution of 1793 abounds in examplethisf kind, and it is ever
during such times of spiritual revival — as natuxakocieties as to individuals
— that the spring-tide of enthusiasm sweeps huypamivards.

We do not wish to exaggerate the part played b sunble passions, nor is it
upon them that we would found our ideal of soci®yt we are not asking too
much if we expect their aid in tiding over the fiemd most difficult moments.
We cannot hope that our daily life will be contigty inspired by such exalted
enthusiasms, but we may expect their aid at tkg find that is all we need.

It is just to wash the earth clean, to sweep away shards and refuse,
accumulated by centuries of slavery and oppresdiuat, the new anarchist
society will have need of this wave of brotherlywdo Later on it can exist
without appealing to the spirit of self-sacrifidggcause it will have eliminated
oppression, and thus created a new world instinth &ll the feelings of

solidarity.

Besides, should the character of the Revolutiorsiieh as we have sketched
here, the free initiative of individuals would firsth extensive field of action in

thwarting the efforts of the egotists. Groups wasiting up in every street and
quarter to undertake the charge of the clothingyTlwould make inventories of

all that the city possessed, and would find outraxgmately what were the

resources at their disposal. It is more than likkebt in the matter of clothing the
citizens would adopt the same principle as in tlagten of provisions — that is to

say, they would offer freely from the common stewerything which was to be

found in abundance, and dole out whatever wasdulriit quantity.

Not being able to offer to each man a sable-linealt,cand to every woman a
velvet gown, society would probably distinguishvbetn the superfluous and the
necessary, and, provisionally, at least, classesaid velvet among the
superfluities of life, ready to let time prove whet what is a luxury to-day may
not become common to all to-morrow. While the neags clothing would be
guaranteed to each inhabitant of the anarchist titwould be left to private
activity to provide for the sick and feeble thokags, provisionally considered
as luxuries, and to procure for the less robush special articles, as would not
enter into the daily consumption of ordinary citize

“But,” it may be urged, “this grey uniformity mearike end of everything
beautiful in life and art. *

“Certainly not!” we reply; and we still base ourioijon on what already exists.

We propose to show presently how an Anarchist gpceuld satisfy the most

artistic tastes of its citizens without allowingeth to amass the fortunes of
millionaires.
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Chapter 8: Ways and Means
|

If a society, a city, or a territory, were to guase the necessaries of life to its
inhabitants (and we shall see how the conceptidheohecessaries of life can be
so extended as to include luxuries), it would bmgelled to take possession of
what is absolutely needed for production; thatassay — land, machinery,
factories, means of transport, etc. Capital inhweds of private owners would be
expropriated and returned to the community.

The great harm done by bourgeois society, as we almgady mentioned, is not
only that capitalists seize a large share of thafitgr of each industrial and
commercial enterprise, thus enabling them to livenout working, but that all

production has taken a wrong direction, as it is ¢caried on with a view to

securing well-being to all. For this reason we @nd it.

Moreover, it is impossible to carry on mercantil®dguction in everybody’s
interest. To wish it would be to expect the cafstaio go beyond his province
and to fulfill duties that heannotfulfill without ceasing to be what he is — a
private manufacturer seeking his own enrichmenpit@lst organization, based
on the personal interest of each individual tradexs given all that could be
expected of it to society — it has increased thedpctive force of work. The
capitalist, profiting by the revolution effectedimdustry by steam, by the sudden
development of chemistry and machinery, and byratheentions of our century,
has endeavoured in his own interest to increasgiéh@ of work, and in a great
measure he has succeeded. But to attribute othéesdto him would be
unreasonable. For example, to expect that he shaeédthis superior yield of
work in the interest of society as a whole, would tb ask philanthropy and
charity of him, and a capitalist enterprise carb@based on charity.

It now remains for society to extend this greatadpctivity, which is limited to
certain industries, and to apply it to the genga@bd. But it is evident that to
guarantee well-being to all, society must take bpog&session of all means of
production.

Economists, as is their wont, will not fail to remius of the comparative well-
being of a certain category of young robust workjrekilled in certain special
branches of industry. It is always this minorityaths pointed out to us with
pride. But is this well-being, which is the exchssiright of a few, secure? To-
morrow, maybe, negligence, improvidence, or thedref their employers, will
deprive these privileged men of their work, andytiéll pay for the period of
comfort they have enjoyed with months and yeansookrty or destitution. How
many important industries — woven goods, iron, sugsic. — without
mentioning short-lived trades, have we not seetirgeor come to a standstill
alternately on account of speculations, or in cqueace of natural displacement
of work, and lastly from the effects of competitidne to capitalists them selves!
If the chief weaving and mechanical industries tmgass through such a crisis
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as they have passed through in 1886, we hardly mesadion the small trades, all
of which come periodically to a standstill.

What, too, shall we say to the price which is paidthe relative well-being of
certain categories of workmen? Unfortunately, itp@id for by the ruin of
agriculture, the shameless exploitation of the petas the misery of the masses.
In comparison with the feeble minority of workerbavenjoy a certain comfort,
how many millions of human beings live from handntouth, without a secure
wage, ready to go wherever they are wanted; howymaasants work fourteen
hours a day for a poor pittance! Capital depopsldke country, exploits the
colonies and the countries where industries arelithhgt developed, dooms the
immense majority of workmen to remain without teichheducation, to remain
mediocre even in their own trade.

This is not merely accidental, it isn@cessityof the capitalist system. In order to
remunerate certain classes of workmen, peasamtbe come the beasts of
burden of society; the country must be desertedhfertown; small trades must
agglomerate in the foul suburbs of large citiesj amanufacture a thousand
things of little value for next to nothing, so aslring the goods of the greater
industries within reach of buyers with small sadariThat bad cloth may sell,
garments are made for ill-paid workers by tailoreoware satisfied with a

starvation wage! Eastern lands in a backward stegeexploited by the West, in
order that, under the capitalist system, workes few privileged industries may
obtain certain limited comforts of life.

The evil of the present system is therefore not the “surplus-value” of
production goes to the capitalist, as RodbertushMauick said, thus narrowing the
Socialist conception and the general view of theitalist system; the surplus-
value itself is but a consequence of deeper caligesevil liesin the possibility
of a surplus-value existingnstead of a simple surplus not consumed by each
generation; for, that a surplus-value should existans that men, women, and
children are compelled by hunger to sell their labfor a small part of what this
labour produces, and, above all, of what their lah® capable of producing. But
this evil will last as long as the instruments obguction belong to a few. As
long as men are compelled to pay tribute to prgpkdders for the right of
cultivating land or putting machinery into actiand the property holder is free
to produce what bids fair to bring him in the gesatprofits, rather than the
greatest amount of useful commodities — well-betag only be temporarily
guaranteed to a very few, and is only to be bobgltthe poverty of a section of
society. It is not sufficient to distribute the pte realized by a trade in equal
parts, if at the same time thousands of other werkiee exploited. It is a case of
PRODUCING THE GREATEST AMOUNT OF GOODS NECESSARY TO
THE WELL-BEING OF ALL, WITH THE LEAST POSSIBLE WASHE OF
HUMAN ENERGY.

This cannot be the aim of a private owner; and ighiwhy society as a whole,
taking this view of production as its ideal, wik lzompelled to expropriate all
that enhances well-being while producing wealtlwilt have to take possession
of land, factories, mines, means of communicat&e.,, and besides, it will have
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to study what products will promote general welidge as well as the ways and
means of production.

How many hours a day will man have to work to praaumourishing food, a
comfortable home, and necessary clothing for higlf& This question has often
preoccupied Socialists, and they generally camt#héoconclusion that four or
five hours a day would suffice, on condition, bevill understood, that all men
work. At the end of last century, Benjamin FranKiied the limit at five hours;
and if the need of comfort is greater now, the posfg@roduction has augmented
too, and far more rapidly.

In speaking of agriculture further on, we shall sd®t the earth can be made to
yield to man when he cultivates it scientificallpstead of throwing seed

haphazard in a badly ploughed soil as he mostlg doelay. In the great farms

of Western America, some of which cover 30 squatesybut have a poorer soil

than the manured soil of civilized countries, otly to 15 English bushels per
English acre are obtained; that is to say, halfyileéd of European farms or of

American farms in Eastern States. And neverthetésgiks to machines which

enable 2 men to plough 4 English acres a day, 1&®can produce in a year all
that is necessary to deliver the bread of 10,0Qfpleeat their homes during a
whole year.

Thus it would suffice for a man to work under tlaeng conditions for 3Bours
say 6half-days of five hours each, to have bread forhmle year;and to work
30 half-days to guarantee the same to a familyédple.

We shall also prove by results obtained nowadags ithwe had recourse to
intensive agriculture, less than 6 half-days’ waduld procure bread, meat,
vegetables, and even luxurious fruit for a wholaifa.

And again, if we study the cost of workmen’s dwegh, built in large towns to-
day, we can ascertain that to obtain, in a larggliim city, a detached little
house, as they are built for workmen, from 140800 half-days’ work of 5
hours would be sufficient. As a house of that kiadts 50 years at least, it
follows that 28 to 36 half-days’ work a year woybdovide well-furnished,
healthy quarters, with all necessary comfort fdamily. Whereas when hiring
the same apartment from an employer, a workman pays 100 days’ work per
year.

Mark that these figures represent the maximum adtvahhouse costs in England
to-day, being given the defective organization of societies. In Belgium,
workmen’s cities have been built far cheaper. Tgkiaverything into
consideration, we are justified in affirming thatd well-organized society 30 or
40 half-days’ work a year will suffice to guaranteperfectly comfortable home.
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There now remains clothing, the exact value of Wiiécalmost impossible to fix,
because the profits realized by a swarm of middiegannot be estimated. Let
us take cloth, for example, and add up all the diésluis made by landowners,
sheep owners, wool merchants, and all their intdrate agents, then by railway
companies, mill-owners, weavers, dealers in readgianclothes, sellers and
commission agents, and you will get an idea of vidakid to a whole swarm of
capitalists for each article of clothing. That ibynit is perfectly impossible to
say how many days’ work an overcoat that you pap£B4 in a. large London
shop represents.

What is certain is that with present machinery they doubt manage to
manufacture an incredible amount of goods.

A few examples will suffice. Thus in the United & in 751 cotton mills (for
spinning and weaving), 175,000 men and women p@ay@33,000,000 yards of
cotton goods, besides a great quantity of thread.tii®@ average, more than
12,000 yards of cotton goods alone are obtainem 230 days’ work of 9% hours
each, say 40 yards of cotton in 10 hours. Admitthrg a family needs 200 yards
a year at most, this would be equivalent to 50 sionork, say 1thalf-days of 5
hours eachAnd we should have thread besides; that is tpaon to sew with,
and thread to weave cloth with, so as to manufaoiuoolen stuffs mixed with
cotton.

As to the results obtained by weaving alone, thieiaf statistics of the United
States teach us that in 1870 if workmen workedolB4t hours a day, they made
10,000 yards of white cotton goods in a year; ¢eint years later (1886) they
wove 30,000 yards by working only 55 hours a week.

Even in printed cotton goods they obtained, weawang printing included,
32,000 yards in 2670 hours of work a year — sayaf@ yards an hour. Thus
to have your 200 yards of white and printed cottmods 1/ours’ work a
yearwould suffice. It is necessary to remark that naaterial reaches these
factories in about the same state as it comes filmenfields, and that the
transformations gone through by the piece before @onverted into goods are
completed in the course of these 17 hours. Biujghese 200 yards from the
tradesman, a well-paid workman must gatdhe very leastO to 15 days’ work
of 10 hours each, say 100 to 150 hours. find abad=nglish peasant, he would
have to toil for a month, or a little more, to dhtéhis luxury. By this example
we already see that by working Balf-days per yeain a well-organized society
we could dress better than the lower middle cladeds-day.

But with all this we have only required 60 half-dayork of 5 hours each to
obtain the fruits of the earth, 40 for housing, &tdfor clothing, which only
makes half a year's work, as the year consist6f\8orking-days if we deduct
holidays.
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There remain still 150 half-days’ work which coulé made use of for other
necessaries of life — wine, sugar, coffee, teaifure, transport, etc. etc.

It is evident that these calculations are only apionative, but they can also be
proved in an other way. When we take into accowmt many, in the so-called
civilized nations, produce nothing, how many wotkarmful trades, doomed to
disappear, and lastly, how many are only useledsllsmen, we see that in each
nation the number of real producers could be daul#ad if, instead of every 10
men, 20 were occupied in producing useful commeslitand if society took the
trouble to economize human energy, those 20 peemldd only have to work 5
hours a day without production decreasing. Andduld suffice to reduce the
waste of human energy at the service of wealthyili@n or of those
administrations that have one official to every irgmabitants, and to utilize those
forces, to augment the productivity of the natinlimit work to four or even to
three hours, on condition that we should be satisfiith present production.

After studying all these facts together, we mayvarrthen, at the following
conclusion: Imagine a society, comprising a fewlianl inhabitants, engaged in
agriculture and a great variety of industries —igafor example, with the
Department of Seine-et-Oise. Suppose that in thesey all children learn to
work with their hands as well as with their braidglimit that all adults, save
women, engaged in the education of their childig@nd themselves to work
5 hours a dayfrom the age of twenty or twenty-two to forty-fiee fifty, and that
they follow occupations they have chosen in any brench of human work
consideredecessarySuch a society could in return guarantee welidpeo all
its members; that is to say, a more substantidHyedhg than that enjoyed to-day
by the middle classes. And, moreover, each worl@onging to this society
would have at his disposal at least 5 hours a dhichwhe could devote to
science, art, and individual needs which do not eoamder the category
of necessitiesbut will probably do so later on, when man’s proility will
have augmented, and those objects will no longepeap luxurious or
inaccessible.
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Chapter 9: The Need For Luxury
|

Man, however, is not a being whose exclusive pwpodife is eating, drinking,
and providing a shelter for himself. As soon asrh&terial wants are satisfied,
other needs, of an artistic character, will thrtregmselves forward the more
ardently. Aims of life vary with each and everyiwidual; and the more society
is civilized, the more will individuality be deveded, and the more will desires
be varied.

Even to-day we see men and women denying themsebasssaries to acquire
mere trifles, to obtain some particular gratificati or some intellectual or

material enjoyment. A Christian or an ascetic magpprove of these desires for
luxury; but it is precisely these trifles that kehe monotony of existence and
make it agreeable. Would life, with all its inewita sorrows, be worth living, if

besides daily work man could never obtain a simdéasure according to his
individual tastes?

If we wish for a Social Revolution, it is no dotibtthe first place to give bread
to all; to transform this execrable society, in gbhive can every day see robust
workmen dangling their arms for want of an employdro will exploit them;
women and children wandering shelterless at nighiple families reduced to
dry bread; men, women, and children dying for wardare and even for want of
food. It is to put an end to these iniquities thatrebel.

But we expect more from the Revolution. We see thatworker compelled to
struggle painfully for bare existence, is reducedignorance of these higher
delights, the highest within man’s reach, of scegrand especially of scientific
discovery; of art, and especially of artistic cieat It is in order to obtain these
joys for all, which are now reserved to a few; mler to give leisure and the
possibility of developing intellectual capacitiebat the social revolution must
guarantee daily bread to all. After bread has ls&eoired, leisure is the supreme
aim.

No doubt, nowadays, when hundreds and thousanisnoén beings are in need
of bread, coal, clothing, and shelter, luxury isriane; to satisfy it the worker’s

child must go without bread! But in a society inigihall can eat sufficiently the

needs which we consider luxuries to-day will be iiwre keenly felt. And as all

men do not and cannot resemble one another (thetywarf tastes and needs is
the chief guarantee of human progress) there Wilhys be, and it is desirable
that there should always be, men and women whasieedsill go beyond those

of ordinary individuals in some particular directio

Everybody does not need a telescope, because,ifelearning were general,
there are people who prefer examining things thncaignicroscope to studying
the starry heavens. Some like statues, some pictdr@articular individual has
no other ambition than to possess an excellentopiathile another is pleased
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with an accordion. The tastes vary, but the attiséeds exist in all. In our
present, poor capitalistic society, the man who drdistic needs cannot satisfy
them unless he is heir to a large fortune, or Ioy di hard work appropriates to
himself an intellectual capital which will enablémhto take up a liberal
profession. Still he cherishes thepef some day satisfying his tastes more or
less, and for this reason he reproaches the itgadimmunist societies with
having the material life of each individual as theple aim. — “In your
communal stores you may perhaps have bread férhallsays to us, “but you
will not have beautiful pictures, optical instruntgnluxurious furniture, artistic
jewelry — in short, the many things that minisethe infinite variety of human
tastes. And in this way you suppress the possilfitobtaining anything besides
the bread and meat which the commune can offeilt@red the grey linen in
which all your lady citizens will be dressed.”

These are the objections which all communist systéave to consider, and
which the founders of new societies, establishedhimerican deserts, never
understood. They believed that if the communityldquocure sufficient cloth to
dress all its members, a music hall in which thetiers” could strum a piece of
music, or act a play from time to time, it was eglouThey forgot that the feeling
for art existed in the agriculturist as well aghe burgher, and, notwithstanding
that the expression of artistic feeling varies adicg to the difference in culture,
in the main it remains the same. In vain did thengwnity guarantee the
common necessaries of life, in vain did it suppmadbsducation that would tend
to develop individuality, in vain did it eliminatell reading save the Bible.
Individual tastes broke forth, and caused genesabdtent; quarrels arose when
somebody proposed to buy a piano or scientifiaumsénts; and the elements of
progress flagged. The society could only exist ondiion that it crushed all
individual feeling, all artistic tendency, and dévelopment.

Will the anarchist Commune be impelled by the sdirection? Evidently not, if
it understands that while it produces all thatésassary to material life, it must
also strive to satisfy all manifestations of thenam mind.

We frankly confess that when we think of the ahyfsgoverty and suffering that
surrounds us, when we hear the heartrending crihefworker walking the
streets begging for work, we are loth to discussahestion: How will men act in
a society, whose members are properly fed, tofgatistain individuals desirous
of possessing a piece of Sevres china or a velessd

We are tempted to answer: Let us make sure of lhoebdgin with, we shall see
to china and velvet later on.

But as we must recognize that man has other neesislds food, and as the
strength of Anarchy lies precisely in that it urelendsall human faculties

andall passions, and ignores none, we shall, in a fewdsyaexplain how man

can contrive to satisfy all his intellectual antsdic needs.
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We have already mentioned that by working 4 or Gré@ day till the age of
forty-five or fifty, man could easily produadl that is necessary to guarantee
comfort to society.

But the day’s work of a man accustomed to toil doetsconsist of; hours; it is a

10 hours’ day for 300 days a year, and lasts allifé. Of course, when a man is
harnessed to a machine, his health is soon undedmand his intelligence is

blunted; but when man has the possibility of vagyortcupations, and especially
of alternating manual with intellectual work, henceemain occupied without

fatigue, and even with pleasure, for 10 or 12 haudsy. Consequently the man
who will have done 4 or 5 hours of manual work sseey for his existence, will

have before him 5 or 6 hours which he will seeketoploy according to his

tastes. And these 5 or 6 hours a day will fullyl@adim to procure for himself,

if he associates with others, all he wishes foradlition to the necessaries
guaranteed to all.

He will discharge first his task in the field, tfaetory, and so on, which he owes
to society as his contribution to the general potidn. And he will employ the
second half of his day, his week, or his year,atis/ his artistic or scientific
needs, or his hobbies.

Thousands of societies will spring up to gratifyepvtaste and every possible
fancy.

Some, for example, will give their hours of leisdeeliterature. They will then
form groups comprising authors, compositors, prijtengravers, draughtsmen,
all pursuing a common aim — the propagation of sdbat are dear to them.

Nowadays an author knows that there is a beastirofeld, the worker, to whom,
for the sum of a few shillings a day, he can emtitus printing of his books; but
he hardly cares to know what a printing officeikel If the compositor suffers
from lead-poisoning, and if the child who seedi®inachine dies of anaemia, are
there not other poor wretches to replace them?

But when there will be no more starvelings readgelh their work for a pittance,
when the exploited worker of to-day will be edudséad will have hiswnideas
to put down in black and white and to communicatethers, then the authors
and scientific men will be compelled to combine agoéhemselves and with the
printers, in order to bring out their prose andrtpeetry.

So long as men consider fustian and manual labsw mark of inferiority, it
will appear amazing to them to see an author ggttinhis own book in type, for
has he not a gymnasium or games by way of divePsiBat when the
opprobrium connected with manual labour has disagak when all will have to
work with their hands, there being no one to dimitthem, then the authors as
well as their admirers will soon learn the art ahtlling composing-sticks and
type; they will know the pleasure of coming togethe all admirers of the work
to be printed — to set up the type, to shape @ pages, to take it in its virginal
purity from the press. These beautiful machinestriments of torture to the
child who attends on them from morn till night, Mike a source of enjoyment for
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those who will make use of them in order to givéceao the thoughts of their
favourite author.

Will literature lose by it? Will the poet be lespaet after having worked out of
doors or helped with his hands to multiply his wbi/ill the novelist lose his

knowledge of human nature after having rubbed stewalwith other men in the
forest or the factory, in the laying out of a raacn a railway line? Can there be
two answers to these questions?

Maybe some books will be less voluminous; but timeore will be said on fewer
pages. Maybe fewer waste-sheets will be publisbetithe matter printed will be
more attentively read and more appreciated. Thek ath appeal to a larger
circle of better educated readers, who will be ntan@petent to judge.

Moreover, the art of printing, that has so litttegressed since Gutenberg, is still
in its infancy. It takes two hours to compose ipeywhat is written in ten
minutes, but more expeditious methods of multigyihought are being sought
after and will be discovered.

What a pity every author does not have to takeshae in the printing of his
works! What progress printing would have alreadydeiaNe should no longer
be using the movable letters, as in the seventeemtury.

Is it a dream to conceive a society in which —aling become producers, all
having received an education that enables themnltvate science or art, and all
having leisure to do so — men would combine to ighbthe works of their
choice, by contributing each his share of manuatk®@oWe have already
hundreds of learned, literary, and other societi@s; these societies are nothing
but voluntary groups of men, interested in certaranches of learning, and
associated for the purpose of publishing their woilkhe authors who write for
the periodicals of these societies are not paid the periodicals are not for sale;
they are sent gratis to all quarters of the glabeyther societies, cultivating the
same branches of learning. This member of the sogiay insert in its review a
one-page note summarizing his observations; anati@r publish therein an
extensive work, the results of long years of studfile others will confine
themselves to consulting the review as a startoigtor further research.It does
not matter: all these authors and readers are iagsddor the production of
works in which all of them take an interest.

It is true that a learned society, like the indiatlauthor, goes to a printing office
where workmen are engaged to do the printing. Newsdthose who belong to
the learned societies despise manual labour; winidbed is carried on under
very bad conditions; but a community which wouldega generous philosophic
andscientifieeducation to all its members, would know how toamige manual
labour in such a way that it would be the pridénoimanity. Its learned societies
would become associations of explorers, loverscanee, and workers — all
knowing a manual trade and all interested in s@enc
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If, for example, the society is studying geology, will contribute to the
exploration of the earth’s strata; each membertale his share in research, and
ten thousand observers where we have now only dradnwill do more in a
year than we can do in twenty years. And when teikks are to be published,
ten thousand men and women, skilled in differeatless, will be ready to draw
maps, engrave designs, compose, and print the bidikis gladness will they
give their leisure — in summer to exploration imter to indoor work And when
their works appear, they will find not only a huedy but ten thousand readers
interested in their common work.

This is the direction in which progress is alreadgving. Even to-day, when

England felt the need of a complete dictionaryhaf English language, the birth
of a Littré, who would devote his life to this workas not waited for. Volunteers
were appealed to, and a thousand men offered sbeiices, spontaneously and
gratuitously, to ransack the libraries, to takeesptand to accomplish in a few
years a work which one man could not complete srifétime. In all branches of

human intelligence the same spirit is breakinghfoaind we should have a very
limited knowledge of humanity could we not gues# time future is announcing
itself in such tentative co-operation, which is dyrally taking the place of

individual work.

For this dictionary to be a really collective woik,would have required that
many volunteer authors, printers and printers’ eeadshould have worked in
common; but something in this direction is doneadly in the Socialist Press,
which offers us examples of manual and intellectualk combined. It happens
in our newspapers that a Socialist author compioskesd his own article. True,
such attempts are rare, but they indicate in whickction evolution is going.

They show the road of liberty. In future, when anmmall have something useful
to say-a word that goes beyond the thoughts oténgury, he will not have to
look for an editor who might advance the necessapjital. He will look for
collaborators among those who know the printingldraand who approve the
idea of his new work. Together they will publiske thew book or journal.

Literature and journalism will cease to be a meainsioney-making and living
at the cost of others. But is there any one whonsnliterature and journalism
from within, and who does not ardently desire thatature should at last be able
to free itself from those who formerly protectedahd who now exploit it, and
from the multitude which with rare exceptions pdysin proportion to its
mediocrity, or to the ease with which it adaptslito the bad taste of the greater
number?

Letters and science will only take their propercplan the work of human
development when, freed from all mercenary bondtugsy; will be exclusively
cultivated by those that love them, and for thse fbove them.
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IV

Literature, science, and art must be cultivateérédy men. Only on this condition
will they succeed in emancipating themselves fréva yoke of the State, of
Capital, and of the bourgeois mediocrity whichlaesifthem.

What means has the scientist of to-day to makearees that interest him?
Should he ask help of the State, which can onlgilien to one candidate in a
hundred, and which none may obtain who does nenegily promise to keep to
the beaten track? Let us remember how the Institit&rance censured Darwin
how the Academy of St. Petersburg treated Mendelédi contempt, and how
the Royal Society of London refused to publish d®ulpaper, in which he
determined the mechanical equivalent of heat, figdli “unscientific.™

It is why all great researches, all discoveriehaionizing science, have been
made outside academies and universities, eithenday rich enough to remain
independent, like Darwin and Lyell, or by men whalarmined their health by
working in poverty and often in great straits, t@gno end of time for want of a
laboratory, and unable to procure the instrumentsooks necessary to continue
their researches, but persevering against hopeotied dying before they had
reached the end in view Their name is legion.

Altogether, the system of help granted by the Siatso bad that science has
always endeavoured to emancipate itself from it. ths very reason there are
thousands of learned societies organized and nia@akdy volunteers in Europe
and America, — some having developed to such aedettpat all the resources of
subventioned societies, and the wealth of milliozaiwould not buy their
treasures. No governmental institution is as rishttee Zoological Society of
London, which is supported by voluntary contribato

It does not buy the animals which in thousands |eeitp gardens: they are sent
by other societies and by collectors of the entioeld. The Zoological Society of

Bombay will send an elephant as a gift; anotheretian hippopotamus or a
rhinoceros is offered by Egyptian naturalists.

And these magnificent presents are pouring in eway, arriving from all
quarters of the globe — birds, reptiles, collecioof insects, etc. These
consignments often comprise animals that couldordtought for all the gold in
the world; thus, a traveller who has captured amalnat life’s peril, and now
loves it as he would love a child, will give it ile Society because he is sure it
will be cared for. The entrance fee paid by visitand they are numberless,
suffices for the maintenance of that immense unsbih.

What is defective in the Zoological Society of Long and in other kindred
societies, is that the member’s fee cannot be ipawlork: that the keepers and
numerous employés of this Large institution are neabgnized as members of
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the Society, while many have no other incentivioing the society than to put
the cabalistic letters F.Z.S. (Fellow of the Zoddad Society) on their cards. In a
word, what is needed is a more perfect co-operation

We may say the same about inventors that we hasteoBacientists. Who does
not know what sufferings nearly all great invensigdhat have come to light have
cost? Sleepless nights, families deprived of breeauaht of tools and materials for
experiments, is the history of nearly all those wiawe enriched industry with
inventions which are the truly legitimate prideoair civilization.

But what are we to do to alter conditions that glhedy is convinced are bad?
Patents have been tried, and we know with whatlteesThe inventor sells his

patent for a few shillings, and the man who hay ¢et the capital pockets the
often enormous profits resulting from the inventi@esides, patents isolate the
inventor. They compel him to keep secret his retemr which therefore end in
failure; whereas the simplest suggestion, comingfa brain less absorbed in
the fundamental idea, sometimes suffices to feetithe invention and make it
practical. Like all State control, patents hamer progress of industry. Thought
being incapable of being patented, patents argiagcinjustice in theory, and in

practice they result in one of the great obstatdethe rapid development of
invention.

What is needed to promote the spirit of invent®yirst of all, the awakening of
thought, the boldness of conception, which ourrengducation causes to
languish; it is the spreading of a scientific edicgg which would increase the
number of inquirers a hundred-fold; it is faith tthumanity is going to take a
step forward, because it is enthusiasm, the hommioly good, that has inspired
all the great inventors. The Social Revolution elaran give this impulse to
thought, this boldness, this knowledge, this catiicof working for all.

Then we shall have vast institutes supplied wititanrpower and tools of all
sorts, immense industrial laboratories open targjlirers, where men will be
able to work out their dreams, after having acqditthemselves of their duty
towards society; where they will spend their fivesix hours of leisure; where
they will make their experiments; where they wiid other comrades, experts in
other branches of industry, likewise coming to gtadme difficult problem, and
therefore able to help and enlighten each othergticounter of their ideas and
experience causing the longed-for solution to hedb And yet again, this is no
dream. Solanoy Gorodok, in Petersburg, has alrgaially realized it as
regards technical matters. It is a factory welhfsihed with tools and free to all;
tools and motor-power are supplied gratis, onlyatseand wood are charged for
at cost price. Unfortunately workmen only go thetenight when worn out by
ten hours’ labour in the workshop. Moreover, thayefully hide their inventions
from each other, as they are hampered by patedtapitalism, that bane of
present society, that stumbling-block in the pathimdellectual and moral
progress.
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\Y,

And what about art? From all sides we hear lamemsitabout the decadence of
art. We are, indeed, far behind the great mastérth® Renaissance. The
technicalities of art have recently made great @eg thousands of people gifted
with a certain amount of talent cultivate everyrmta, but art seems to fly from
civilization! Technicalities make headway, but imafon frequents artists’
studios less than ever.

Where, indeed, should it come from? Only a gram@ idan inspire art. Art is in

our ideal synonymous with creation, it must lookath but save a few rare, very
rare exceptions, the professional artist remairms philistine to perceive new

horizons.

Moreover, this inspiration cannot come from boadksnust be drawn from life,
and present society cannot arouse it.

Raphael and Murillo painted at a time when thedeaf a new ideal could adapt
itself to old religious traditions. They painted decorate great churches which
represented the pious work of several generatitms basilic with its mysterious
aspect, its grandeur, was connected with the tdelfi of the city and could
inspire a painter. He worked for a popular monumést spoke to his fellow-
citizens, and in return he received inspirationappealed to the multitude in the
same way as did the nave, the pillars, the staiviadows, the statues, and the
carved doors. Nowadays the greatest honour a paateaspire to is to see his
canvas, framed in gilded wood, hung in a museusyraof old curiosity shop,
where you see, as in the Prado, Murillo’'s Ascensi@xt to a beggar of
Velasquez and the dogs of Philip Il. Poor Velasqaed poor Murillo! Poor
Greek statues whidivedin the Acropolis of their cities, and are now Istif
beneath the red cloth hangings of the Louvre!

When a Greek sculptor chiselled his marble he emilgad to express the spirit
and heart of the city. All its passions, all itaditions of glory, were to live again
in the work. But to-day thenitectity has ceased to exist; there is no more
communion of ideas. The town is a chance agglomoeratf people who do not
know one another, who have no common interest, ghee of enriching
themselves at the expense of one another. Therltatdedoes not exist.... What
fatherland can the international banker and theprelger have in common? Only
when cities, territories, nations, or groups ofiorad, will have renewed their
harmonious life, will art be able to draw its ingion fromideals held in
commonThen will the architect conceive the city’s monurnevhich will no
longer be a temple, a prison, or a fortress; thiinthre painter, the sculptor, the
carver, the ornament; worker know where to putrtbanvases, their statues, and
their decorations; deriving their power of execatioom the same vital source,
and gloriously marching all together towards theirfe.
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But till then art can only vegetate. The best capsaof modern artists are those
that represent nature, villages, valleys, the sdaitg dangers, the mountain with
its splendours. But how can the painter exprespdegry of work in the fields if
he has only contemplated it, imagined it, if he hager delighted in it himself?
If he only knows it as a bird of passage knowsdbentry he soars over on his
migrations? If, in the vigour of early youth, heshaot followed the plough at
dawn and enjoyed mowing grass with a large swathleeoscythe next to hardly
haymakers vying in energy with lively young girlshavfill the air with their
songs? The love of the soil and of what grows as iitot acquired by sketching
with a paint brush — it is only in its service; awithout loving it, how paint it.
This is why all that the best painters have producethis direction is still so
imperfect, not true to life, nearly always merelgnsmental. There is
no strengthn it.

You must have seen a sunset when returning fromk.Wwyu must have been a
peasant among peasants to keep the splendoumoyour eye. You must have
been at sea with fishermen at all hours of theadal/night, have fished yourself,
struggled with the waves faced the storm, and aftegh work experienced the
joy of hauling a heavy net, or the disappointmehtseeing it empty, to
understand the poetry of fishing. You must havensgiene in a factory, known
the fatigues and the joys of creative work, forgeetals by the vivid light of a
blast furnace, have felt the life in a machineynderstand the power of man and
to express it in a work of art. You must in facg permeated with popular
feelings, to describe them. Besides, the worksutifiré artists who will have
lived the life of the people, like the great adisf the past, will not be destined
for sale. They will be an integrant part of a lyinvhole that would not be
complete without them, any more than they woulccbmplete without it. Men
will go to the artist's own city to gaze at his wpand the spirited and serene
beauty of such creations will produce its benefieféect on heart and mind.

Art, in order to develop, must be bound up withusidly by a thousand

intermediate degrees blended, so to say, as Raskinthe great Socialist poet
Morris have proved so often and so well. Everythimgt surrounds man, in the
street, in the interior and exterior of public mormants, must be of a pure artistic
form.

But this will only be capable of realization in@cgety in which all enjoy comfort
and leisure. Then we shall see art associationshioh each can find room for
his capacity, for art cannot dispense with an ityfirof purely manual and
technical supplementary works. These artistic aggons will undertake to
embellish the houses of their members, as those kolunteers, the young
painters of Edinburgh, did in decorating the wallsd ceilings of the great
hospital for the poor in their city.

A painter or sculptor who has produced a work aspeal feeling will offer it to
the woman he loves, or to a friend. Executed foe'®® sake, will his work,
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inspired by love, be inferior to the art that tordsatisfies the vanity of the
philistine because it has cost much money?

The same will be done as regards all pleasureoraprsed in the necessaries of
life. He who wishes for a grand piano will entee thssociation of musical
instrument makers. And by giving the associatiort pahis half-days’ leisure,
he will soon possess the piano of his dreams. lfishpassionately fond of
astronomical studies he will join the associatioh astronomers, with it
philosophers, its observers, its calculators, with artists in astronomical
instruments, its scientists and amateurs, and hdavie the telescope he desires
by taking his share of the associated work, fts d@specially the rough work that
IS needed in an astronomical observatory bricklayerarpenter’s, founder’s,
mechanic’s work, the last touch being given toittstrument of precision by the
artist.

In short, the five or seven hours a day which esilhhave at his disposal, after
having consecrated several hours to the produdfonecessities, will amply
suffice to satisfy all longings for luxury howeveraried. Thousands of
associations would undertake to supply them. Whatow the privilege of an
insignificant minority would be accessible to &luxury, ceasing to be a foolish
and ostentatious display of the bourgeois classyldvdbecome an artistic
pleasure.

Every one would be the happier for it. In colleetiwork, performed with a light
heart to attain a desired end, a book, a work pfoaran object of luxury, each
will find an incentive, and the necessary relaxatitat makes life pleasant.

In working to put an end to the division betweenstanand slave we work for
the happiness of both, for the happiness of humanit
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Chapter 10: Agreeable Work
|

When Socialists declare that a society, emancipfted Capital, would make

work agreeable, and would suppress all repugnathiuahealthy drudgery, they
get laughed at. And yet even to-day we can sestthéng progress made in this
direction; and wherever this progress has beereeetii employers congratulate
themselves on the economy of energy obtained thereb

It is evident that a factory could be made as hgadind pleasant as a scientific
laboratory. And it is no less evident that it woblel advantageous to make it so.
In a spacious and well-ventilated factory work eftér; it is easy to introduce
small ameliorations, of which each represents am@my of time or of manual
labour. And if most of the workshops we know arelfand unhealthy, it is
because the workers are of no account in the arghon of factories, and
because the most absurd waste of human energydisiinctive feature.

Nevertheless, now and again, we already find santofies so well managed
that it would be a real pleasure to work in thefthe work, be it well
understood, were not to last more than four or figars a day, and if every one
had the possibility of varying it according to hastes.

Look at this factory, unfortunately consecrateemgines of war. It is perfect as
far as regards sanitary and intelligent organimatiboccupies fifty English acres
of land, fifteen of which are roofed with glass.eTpavement of fire-proof bricks
is as clean as that of a miner’s cottage, andldms goof is carefully cleaned by a
gang of workmen who do nothing else. In this factare forged steel ingots or
blooms weighing as much as twenty tons; and whensgand thirty feet from
the immense furnace, whose flames have a temperatunore than a thousand
degrees, you do not guess its presence save vghgredt jaws open to let out a
steel monster. And the monster is handled by dmiget or four workmen, who
now here, now there, open a tap, causing immemsesito move by pressure of
water in the pipes.

You enter expecting to hear the deafening noisstarhpers, and you find that
there are no stampers. The immense hundred-ton guohdhe crank-shafts of
transatlantic steamers are forged by hydraulicspires and instead of forging
steel, the worker has but to turn a tap to givehdpe, which makes a far more
homogeneous metal, without crack or flaw, of theohis, whatever be their
thickness.

We expect an infernal grating, and we find machiwbgch cut blocks of steel
thirty feet long with no more noise than is neettie@¢ut cheese. And when we
expressed our admiration to the engineer who shawedund, he answered —

“It is a mere question of economy! This machinat thlanes steel, has been in
use for forty-two years. It would not have lasted years if its component parts,
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badly adjusted, lacking in cohesive strength, fiieieed’ and creaked at each
movement of the plane!”

“And the blast-furnaces? It would be a waste toHetat escape instead of
utilizing it. Why roast the founders, when heat log radiation represents tons of
coal?”

“The stampers that made buildings shake five leagiiewere also waste! It is
better to forge by pressure than by impact, andsts less — there is less loss.”

“In a factory, light, cleanliness, the space aldtto each bench, is but a simple
guestion of economy. Work is better done when yao see and you have
elbow-room.”

“It is true,”; he said, “we were very cramped befaoming here. Land is so
expensive in the vicinity of large towns — landlsate so grasping!”

It is even so in mines. We know what mines are likavadays from Zola’s
descriptions and from newspaper reports. But threerof the future will be well
ventilated, with a temperature as easily regulatethat of a library; there will be
no horses doomed to die below the earth: undergraaction will be carried on
by means of an automatic cable put in motion apitie mouth. Ventilators will
be always working, and there will never be explosidrhis is no dream. Such a
mine is already to be seen in England; we went ddwrHere again this
organization is simply a question of economy. Theenof which we speak, in
spite of its immense depth (466 yards), has anubatipa thousand tons of coal a
day, with only two hundred miners — five tons a ¢y each worker, whereas
the average for the two thousand pits in Englanthisily three hundred tons a
year per man.

If necessary, we could multiply examples provingt thourier’'s dream regarding
material organization was not a Utopia.

This question has, however, been so frequentlydsed in Socialist newspapers
that public opinion might have been educated. Fgacforge, and mineanbe as
healthy and magnificent as the finest laboratariemodern universities, and the
better the organization the more will man’s labpraduce.

If it be so, can we doubt that work will becomeleagure and a relaxation in a
society of equals, in which “hands” will not be goelled to sell themselves to
toil, and to accept work under any conditions? R@ant tasks will disappear,
because it is evident that these unhealthy comditaxe harmful to society as a
whole. Slaves can submit to them, but free men evéhte new conditions, and
their work will be pleasant and infinitely more pretive. The exceptions of to-
day will be the rule of to-morrow.

The same will come to pass as regards domestic, wdnikh to-day society lays
on the shoulders of that drudge of humanity — woman
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A society regenerated by the Revolution will makengstic slavery disappear —
this last form of slavery, perhaps the most tensgibecause it is also the most
ancient. Only it will not come about in the way am of by Phalansterians, nor
in the manner often imagined by authoritarian Comists.

Phalansteries are repugnant to millions of humamgise The most reserved man
certainly feels the necessity of meeting his fefidar the purpose of common
work, which becomes the more attractive the moréebés himself a part of an
immense whole. But it is not so for the hours a$uee, reserved for rest and
intimacy. The phalanstery and the familystery do tad&e this into account, or
else they endeavour to supply this need by asdifgioupings.

A phalanstery, which is in fact nothing but an inmse hotel, can please some,
and even all at a certain period of their life, the great mass prefers family life
(family life of the future, be it understood). Theyefer isolated apartments,
Normans and Anglo-Saxons even going as far asef@mphouses of from six to
eight rooms, in which the family, or an agglomeratof friends, can live apart.
Sometimes a phalanstery is a necessity, but it dvéwal hateful, were it the
general rule. Isolation, alternating with time sii@nsociety, is the normal desire
of human nature. This is why one of the greatesiutes in prison is the
impossibility of isolation, much as solitary cordiment becomes torture in its
turn, when not alternated with hours of social. life

As to considerations of economy, which are sometitaigl stress on in favour of
phalansteries, they are those of a petty tradesitemost important economy,
the only reasonable one, is to make life pleasamalf, because the man who is
satisfied with his life produces infinitely moreath the man who curses his
surroundings!

Other Socialists reject the phalanstery. But when gsk them how domestic
work can be organized, they answer: “Each can @ own work.” My wife
manages the house; the wives of bourgeois will slanach.” And if it is a
bourgeois playing at Socialism who speaks, heautl, with a gracious smile to
his wife: “Is it not true, darling, that you wouthb without a servant in a Socialist
society? You would work like the wife of our goodnerade Paul or the wife of
John the carpenter?”

Servant or wife, man always reckons on woman tthddouse-work.

But woman, too, at last claims her share — in tharmcipation of humanity. She
no longer wants to be the beast of burden of thiséwaShe considers it sufficient
work to give many years of her life to the rearofcher children. She no longer
wants to be the cook, the mender, the sweeperethtuse! And, owing to

American women taking the lead in obtaining thdairos, there is a general



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 82

complaint of the dearth of women who will condegstém domestic work in the
United States. My lady prefers art, politics, literre, or the gaming tables; as to
the work-girls, they are few, those who consensubmit to apron-slavery, and
servants are only found with difficulty in the $tat Consequently, the solution, a
very simple one, is pointed out by life itself. Ndmery undertakes three-quarters
of the household cares.

You black your boots, and you know how ridiculohgstwork is. What can be
more stupid than rubbing a boot twenty or thirtpeés with a brush? A tenth of
the European population must be compelled to $&dlifiin exchange for a
miserable shelter and insufficient food, and wommust consider herself a slave,
in order that millions of her sex should go throujs performance every
morning.

But hairdressers have already machines for brusfiogsy or woolly heads of
hair. Why should we not apply, then, the same jpiado the other extremity?
So it has been done, and nowadays the machindaickibhg boots is in general
use in big American and European hotels. Its uspreading outside hotels. In
large English schools, where the pupils are bogrdim the houses of the
teachers, it has been found easier to have ondesggablishment which
undertakes to brush a thousand pairs of boots ewerging.

As to washing up! Where can we find a housewife Whe not a horror of this
long and dirty work, that is usually done by hasolgly because the work of the
domestic slave is of no account.

In America they do better. There are already a rernd cities in which hot

water is conveyed to the houses as cold water i€urope. Under these
conditions the problem was a simple one, and a womaMrs. Cochrane —
solved it. Her machine washes twelve dozen platedishes, wipes them and
dries them, in less than three minutes. A factaryilinois manufactures these
machines and sells them at a price within reachhef average middle-class
purse. And why should not small households sendr tbeckery to an

establishment as well as their boots? It is eveaile that the two functions,
brushing and washing up, will be undertaken bysdrae association.

Cleaning, rubbing the skin off your hands when wEghand wringing linen;
sweeping floors and brushing carpets, thereby maisilouds of dust which
afterwards occasion much trouble to dislodge frbm places where they have
settled down, all this work is still done becausaman remains a slave, but it
tends to disappear as it can be infinitely bettaredby machinery. Machines of
all kinds will be introduced into households, ahd tistribution of motor-power
in private houses will enable people to work theith@ut muscular effort.

Such machines cost little to manufacture. If wi gy very much for them, it is
because they are not in general use, and chieftpuse an exorbitant tax is
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levied upon every machine by the gentlemen who wadive in grand style and
who have speculated on land, raw material, manufactsale, patents, and
duties.

But emancipation from domestic toil will not be bght about by small
machines only. Households are emerging from thedsgnt state of isolation;
they begin to associate with other households téndcommon what they did
separately.

In fact, in the future we shall not have a brushmgchine, a machine for
washing up plates, a third for washing linen, aads, in each house. To the
future, on the contrary, belongs the common heatingaratus that sends heat
into each room of a whole district and spares ijtgtihg of fires. It is already so
in a few American cities. A great central furnaecpmies all houses and all
rooms with hot water, which circulates in pipes¢ 4o regulate the temperature
you need only turn a tap. And should you care teeha blazing fire in any
particular room you can light the gas specially @@ol for heating purposes
from a central reservoir. All the immense work déaming chimneys and
keeping up fires — and woman knows what time ietak- is disappearing.

Candles, lamps, and even gas have had their daye Hne entire cities in which
it is sufficient to press a button for light to buforth, and, indeed, it is a simple
question of economy and of knowledge to give ydbibe luxury of electric
light. And lastly, also in America, they speak ofrhing societies for the almost
complete suppression of household work. It woully twe necessary to create a
department for every block of houses. A cart waiddhe to each door and take
the boots to be blacked, the crockery to be waspethe linen to be washed, the
small things to be mended (if it were worth whildie carpets to be brushed, and
the next morning would bring back the things enedsgo it all well cleaned. A
few hours later your hot coffee and your eggs dona nicety would appear on
your table. It is a fact that between twelve and ticlock there are more than
twenty million Americans and as many Englishmen wwhbroast beef or mutton,
boiled pork, potatoes, and a seasonable vegetahteat the lowest figure eight
million fires burn during two or three hours to sbdhis meat and cook these
vegetables; eight million women spend their timeptepare this meal, that
perhaps consists at most of ten different dishes.

“Fifty fires burn,” wrote an American woman the ethday, “where one would
suffice!” Dine at home, at your own table, with yochildren, if you like; but
only think yourself, why should these fifty womemste their whole morning to
prepare a few cups of coffee and a simple meal! Wftyyfires, when two people
and one single fire would suffice to cook all theseces of meat and all these
vegetables? Choose your own beef or mutton to asted if you are particular.
Season the vegetables to your taste if you prefart@icular sauce! But have a
single kitchen with a single fire, and organizagtbeautifully as you are able to.
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Why has woman’s work never been of any account? Wheyery family are the

mother and three or four servants obliged to sgenchuch time at what pertains
to cooking? Because those who want to emancipatkind have not included

woman in their dream of emancipation, and consid&eneath their superior
masculine dignity to think “of those kitchen arranmients,” which they have
rayed on the shoulders of that drudge-woman.

To emancipate woman is not only to open the gatdbeouniversity, the law
courts, or the parliaments, for her, for the “empaied” woman will always
throw domestic toil on to another woman. To emaaigipvoman is to free her
from the brutalizing toil of kitchen and washhousk;is to organize your
household in such a way as to enable her to rearctitdren, if she be so
minded, while still retaining sufficient leisure take her share of social life.

It will come to pass. As we have said, things dreaaly improving. Only let us
fully understand that a revolution, intoxicated twihe beautiful words Liberty,
Equality, Solidarity would not be a revolution tfmaintained slavery at home.
Half humanity subjected to the slavery of the Heavbuld still have to rebel
against the other half.
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Chapter 11: Free Agreement
I

Accustomed as we are by hereditary prejudices badlately unsound education
and training to see Government, legislation andistagy everywhere around,
we have come to believe that man would tear hisvieinan to pieces like a wild

beast the day the police took his eye off him; ttteios would come about if
authority were overthrown during a revolution. Awith our eyes shut we pass
by thousands and thousands of human groupings vibtioh themselves freely,

without any intervention of the law, and attainules infinitely superior to those

achieved under governmental tutelage.

If you open a daily paper you find its pages arir@y devoted to Government
transactions and to political jobbery. A Chinameading it would believe that in
Europe nothing gets done save by order of someemasou find nothing in
them about institutions that spring up, grow upd develop without ministerial
prescription. Nothing — or hardly nothing! Even whthere is a heading —
“Sundry Events” — it is because they are connewtgd the police. A family
drama, an act of rebellion, will only be mentioriethe police have appeared on
the scene.

Three hundred and fifty million Europeans love atehone another, work, or live
on their incomes; but, apart from literature, theabr sport, their lives remain

ignored by newspapers if Governments have notveted in some way or

other. It is even so with history. We know the tedetails of the life of a king or

of a parliament; all good and bad speeches promalibg the politicians have

been preserved. “Speeches that have never hadasieihfluence on the vote of
a single member,” as an old parliamentarian sainlyaR visits, good or bad

humour of politicians, jokes or intrigues, are @refully recorded for posterity.

But we have the greatest difficulty to reconstitateity of the Middle Ages, to

understand the mechanism of that immense commdaie was carried on

between Hanseatic cities, or to know how the citiRouen built its cathedral. If

a scholar spends his life in studying these guestibis works remain unknown,
and parliamentary histories — that is to say, tikective ones, as they only treat
of one side of social life — multiply, are circgat are taught in schools.

And we do not even perceive the prodigious workoaguished every day by
spontaneous groups of men, which constitutes tted wlork of our century.

We therefore propose to point out some of theset stoiking manifestations,
and to prove that men, as soon as their interestsotl absolutely clash, act in
concert, harmoniously, and perform collective wofla very complex nature.
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It is evident that in present society, based oividdal property — that is to say,
on plunder, and on a narrow minded and therefasksto individualism — facts
of this kind are necessarily few in number; agreesi@re not always perfectly
free, and often have a mean, if not execrable aim.

But what concerns us is not to give examples whietcould blindly follow, and
which, moreover, present society could not posgiibhg us. What we have to do
is to prove that, in spite of the authoritarianiundualism which stifles us, there
remains in our life, taken as a whole, a great pavthich we only act by free
agreement, and that it would be much easier tharthivdk to dispense with
Government.

In support of our view we have already mentionéllveys, and we are about to
return to them.

We know that Europe has a system of railways, Dibrliles long, and that on
this network you can nowadays travel from northstmith, from east to west,
from Madrid to Petersburg, and from Calais to Canshople, without
stoppages, without even changing carriages (whentnavel by express). More
than that: a parcel thrown into a station will fitd addressee anywhere, in
Turkey or in Central Asia, without more formalitgeded for sending it than
writing its destination on a bit of paper.

This result might have been obtained in two ways$\apoleon, a Bismarck, or
some potentate having conquered Europe, would ffams, Berlin, or Rome,

draw a railway map and regulate the hours of tlndr The Russian Tsar
Nicholas | dreamt of taking such action. When hes whown rough drafts of
railways between Moscow and Petersburg, he seizel®iaand drew on the map
of Russia a straight line between these two capitalying, “Here is the plan.”
And the road ad was built in a straight line, fiifiin deep ravines, building
bridges of a giddy height, which had to be abandané&w years later, at a cost
of about £120,000 to £150,000 per English mile.

This is one way, but happily things were managdtémintly. Railways were
constructed piece by piece, the pieces were jotngdther, and the hundred
divers companies, to whom these pieces belongede da an understanding
concerning the arrival and departure of their saend the running of carriages
on their rails, from all countries, without unloadimerchandise as it passes from
one network to another.

All this was done by free agreement, by exchangkettérs and proposals, by
congresses at which relegates met to discuss rcespaicial subjects, but not to
make laws; after the congress, the delegates egtumtheir companies, not with
a law, but with the draft of a contract to be atedpor rejected.
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There were certainly obstinate men who would notdwvinced. But a common
interest compelled them to agree without invokimng help of armies against the
refractory members.

This immense network of railways connected togethed the enormous traffic

it has given rise to, no doubt constitutes the ratygiting trait of our century; and

it is the result of free agreement. If a man haddeen or predicted it fifty years
ago, our grandfathers would have thought him idioti mad. They would have

said: “Never will you be able to make the sharebdbf a hundred companies
listen to reason ! It is a Utopia, a fairy talecéntral Government, with an ‘iron’

director, can alone enforce it.”

And the most interesting thing in this organizatisnthat there is no European
Central Government of Railways! Nothing! No minrsté railways, no dictator,
not even a continental parliament, not even a tlivgcommittee! Everything is
done by contract.

So we ask the believers in the State, who pretesid‘tve can never do without a
central Government, were it only for regulating theffic,” we ask them: “But
how do European railways manage without them? Howtheéy continue to
convey millions of travelers and mountains of luggaacross a continent? If
companies owning railways have been able to agnds;, should railway
workers, who would take possession of railways,agvee likewise? And if the
Petersburg Warsaw Company and that of Paris Betfart act in harmony,
without giving themselves the luxury of a commommeoeander, why, in the
midst of our societies, consisting of groups okefweorkers, should we need a
Government?”
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Chapter 12: Objections
|

Let us now examine the principal objections putif@gainst Communism. Most
of them are evidently caused by a simple misundedshg, yet they raise
important questions and merit our attention.

It is not for us to answer the objections raisedabthoritarian Communism —

we ourselves hold with them. Civilized nations hawéfered too much in the

long, hard struggle for the emancipation of theniadial, to disown their past

work and to tolerate a Government that would magelfi felt in the smallest

details of a citizen’s life, even if that Governrhéad no other aim than the good
of the community. Should an authoritartan Sociatistiety ever succeed in
establishing itself, it could not last; generalcgistent would soon force it to
break up, or to reorganize itself on principlesitmérty.

It is of an Anarchist-Communist society we are dbmuspeak, a society that
recognizes the absolute liberty of the individuhlat does not admit of any
authority, and makes use of no compulsion to dnia to work. Limiting our
studies to the economic side of the question, ketsee if such a society,
composed of men as they are to-day, neither betteworse, neither more nor
less industrious, would have a chance of succdsfiglopment.

The objection is known. “If the existence of eashguaranteed, and if the
necessity of earning wages does not compel menot&, ywmobody will work.
Every man will lay the burden of his work on anatliéhe is not forced to do it
himself.” Let us first remark the incredible levityith which this objection is
raised, without taking into consideration that thestion is in reality merely to
know, on the one hand, whether you effectively iobby wage-work the results
you aim at; and, on the other hand, whether votyntark is not already more
productive to-day than work stimulated by wagesguestion which would
require profound study. But whereas in exact s@smoen give their opinion on
subjects infinitely less important and less congilid after serious research, after
carefully collecting and analyzing facts, on thisestion they will pronounce
judgment without appeal, resting satisfied with ang particular event, such as,
for example, the want of success of a communigicietion in America. They
act like the barrister, who does not see in thencibfor the opposite side a
representative of a cause, or an opinion contrarhis own, but a simple
adversary in an oratorical debate; and if he b&yllenough to find a repartee,
does not otherwise care to justify his cause. Thezehe study of this essential
basis of all Political Economy, the study of thesintavourable conditions for
giving society the greatest amount of useful préslweith the least waste of
human energy, does not advance. They Ilimit theraselto repeating
commonplace assertions, or else they pretend igneraf our assertions.

What is most striking in this levity is that evam gapitalist Political Economy
you already find a few writers compelled by factgloubt the axiom put forth by



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 89

the founders of their science, that the threatunfgfer is man’s best stimulant for
productive work. They begin to perceive that indquction a certain collective
element is introduced which has been too much otgleup till now, and which
might be more important than personal gain. Theriaf quality of wage-work,
the terrible waste of human energy in modern atitical and industrial labour,
the ever growing quantity of pleasure-seekers, whaay load their burden on
others’ shoulders, the absence of a certain aromaith production that is
becoming more and more apparent; all this beginzreoccupy the economists
of the “classical” school. Some of them ask thereslf they have not got on
the wrong track: if the imaginary evil being, thahas supposed to be tempted
exclusively by a bait of lucre or wages, reallystsi This heresy penetrates even
into universities; it is found in books of orthodezonomy.

This does not hinder a great many Socialist refosnte remain partisans of
individual remuneration, and defending the old defa of wagedom,
notwithstanding that it is being delivered ovem&tdy stone to the assailants by
its former defenders.

They fear that without compulsion the masses vatlwork.

But during our own lifetime have we not heard thene fears expressed twice?
By the anti-abolitionists in America before Negrmancipation, and by the
Russian nobility before the liberation of the serfgvithout the whip the Negro
will not work,” said the anti-abolitionist. “Freedm their master's supervision
the serfs will leave the fields uncultivated,” sthe Russian serf-owners. It was
the refrain of the French noblemen in 1789, theamefof the Middle Ages, a
refrain as old as the world, and we shall heavétrg time there is a question of
sweeping away an injustice. And each time actueisfaive it the lie. The
liberated peasant of 1792 ploughed with a wild gmemknown to his ancestors,
the emancipated Negro works more than his fatteerd, the Russian peasant,
after having honoured the honeymoon of his ematioipdy celebrating Fridays
as well as Sundays, has taken up work with as reagerness as his liberation
was the more complete. There, where the soil ishieisvorks desperately; that is
the exact word for it. The anti-abolitionist refracan be of value to slave-
owners; as to the slaves themselves, they know ivisatvorth, as they know its
motive.

Moreover, Who but economists taught us that if @ewvaarner's work is but
indifferent, an intense and productive work is ooliyained from a man who sees
his wealth increase in proportion to his effortst Bymns sung in honour of
private property can be reduced to this axiom.

For it is remarkable that when economists, wishimgelebrate the blessings of
property, show us how an unproductive, marshytamssoil is clothed with rich

harvests when cultivated by the peasant propri¢bay in nowise prove their
thesis in favour of private property. By admittirigat the only guarantee not to
be robbed of the fruits of your labour is to possine instruments of labour —
which is true — the economists only prove that mesaily produces most when
he works in freedom, when he has a certain choidgs occupations, when he
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has no overseer to impede him, and lastly, whegeles his work bringing in a
profit to him and to others who work like him, baringing in nothing to idlers.

This is all we can deduct from their argumentatiand we maintain the same
ourselves.

As to the form of possession of the instrumentsabbur, they only mention it
indirectly in their demonstration, as a guarantethée cultivator that he shall not
be robbed of the profits of his yield nor of hispimvements. Besides, in support
of their thesis in favour girivate propertyagainst all other forms glossession
should not the economists demonstrate that unddotim of communal property
land never produces such rich harvests as whepabssession is private? But it
is not so; in fact, the contrary has been observed.

Take for example a commune in the canton of Vauthé winter time, when all
the men of the village go to fell wood in the fdreghich belongs to them all. It
is precisely during these festivals of toil thag tireatest ardour for work and the
most considerable display of human energy are appaNo salaried labour, no
effort of a private owner can bear comparison wtith

Or let us take a Russian village, when all its bitets mow a field belonging to
the commune, or farmed by it. There you will seeatmmancanproduce when
he works in common for communal production. Comsadie with one another
in cutting the widest swath; women bestir themseivetheir wake so as not to
be distanced by the mowers. It is a festival oblabin which a hundred people
do work in a few hours that would not have beeisfied in a few days had they
worked separately. What a sad contrast compardtetavork of the isolated
owner!

In fact, we might quote scores of examples amorgpibneers of America, in
Swiss, German, Russian, and in certain Frenchgetia or the work done in
Russia by gangsaftels) of masons, carpenters, boatmen, fishermen, wim,
undertake a task and divide the produce or the memation among themselves,
without it passing through the intermediary of niden. We could also
mention the great communal hunts of nomadic tribes, an infinite number of
successful collective enterprises. And in everyecase could show the
ungquestionable superiority of communal work compat@ that of the wage-
earner or the isolated private owner.

Well-being, that is to say, the satisfaction of @bgl, artistic, and moral needs,
has always been the most powerful stimulant to wéwkd when a hireling
produces bare necessities with difficulty, a frewker, who sees ease and luxury
increasing for him and for others in proportiorhts efforts, spends infinitely far
more energy and intelligence, and obtains firssglaroducts in far greater
abundance. The one feels riveted to misery, therdibpes for ease and luxury
in the future. In this lies the whole secret. Tleme a society aiming at the well-
being of all, and at the possibility of all enjogifife in all its manifestations, will
supply voluntary work which will be infinitely suger and yield far more than
work has produced up till now under the goad ofest, serfdom, or wagedom.
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Nowadays, whoever can load on others his sharetwiur indispensable to
existence, does so, and it is admitted that itaWllays be so.

Now work indispensable to existence is essentiabiyual. We may be artists or
scientists; but none of us can do without thing&ioled by manual work —
bread, clothes, roads, ships, light, heat, etc., Andreover, however highly
artistic or however subtly metaphysical are ouraplees, they all depend on
manual labour. And it is precisely this labour —siseof life — that every one
tries to avoid.

We understand perfectly well that it must be so axdays.

Because, to do manual work now, means in realightat yourself up for ten or
twelve hours a day in an unhealthy workshop, anemaain riveted to the same
task for twenty or thirty years, and maybe for yatnole life.

It means to be doomed to a paltry wage, to therteiogy of the morrow, to want
of work, often to destitution, more often than notdeath in a hospital, after
having worked forty years to feed, clothe, amuse] @nstruct others than
yourself and your children.

It means to bear the stamp of inferiority all ydifie, because, whatever the
politicians tell us, the manual worker is alwaysigidered inferior to the brain
worker, and the one who has toiled ten hours irogkshop has not the time, and
still less the means, to give himself the highgtdah of science and art, nor even
to prepare himself to appreciate them; he mustamgéeat with the crumbs from
the table of privileged persons.

We understand that under these conditions manbalitas considered a curse of
fate.

We understand that all men have but one dream -t+athamerging from, or
enabling their children to emerge from this infestate; to create for themselves
an “independent” position, which means what? — Tao dive by other men’s
work!

As long as there will be a class of manual worleerd a class of “brain” workers,
black hands and white hands, it will be thus.

What interest, in fact, can this depressing workehtor the worker, when he
knows that the fate awaiting him from the cradlahe grave will be to live in
mediocrity, poverty, and insecurity of the morroW?erefore, when we see the
immense majority of men take up their wretched teg&ry morning, we are
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surprised at their perseverance, at their zealwfmk, at the habit that enables
them, like machines blindly obeying an impetus giue lead this life of misery

without hope for the morrow; without foreseeing rese vaguely that some day
they, or at least their children, will be part ofi@manity rich in all the treasures
of a bountiful nature, in all the enjoyments of Wwhedge, scientific and artistic

creation, reserved to-day to a few privileged faites.

It is precisely to put an end to this separatiotwben manual and brain work
that we want to abolish wagedom, that we want theigb Revolution. Then
work will no longer appear a curse of fate: it wikcome what it should be —
the free exercise @l the faculties of man.

Moreover, it is time to submit to a serious anaysiis legend about superior
work, supposed to be obtained under the lash otd@y

It is enough to visit, not the model factory andrkamop that we find now and

again, but ordinary factories, to conceive the imssewaste of human energy
that characterizes modern industry. For one factogre or less rationally

organized, there are a hundred or more which waste's labour, without a

more substantial motive than that of perhaps bmimpgn a few pounds more per
day to the employer.

Here you see youths from twenty to twenty five geafrage, sitting all day long
on a bench, their chests sunken in, feverishly islgatheir heads and bodies to
tie, with the speed of conjurers, the two ends oftlless scraps of cotton, the
refuse of the lace-looms. What progeny will thasenbling and rickety bodies
bequeath to their country? “But they occupy sdelitbom in the factory, and
each of them brings me in sixpence a day,” will deyemployer.

In an immense London factory you could see girlsldbat seventeen from
carrying trays of matches on their heads from @wenrto another, when the
simplest machine could wheel the matches to tladiles. But...it costs so little,
the work of women who have no special trade! Whahe use of a machine?
When these can do no more, they will be easilyaesal...there are so many in
the street.

On the steps of a mansion on an icy night you finldl a bare-footed child
asleep, with its bundle of papers in its arms.delaibour costs so little that it
may well be employed, every evening, to sell temgemorth of papers, of which
the poor boy will receive a penny, or a penny Ipaifiny. And lastly, you may
see a robust man tramping, dangling his arms; lseben out of work for
months. Meanwhile his daughter grows pale in therlowated vapours of the
workshop for dressing stuffs, and his son fillscklag pots by hand, or waits
hours at the corner of a street till a passer-tapkss him to earn a penny.
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And so it is everywhere, from San Franeisco to Mascand from Naples to
Stockholm. The waste of human energy is the disigigng and predominant
trait of industry, not to mention trade where itaats still more colossal
proportions.

What a sad satire is that name, PolitEabnomy given to the science of waste
of energy under the system of wagedom!

This is not all. If you speak to the director ofvall-organized factory, he will

naively explain to you that it is difficult nowadayo find a skilful, vigorous, and
energetic workman, who works with a will. “Shouldch a man present himself
among the twenty or thirty who call every Mondakiag us for work, he is sure
to be received, even if we are reducing the nurobb@ur hands. We recognize
him at the first glance, and he is always accepeen though we have to get rid
of an older and less active worker the next dayadAhe one who has just
received notice to quit, and all those who recéivi@-morrow, go to reinforce

that immense reserve army of capital — workmenafuwvork — who are only

called to the loom or the bencd whcn there is pressf work, or to oppose
strikers. And those others, the average workersateathe refuse of the better-
class factories? They join the equally formidableyaof aged and indifferent
workers that continually circulates between theosdeclass factories — those
which barely cover their expenses and make thejyr iwahe world by trickery

and snares laid for the buyer, and especiallytferconsumer in distant countries.

And if you talk to the workmen themselves, you wgitlon learn that the rule in
such factories is — never to do entirely what yoei@pable of. “Shoddy pay —
shoddy work!” this is the advice which the workimgan receives from his
comrades upon entering such a factory.

For the workers know that if in a moment of geniyothey give way to the
entreaties of an employer and consent to intetiséyvork in order to carry out a
pressing order, this nervous work will be exactedhie future as a rule in the
scale of wages. Therefore in all such factoriey hvefer never to produce as
much as they can. In certain industries produdgdimited so as to keep up high
prices, and sometimes the password, “Go-cannygivisn, which signifies, “Bad
work for bad pay!”

Wage-work is serf-work; it cannot, it must not, guce all that it could produce.

And it is high time to disbelieve the legend whigpresents wagedom as the
best incentive to productive work. If inclustry nagays brings in a hundred
times more than it did in the days of our grandfaghit is due to the sudden
awakening of physical and chemical sciences towdr@end of last century; not

to the capitalist organization of wagedom, iouspiteof that organization
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Those who have seriously studied the question tldey any of the advantages
of Communism, on condition, be it well understodbdat Communism be
perfectly free, that is to say, Anarchist. Theyogruze that work paid with
money, even disguised under the name of “labouresiotto Workers’
associations governed by the State, would keep hgp dharacteristics of
wagedom and would retain its disadvantages. Thegeathat the whole system
would soon suffer from it, even if society camenipbssession of the instruments
of production. And they admit that, thanks to imedgeducation given to all
children, to the laborious habits of civilized si@s, with the liberty of choosing
and varying their occupations and the attractidnsark done by equals for the
well-being of all, a Communist society would notWwanting in producers who
would soon make the fertility of the soil triple caenfold, and give a new
impulse to industry.

This our opponents agree to. “But the danger,” thay, “will come from that
minority of loafers who will not work, and will ndtave regular habits in spite of
excellent conditions that make work pleasant. Tp-ttee prospect of hunger
compels the most refractory to move along withdtieers. The one who does not
arrive in time is dismissed. But a black sheepisedfto contaminate the whole
flock, and two or three sluggish or refractory woen lead the others astray and
bring a spirit of disorder and rebellion into therkshop that makes work
impossible; so that in the end we shall have torreto a system of compulsion
that forces the ringleaders back into the ranksd Annot the system of wages
paid in proportion to work performed, the only dhat enables compulsion to be
employed, without hurting the feelings of the wafk@&ecause all other means
would imply the continual intervention of an autitypthat would be repugnant to
free men.” This, we believe, is the objection fastated.

It belongs to the category of arguments which ¢rjustify the State, the Penal
Law, the Judge, and the Gaoler.

“As there are people, a feeble minority, who wibt submit to social customs,”
the authoritarians say, “we must maintain magistatribunals and prisons,
although these institutions become a source ofenalw of all kinds.”

Therefore we can only repeat what we have so aftithconcerning authority in
general: “To avoid a possible evil you have receuts means which in
themselves are a greater evil, and become the esafirthose same abuses that
you wish to remedy. For do not forget that it isga@dom, the impossibility of
living otherwise than by selling your labour, whittas created the present
Capitalist system, whose vices you begin to recmghiLet us also remark that
this authoritarian way of reasoning is but a jistiion of what is wrong in the
present system. Wagedom was not instituted to rentbe disadvantages of
Communism; its origin, like that of the State ami/gte ownership, is to be
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found elsewhere. It is born of slavery and serfdomposed by force, and only
wears a more modern garb. Thus the argument inufawb wagedom is as
valueless as those by which they seek to apoldgizerivate property and the
State.

We are, nevertheless, going to examine the objecind see if there is any truth
in it.

To begin with, Is it not evident that if a societgyunded on the principle of free
work, were really menaced by loafers, it could ecttitself without an
authoritarian organization and without having reseuo wagedom?

Let us take a group of volunteers, combining fomsoparticular enterprise.

Having its success at heart, they all work withilh, wave one of the associates,
who is frequently absent from his post. Must thayhis account dissolve the
group, elect a president to impose fines, or majibeibute markers for work

done, as is customary in the Academy? It is evitlesat neither the one nor the
other will be done, but that some day the comratde imperils their enterprise

will be told: “Friend, we should like to work witiou; but as you are often

absent from your post, and you do your work neglitye we must part. Go and

find other comrades who will put up with your irfdifence!”

This way is so natural that it is practiced evergwehnowadays, in all industries,
in competition with all possible systems of findscking of wages, supervison,

etc.; a workman may enter the factory at the ageditime, but if he does his

work badly, if he hinders his comrades by his lagmor other defects, and they
quarrel with him on that account, there is an ehi; die is compelled to leave

the workshop.

Authoritarians pretend that it is the almighty eaydr and his overseers who
maintain regularity and quality of work in factaieln fact, in a somewhat
complicated enterprise, in which the wares prodysass through many hands
before being finished, it is the factory itselfettvorkmen as a unity, who see to
the good quality of the work. Therefore the besitdaes of British private
industry have few overseers, far less on an avetegethe French factories, and
less than the British State factories.

A certain standard of public morals is maintainad the same way.
Authoritarians say it is due to rural guards, juglgend policemen, whereas in
reality it is maintainedh spiteof judges, policemen, and rural guards. “Many are
the laws producing crimirials!” has been said |aigg.

Not only in industrial workshops do things go on this way; it happens
everywhere, every day, on a scale that only bookwdrave as yet no notion of.
When a railway company, federated with other cormgsnfails to fulfil its
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engagements, when its trains are late and goodedikected at the stations, the
other companies threaten to cancel the contradtiheat threat usually suffices.

It is generally believed, at any rate it is taughgt commerce only keeps to its
engagements from fear of lawsuits. Nothing of tbe;snine times in ten the

trader who has not kept his word will not appedoteea judge. There, where
trade is very great, as in London, the sole fattasiing driven a creditor to bring

a lawsuit suffices for the immense majority of nienats to refuse for good to
have any dealings with a man who has compellecbbtteem to go to law.

Then, why should means that are used to-day amatgsnin the workshop,
traders, and railway companies, not be made usin @& society based on
voluntary work?

Take, for example, an association stipulating #eath of its members should
carry out the following contract: “We undertake dive you the use of our
houses, stores, streets, means of transport, schrnakeums, etc., on condition
that, from twenty to forty-five or fifty years ofge, you consecrate four or five
hours a day to some work recognized as necessaxidtence. Choose yourself
the producing groups which you wish to join, oranigze a new group, provided
that it will undertake to produce necessaries. Andor the remainder of your
time, combine together with those you like for emtion, art, or science,
according to the bent of your taste.

“Twelve or fifteen hundred hours of work a year,angroup producing food,

clothes, or houses, or employed in public heafdmdport, etc., is all we ask of
you. For this work we guarantee to you all thatsthgroups produce or will

produce. But if not one, of the thousands of graefpsur federation, will receive

you, whatever be their motive; if you are absolutielcapable of producing

anything useful, or if you refuse to do it, thevelilike an isolated man or like an
invalid. If we are rich enough to give you the resagies of life we shall be

delighted to give them to you. You are a man, amdl lyave the right to live. But

as you wish to live under special conditions, aalé the ranks, it is more than
probable that you will suffer for it in your daitglations with other citizens. You

will be looked upon as a ghost of bourgeois socigtyess some friends of yours,
discovering you to be a talent, kindly free younfrall moral obligation towards

society by doing necessary work for you.

“And lastly, if it does not please you, go and Idok other conditions else where
in the wide world, or else seek adherents and argawith them on novel
principles. We prefer our own.”

That is what could be done in a communal societyoider to turn away
sluggards if they became too numerous.
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IV

We very much doubt that we need fear this contingem a society really based
on the entire freedom of the individual.

In fact, in spite of the premium on idleness oftet®y private ownership of
capital, the really lazy man, unless he is ilcasnparatively rare.

Among workmen it is often said that bourgeois allers. There are certainly
enough of them, but they, too, are the exception.t@® contrary, in every
industrial enterprise, you are sure to find onenore bourgeois who work very
hard. It is true that the majority of bourgeoisfgrby their privileged position to
award themselves the least unpleasant tasks, ahdhtty work under hygienic
conditions of air, food, etc., which permit themdo their business without too
much fatigue. But these are precisely the conditiamich we claim for all
workers, without exception. We must also say thathanks to their privileged
position, rich people often make absolutely usels&ven harmful work in
society, nevertheless the Ministers, Heads of Departs, factory owners,
traders, bankers, etc., subject themselves fowahfeurs a day to work which
they find more or less tiresome, all preferringithgours of leisure to this
obligatory work. And if in nine cases out of tenstwork is fateful, they find it
none the less tiring for that. But it is precisbcause the middle class put forth
a great energy, even in doing harm (knowingly ot) remd defending their
privileged position, that they have succeeded feating the landed nobility, and
that they continue to rule the masses. If they vidliers they would long since
have ceased. to exist, and would have disapped#teditie aristocrats. In a
society that would expect only four or five hourslay of useful, pleasant, and
hygienic work, they would perform their task petfgcand they certainly would
not put up with the horrible conditions in which m&il nowadays without
reforming them. If a Huxley spent only five hoursthe sewers of London, rest
assured that he would have found the means of mdkiem as sanitary as his
physiological laboratory.

As to the laziness of the great majority of workersdy philistine economists and
philanthropists say such nonsense.

If you ask an intelligent manufacturer, he will tgbu that if workmen only put it
into their heads to be lazy, all factories wouldén¢o be closed, for no measure
of severity, no system of spying would be of ang.uéou should have seen the
terror caused in 1887 among British employers whefew agitators started
preaching the “go-canny” theory — “for bad pay beark”; “take it easy, do not
overwork yourselves, and waste all you can.” — “‘Tdemoralize the worker,
they want to kill industry!” cried those who formerinveighed against the
immorality of the worker and the bad quality of khierk. But if the worker were
what he is represented to be — namely, the idl@mvigou have continually to
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threaten with dismissal from the workshop — what ulslo the word
“demoralization” signify?

So when we speak of a possible idleness, we mustuweerstand that it is a
question of a small minority in society; and beftegislating for that minority,
would it not be wise to study its origin? Whoeveserves with an intelligent eye
sees well enough that the child reputed lazy abvalds often the one which does
not understand what he is badly taught. Very often, it is suffering from
cerebral ansemia, caused by poverty and an antehiggeducation. A boy who
is lazy at Greek or Latin would work admirably wene taught in science,
especially if taught by the medium of manual labdAirgirl reputed nought at
mathematics becomes the first mathematician otlass if she by chance meets
somebody who can explain to her the elements dhradtic she did not
understand. And a workman, lazy in the workshofijwvaies his garden at dawn,
while gazing at the rising sun, and will be at wagain at nightfall, when all
nature goes to its rest.

Somebody said that dirt is matter in the wrong @ldthe same definition applies
to nine-tenths of those called lazy. They are pegphe astray in a direction that
does not answer to their temperament nor to thegracities. In reading the
biography of great men, we are struck with the nemds “idlers” among them.
They were lazy as long as they had not found tpbt rpath, and afterwards
laborious to excess. Darwin, Stephenson, and mahgro belonged to this
category of idlers.

Very often the idler is but a man to whom it isugpant to make all his life the
eighteenth part of a pin, or the hundredth par @fatch, while he feels he has
exuberant energy which he would like to expendveiege. Often, too, he is a
rebel who cannot submit to being fixed all his litea work-bench in order to

procure a thousand pleasures for his emulover.ewkrnibwing himself to be far

the less stupid of the two, and knowing his onlyltfao be that of having been
born in hovel instead of coming into the world inastle.

Lastly, a good many “idlers” do not know the trdijewhich they are compelled
to earn their living. Seeing the imperfect thingdady their own hands, striving
vainly to do better, and perceiving that they ne~vérsucceed on account of the
bad habits of work already acquired, they begimate their trade, and, not
knowing any other, hate work in general. Thousasfdsorkmen and artists who
are failures suffer from this cause.

On the other hand, he who since his youth has delatm play the pianaell, to
handle the planaell, the chisel, the brush, or the file, so that hedsfehat what
he does ideautiful,will never give up the piano, the chisel, or tile.fHe will
find pleasure in his work which does not tire ham,long as he is not overdriven.
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Under the one namallenessa series of results due to different causes have
been grouped, of which each one could be a sodrgeanl, instead of being a
source of evil to society. Like all questions camieg criminality and related to
human faculties, facts have been collected havotgimg in common with one
another. They say laziness or crime, without givihgmselves the trouble to
analyse their cause. They are in haste to punisim,thvithout inquiring if the
punishment itself does not contain a premium onifi@ss” or “crime.®

This is why a free society, seeing the number t@radincreasing in its midst,
would no doubt think of looking for the cause dfiteess, in order to suppress it,
before having recourse to punishment. When it ase, as we have already
mentioned, of simple bloodlessness, then, befaorféireg the brain of a child with
science, nourish his system so as to produce bkicehgthen him, and, that he
shall not waste his time, take him to the countrymthe seaside; there, teach
him in the open air, not in books — geometry, byamging the distance to a
spire, or the height of a tree; natural sciencdslewpicking flowers and fishing
in the sea; physical science, while building thatldwe will go to fish in. But for
mercy’s sake do not fill his brain with sentencesl alead languages. Do not
make an idler of him!...

Such a child has neither order nor regular habgs first the children inculcate
order among themselves, and later on, the laboratioe workshop, work done
in a limited space, with many tools about, willdeahem method. But do not
make disorderly beings out of them by your schedipse only order is the
symmetry of its benches, and which — true imag#efchaos in its teachings —
will never inspire anybody with the love of harmoiy consistency, and method
in work.

Do not you see that by your methods of teachiraamé&d by a Ministry for eight

million scholars, who represent eight million difat capacities, you only
impose a system good for mediocrities, conceivedrbgverage of mediocrities?
Your school becomes a University of laziness, ag ywison is a University of

crime. Make the school free, abolish your Univgrggjrades, appeal to the
volunteers of teaching; begin that way, insteadnaking laws against laziness
which only serve to increase it.

Give the workman who is compelled to make a mirpasicle of some object,
who is stifled at his little tapping machine, whicl ends by loathing, give him
the chance of tilling the soil, felling trees iretforest, sailing the seas in the teeth
of a storm, dashing through space on an enginejdubt make an idler of him
by forcing him all his life to attend to a small chéne, to plough the head of a
screw, or to drill the eye of a needle.

Suppress the cause of idleness, and you may taker igranted that few
individuals will really hate work, especially voliamy work, and that there will
be no need to manufacture a code of laws on theouant.
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Chapter 13: The Collectivist Wages System
|

It is our opinion that collectivists commit a twddoerror in their plans for the

reconstruction of society. While speaking of alblohg capitalist rule, they

intend nevertheless to retain two institutions Whace the very basis of this rule
— Representative Government and the Wages System.

As regards so-called representative governmenhave often spoken about it. It
is absolutely incomprehensible to us that intefiiggmen — and such are not
wanting in the collectivist party — can remain pahs of national or municipal
parliaments after all the lessons history has gthem — in France, in England,
in Germany, or in the United States.

While we see parliamentary rule breaking up, andcfall sides criticism of this
rule growing louder — not only of its results, l@$o ofits principles— how is
it that revolutionary socialists defend a systeraady condemned to die?

Built up by the middle classes to hold their owmiagt royalty, sanctioning, and
at the same time strengthening, their sway ovewtbriers, parliamentary rule is
pre-eminently a middle-class rule. The upholdersthi$ system have never
seriously affirmed that a parliament or a municipalincil represent a nation or a
city. The most intelligent among them know thastls impossible. The middle
class has simply used the parliamentary systeraise ra barrier between itself
and royalty, without giving the people liberty. Bgtadually, as the people
become conscious of their interests and the vaoktiieir interests multiply, the
system can no longer work. Therefore democratdl @oantries vainly imagine
(livers palliatives. Th&keferendunis tried and found to be a failure; proportional
representation is spoken of, so is representatibrmmorities, and other
parliamentary Utopias. In a word, they strive tadfiwhat is not to be found, and
they are compelled to recognize that they arevimang way, and confidence in a
Representative Government disappeatrs.

It is the same with the wages system; for afteirftaproclaimed the abolition of
private property, and the possession in commonl eh@ans of production, how
can they uphold the wages system in any form?  ltnevertheless, what
collectivists are doing when they recommédgiabur-cheques

It is easy to understand why the early Englishai®ts came to the system of
labour-cheques. They simply tried to make Capitad dabour agree. They
repudiated the idea of violently laying hands opitedist property.

It is also easily understood why Proudhon took ke idea later on. In his
Mutualist system he tried to make Capital less riffiee, notwithstanding the



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 101

retaining of private property, which he detesteamrfrthe bottom of his heart, but
which he believed to be necessary to guaranteeidhdils against the State.

Neither is it astonishing that certain economigtisye or less bourgeois, admit
labour-cheques. They care little whether the workgraid in labour-notes or in
coin stamped with the effigy of the Republic or tampire. They only care to
save from destruction individual ownership of divgthouses, of land, of
factories; in any case that of dwelling-houses tedcapital that is necessary for
manufacturing. And labour-notes would just answer purpose of upholding
this private property.

As long as labour-notes can be exchanged for Jeweaiarriages, the owner of
the house will willingly accept them for rent. Ard long as dwelling-houses,
fields, and factories belong to isolated owners) mél have to pay them, in one
way or another, for being allowed to work in thelds or factories, or for living

in the houses. The owners will accept to be paithbyworkers in gold, in paper-
money, or in cheques exchangeable for all sort®ofmodities. But how can we
defend labour-notes, this new form of wagedom, whvenadmit that houses,
fields, and factories will no longer be private peay, and that they will belong
to the commune or the nation?

Let us closely examine this system of remuneraiorwork done, preached by
French, German, English, and Italian collectivi@panish anarchists, who still
call themselves collectivists, imply by Collectiwighe possession in common of
all instruments of production, and the “liberty ech group to divide the
produce, as they think fit, according to commumwistny other principles”). It
amounts to this: Everybody works in field, factosghool, hospital, etc. The
working-day is fixed by the State, which owns lafattories, roads, etc. Every
work-day is paid for with #bour-note which is inscribed with these
words:Eight hours work With this cheque the worker can procure all softs
merchandise in the stores owned by the State odilmrs corporations. The
cheque is divisible, so that you can buy an howdsk worth of meat, ten
minutes worth of matches, or half an hour of tobackfter the Collectivist
Revolution, instead of saying “two-pence worth ofig,” we shall say “five
minutes worth of soap.”

Most collectivists, true to the distinction laidwdo by middle-class economists
(and by Marx) betweegqualifiedwork andsimplework, tell us, moreover,
thatqualifiedor professional work must be paid a certain quantiore
thansimplework. Thus an hour’'s work of a doctor will havelie considered as
equivalent to two or three hours’ work of a hodpitarse, or to three hours’ work
of a navvy. “Professional, or qualified work, wile a multiple of simple work,”
says the collectivist Gronlund, “because this kifidvork needs a more or less
long apprenticeship.”
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Other collectivists, such as the French Marxists,ndt make this distinction.
They proclaim “Equality of Wages.” The doctor, tBehoolmaster, and the
professor will be paid (in labour-cheques) at thme rate as the navvy. Eight
hours visiting the sick in a hospital will be wottle same as eight hours spent in
earth-works or else in mines or factories.

Some make a greater concession; they admit thagrdisable or unhealthy work
— such as sewerage — could be paid for at a higiterthan agreeable work.
One hour’'s work of a sewerman would be worth, tlsay, two hours of a
professor’s work.

Let us add that certain collectivists admit of argiions paying a lump sum for
work done. Thus a corporation would say: “Here afsundred tons of steel. A
hundred workmen were required to produce them, iamook them ten days.
Their work-day being an eight-hours day, it hasetakhem eight thousand
working hours to produce a hundred tons of steghtdiours a ton.” For this the
State would pay them eight thousand labour-notesnef hour each, and these
eight thousand cheques would be divided among #mabars of the iron-works
as they themselves thought proper.

On the other hand, a hundred miners having takemtiwdays to extract eight
thousand tons of coal, coal would be worth two boarrton, and the sixteen
thousand cheques of one hour each, received b§ulild of Miners, would be
divided among their members according to their appreciation.

If the miners protested, and said that a ton oflsthould only cost six hours’
work instead of eight; if the professor wished twé his day paid twice more
than the nurse, then the State would interferevamdd settle their differences.

Such is, in a few words, the organization collasts/wish to see arise out of the
Social Revolution. As we see, their principles a@llective property of the
instruments of production, and remuneration to esgiording to the time spent
in producing, while taking into account the prodiity of his labour. As to the
political system, it would be Parliamentarianism dified by positive
instructionsgiven to those elected, by tReferendurm— a vote, taken
by noesor ayesby the nation.

Let us own that this system appears to us unrdddiza

Collectivists begin by proclaiming a revolutiongsginciple — the abolition of
private property — then they deny it no sooner tpaotlaimed by upholding an
organization of production and consumption thagiodted in private property.

They proclaim a revolutionary principle, and ignéhe consequences that this
principle will inevitably bring about. They forgétat the very fact of abolishing
individual property in the instruments of work —nth factories, road, capital, —
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must launch society into absolutly new chanels;treosmpletely overthrow the
present system of production, both in its aim alt agein its means; must modify
daily relations between individuals, as soon asl lanachinery, and all other
instruments of production are considered commopenty.

They say, “No private property,” and immediatelieafstrive to maintain private
property in its daily manifestations. “You shall a&Commune as far as regards
production: fields, tools, machinery, all that Haeen invented up till now —
factories, railways, harbours, mines, etc., all gmrs. Not the slightest
distinction will be made concerning the share ahea this collective property.

“But from to-morrow you will minutely debate theasle you are going to take in
the creation of new machinery, in the digging ofvrmaines. You will carefully
weigh what part of the new produce belongs to ¥a@u will count your minutes
of work, and you will take care that a minute ofuyameighbours cannot buy
more than yours.

“And as an hour measures nothing, as in some fastarworker can see to six
power-looms at a time, while in another he onlydtetwo, you will weigh the
muscular force, the brain energy, and the nervoesgy you have expended.
You will accurately calculate the years of appregghip in order to appraise the
amount each will contribute to future productionndAthis — after having
declared that you do not take into account hiseshmapast production.”

Well, for us it is evident that a society cannot lesed on two absolutely
opposed principles, two principles that contradioé another continually. And a
nation or a commune that would have such an orgtaiz would be compelled
to revert to private property in the instrumentspobduction, or to transform
itself immediately into a communist society.

We have said that certain collectivist writers deshat a distinction should be
made betweequalified or professional work argimplework. They pretend that
an hour’s work of an engineer, an architect, ooetat, must be considered as
two or three hours’ work of a blacksmith, a masmna hospital nurse. And the
same distinction must be made between all sortisadés necessitating a more or
less long apprenticeship and the simple toil of ldépurers.

Well, to establish this distinction would be to mtain all the inequalities of
present society. It would mean fixing a dividingidj from the beginning,
between the workers and those who pretend to gotresm. It would mean
dividing society into two very distinct classes -etaristocracy of knowledge
above the horny-handed lower orders — the one dddmeerve the other; the
one working with its hands to feed and clothe thed®, profiting by their

leisure, study how to govern their fosterers.
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It would mean reviving one of the distinct pecutias of present society and
giving it the sanction of the Social Revolution.wbuld mean setting up as a
principle an abuse already condemned in our ancrembling society.

We know the answer we shall get. They will speaKSdientific Socialism”;
they will quote bourgeois economists, and Marx tmoprove that a scale of
wages has itmison d’étre as “the labour-force” of the engineer will havast
more to society than the “labour-force” of the mavin fact, — have not
economists tried to prove to us that if an engingeg@aid twenty times more than
a navvy it is because the “necessary” outlay toarak engineer is greater than
that necessary to make a navvy? And has not Maserizsl that the same
distinction is equally logical between two brancloésnanual labour? He could
not conclude otherwise, having on his own accoaikeér up Ricardo’s theory of
value, and upheld that goods are exchanged in giopdo the quantity of work
socially necessary for their production.

But we know what to think of this. We know thatdhgineers, scientists, or
doctors are paid ten or a hundred times more tHabaurer, and that a weaver
earns three times more than an agricultural lalvpared ten times more than a
girl in a match factory, it is not by reason ofitheost of production,” but by
reason of a monopoly of education, or a monopolyinafustry. Engineers,
scientists, and doctors merely exploit their cdpita their diplomas — as
middle-class employers exploit a factory, or asle®lused to exploit their titles
titles of nobility.

As to the employer who pays an engineer twentygimere than a labourer, it is
simply due to personal interest; if the enginear eaonomize £4000 a year on
the cost of production, the employer pays him £80d if the employer has a
foreman who saves £400 on the work by cleverly swgavorkmen, he gladly
gives him £80 or £120 a year. He parts with anee&40 when he expects to gain
£400 by it; and this is the essence of the Capitalistem. The same differences
obtain among divers manual trades.

Let them, therefore, not talk to us of “the costpobduction” which raises the
cost of skilled labour, and tell us that a studeno has gaily spent his youth in a
university has aight to a wage ten times greater than the son of armihe has
grown pale in a mine since the age of eleven; at thweaver hasright to a
wage three or four times greater than that of aitalgural labourer. The cost of
teaching a weaver his work is not four times gretitan the cost of teaching a
peasant his. The weaver simply benefits by the rddges his industry reaps in
Europe, in comparison with countries that haveed$g industries.

Nobody has ever calculated tbest of productiorand if a loafer costs far more
to society than a worker, it remains to be seerthéea robust day-labourer does
not cost more to society than a skilled artisanemvive have taken into account
infant-mortality among the poor, the ravages of migeand premature deaths.
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Could they, for example, make us believe that tke 3d. paid to a Paris
workwoman, the 3d. paid to an Auvergne peasantwgid grows blind at lace-
making, or the 1s. 8d. paid to the peasant repréisein “cost of production.” We
know full well that people work for less, but wesalknow that they do so
exclusively because, thanks to our wonderful orzgtion, they would die of
hunger did they not accept these mock wages.

For us the scale of remuneration is a complex redulaxes, of governmental
tutelage, of Capitalist monopoly. In a word, oft8tand Capital. Therefore, we
say that all wages theories have been inventedthfteevent to justify injustices
at present existing, and that we need not take thentonsideration.

Neither will they fail to tell us that the Colledist scale of wages would be an
improvement. “It would be better,” so they say, &&e certain artisans receiving
a wage two or three times higher than common ladysuthan to see a minister
receiving in a day what a workman cannot earnyeax. It would be a great step
towards equality.”

For us this step would be the reverse of progfessnake a distinction between
simple and professional work in a new society woddult in the Revolution
sanctioning and recognizing as a principle a bristel we submit to nowadays,
but that we nevertheless find unjust. It would maaitating those gentlemen of
the French Assembly who proclaimed August %789, the abolition of feudal
rights, but who on August"&anctioned these same rights by imposing dues on
the peasants to compensate the noblemen, pla@sg thues under the protection
of the Revolution. It would mean imitating the Rass Government, which
proclaimed, at the time of the emancipation of $eefs, that the land should
henceforth belong to the nobility, while formerliget lands were considered
belonging to the serfs.

Or else, to take a better known example, when thrar@une of 1871 decided to
pay members of the Commune Council 12s. 6d. awlaye the Federates on the
ramparts received only 1s. 3d., this decision waifeth as an act of superior
democratic equality. In reality, the Commune ordtifred the former inequality

between functionary and soldier, Government andeged. Coming from an

Opportunist Chamber of Deputies, such a decisioruldvchave appeared
admirable, but the Commune doomed her revolutiomainyciples because she
failed to put them into practice.

Under our existing social system, when a minisets gaid £4000 a year, while a
workman must content himself with £40 or less; wheforeman is paid two or
three times more than a workman, and among workimene is every gradation,
from 8s. a day down to the peasant girl's 3d.; vgapprove of the high salary of
the minister as well as of the difference betwden8s. of the workman and the
3d. of the poor woman. And we say, “Down with thi&vifeges of education, as



Rows

Collection

The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 106

well as with those of birth!” We are anarchistsgsely because these privileges
revolt us.

They revolt us already in this authoritarian soci€tould we endure them in a
society that began by proclaiming equality?

That is why some collectivists, understanding theassibility of maintaining a

scale of wages in a society inspired by the breatthe Revolution, hasten to
proclaim equality of wage. But they meet with neifficllties, and their equality

of wages becomes the same unrealizable Utopiaeasctie of wages of other
collectivists.

A society having taken possession of all socialltkgéaving boldly proclaimed

the right of all to this wealth — whatever shareytimay have taken in producing
it will be compelled to abandon any system of wagesether in currency or

labour-notes.

\Y,

The collectivists say, “To each according to higd#; or, in other terms,
according to his share of services rendered taegocThey think it expedient to
put this principle into practice as soon as thei@dRevolution will have made
all instruments of production common property. Bug think that if the Social
Revolution had the misfortune of proclaiming sugbriaciple, it would mean its
necessary failure; it would mean leaving the sqmiablem, which past centuries
have burdened us with, unsolved. In fact, in aetgclike ours, in which the
more a man works the less he is remunerated, thisipe, at first sight, may
appear to be a yearning for justice. But it isIyeahly the perpetuation of past
injustice. It was by virtue of this principle thalagedom began, to end in the
glaring inequalities and all the abominations afgamt society; because, from the
moment work done was appraised in currency or inadher form of wage; the
day it was agreed upon that man would only rectliegewage he could secure to
himself, the whole history of State-aided Capitaf8ociety was as good as
written; it germinated in this principle.

Shall we, then, return to our starting-point andtigmugh the same evolution

again ? Our theorists desire it, but fortunatelisitmpossible. The Revolution

will be communist; if not, it will be drowned indxdd, and have to be begun over
again.

Services rendered to society, be they work in fgctor field, or mental
servicescannot bevalued in money. There can be no exact measuraloé (of
what has been wrongly-termed exchange value), hos@ value, with regard to
production. If two individuals work for the commiwifive hours a day, year in
year out, at different work which is equally agtdeato them, we may say that
on the whole their labour is equivalent. But wergardivide their work, and say



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 107

that the result of any particular day, hour, or uénof work of the one is worth
the result of a minute or hour of the other.

We may roughly say that the man who during hiditife has deprived himself
of leisure during ten hours a day has given farenorsociety than the one who
has only deprived himself of leisure during fiveur® a day, or who has not
deprived himself at all. But we cannot take whathae done during two hours
and say that the yield is worth twice as much asyikld of another individual,
working only one hour, and remunerate him in prapor It would be
disregarding all that is complex in industry, irriaglture, in the whole life of
present society; it would be ignoring to what ektal individual work is the
result of past and present labour of society asalev It would mean believing
ourselves to be living in the Stone Age, whereasmediving in an age of steel.

If you enter a coal-mine you will see a man in geaof a huge machine that
raises and lowers a cage. In his hand he holdgea tkat stops and reverses the
course of the machine; he lowers it and the cages toack in the twinkling of an
eye; he raises it, he lowers it again with a gidsyiftness. All attention, he
follows with his eyes fixed on the wall an indicatbat shows him On a small
scale, at which point of the shaft the cage isamhesecond of its progress; as
soon as the indicator has reached a certain leveutdenly stops the course of
the cage, not a yard higher nor lower than theiredwspot. And no sooner have
the colliers unloaded their coal-wagons, and pusmpty ones instead, than he
reverses the lever and again sends the cage dacspiace.

During eight or ten consecutive hours he must payclosest attention. Should
his brain relax for a moment, the cage would irsbht strike against the gear,
break its wheels, snap the rope, crush men, artcuobsvork in the mine. Should
he waste three seconds at each touch of the leveuy modern perfected mines,
the extraction would be reduced from twenty to/fttins a day.

Is it he who is of greatest use in the mine? Git,perhaps the boy who signals to
him from below to raise the cage? Is it the mintetha bottom of the shaft, who
risks his life every instant, and who will some deykilled by fire-damp? Or is it
the engineer, who would lose the layer of coal,andld cause the miners to dig
on rock by a simple mistake in his calculations? Aastly, is it the mine owner
who has put all his capital into the mine, and whe perhaps, contrary to expert
advice asserted that excellent coal would be fahace?

All the miners engaged in this mine contribute be textraction of coal in
proportion to their strength, their energy, theiowledge, their intelligence, and
their skill. And we may say that all have the rightlive, to satisfy their needs,
and even their whims, when the necessaries ohéifee been secured for all. But
how can we appraise their work?
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And, moreover, Is the coal they have extrattedr work? Is it not also the work
of men who have built the railway leading to thenenaind the roads that radiate
from all its stations? Is it not also the work bbse that have tilled and sown the
fields, extracted iron, cut wood in the forestsiltithe machines that burn coal,
and so on?

No distinction can be drawn between the work oheaan. Measuring the work
by its results leads us to absurdity; dividing amelasuring them by hours spent
on the work also leads us to absurdity. One thergains: put theeedsabove
theworks and first of all recognize the right to live, aladler on, to the comforts
of life, for all those who take their share in puction.

But take any other branch of human activity — tt#ie manifestations of life as
a whole. Which one of us can claim the higher reenation for his work? Is it
the doctor who has found out the illness, or thes&awho has brought about
recovery by her hygienic care? Is it the inventothe first steam-engine, or the
boy, who, one day getting tired of pulling the rdpat formerly opened the valve
to let steam enter under the piston, tied the topthe lever of the machine,
without suspecting that he had invented the esdentechanical part of all
modern machinery — the automatic valve.

Is it the inventor of the locomotive, or the workam of Newcastle, who
suggested replacing the stones formerly laid utiterrails by wooden sleepers,
as the stones, for want of elasticity, causedriied to derail? Is it the engineer
on the locomotive? The signalman who can stop gfaifihe switchman who
transfers a train from one line to another? — Toomthdo we owe the
transatlantic cable? Is it to the engineer whoiohstly affirmed that the cable
would transmit messages when learned electriciankckd it to be impossible?
Is it to Maury, the scientist, who advised thatkhtables should be set aside for
others as thin as canes? Or else to those volgnteeme from nobody knows
where, who spent their days and nights on deck telyn@xamining every yard
of the cable, and removed the nails that the staldiens of steamship companies
stupidly caused to be driven into the non-condgctimapper of the cable, so as
to make it unserviceable.

And in a wider sphere, the true sphere of lifehvilis joys, its sufferings, and its

accidents, can not each one of us recall some boehas rendered him so great
a service that we should be indignant if its edentin coin were mentioned?

The service may have been but a word, nothing bubra spoken at the right

time, or else it may have been months and yeadlewdtion, and are we going to
appraise these “incalculable” services in “laboates”?

“The works of each!” But human society would notséXor more than two
consecutive generations if every one did not gifitely more than that for
which he is paid in cain, in “cheques,” or in civiewards. The race would soon
become extinct if mothers did not sacrifice thewes$ to take care of their
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children, if men did not give all the time, withodémanding an equivalent, if
men did not give just to those from whom they expecreward.

If middle-class society is decaying, if we have go a blind alley from which
we cannot emerge without attacking past institwiamith torch and hatchet, it is
precisely because we have calculated too muchs Ibeicause we have let
ourselves be influenced ingaving only toreceive It is because we have aimed
at turning society into a commercial company basedebitandcredit

Collectivists know this. They vaguely under stalngtta society could not exist if
it carried out the principle of “Each accordinghis deeds.” They have a notion
thatnecessaries— we do not speak of whims — the needs of theviddal, do
not always correspond to higorks Thus De Paepe tells us: “The principle —
the eminently Individualist principle — would, hovex, be tempered by social
intervention, for the education of children and mgupersons (including
maintenance and lodging), and by the social orgdiniz for assisting the infirm
and the sick, for retreats for aged workers, eitiéy understand that a man of
forty, father of three children, has other needmthioung man of twenty. They
know that the woman who suckles her infant and dpesheepless nights at its
bedside, cannot do as muebrkas the man who has slept peacefully. They
seem to take in that men and women, worn out maybéint of overwork for
society, may be incapable of doing as mueiik as those who have spent their
time leisurely and pocketed their “labour-notes'thie privileged career of State
functionaries.

They are eager to temper their principle. They $&gaciety will not fail to
maintain and bring up its children; to help bothedgand infirm. Without
doubtneedswill be the measure of the cost that society filtden itself with, to
temper the principle of deeds.”

Charity, charity, always Christian charity, orgadzby the State this time. They
believe in improving asylums for foundlings, in exfing old-age and sick
insurances — so as tempertheir principle. But they cannot yet throw asibtle t

idea of “wounding first and healing afterwards!”

Thus, after having denied Communism, after havingghed at their ease at the
formula — “To each according to his needs” thesageconomists discover that
they have forgotten something, the needs of thelymers, which they now
admit. Only it is for the State to estimate thear,the State to verify if the needs
are not disproportionate to the work.

The State will dole out charity. Thence to the Ksiglpoor-law and the
workhouse is but a step.

There is but a degree, because even this stepnuaithesociety against whom we
are in revolt has also been compelledetoperher individualist principles; she,



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 110

too, has had to make concessions in a commungsttain and under the same
form of charity.

She, too, distributes halfpenny dinners to prewast pillaging of her shops;
builds hospital — often very bad ones, though somest splendid ones — to
prevent the ravages of contagious diseases. Sheafter having paid the hours
of labour, shelters the children of those she haked. She takes their needs
into consideration and doles out charity.

Poverty, we have said elsewhere, was the primargecaf wealth. It was poverty

that created the first capitalist; because, bedm@imulating “surplus value,” of

which we hear so much, men had to be sufficiendigtitlte to consent to sell

their labour, so as not to die of hunger. It wagepty that made capitalists. And
if the number of poor rapidly increased during Middle Ages, it was due to the

invasions and wars that followed the founding cdt&t, and to the increase of
riches resulting from the exploitation of the Eabiat tore the bonds asunder
which once united agrarian and urban communitied,taught them to proclaim

the principle of wages, so dear to exploiters, eadt of the solidarity they

formerly practised.

And it is this principle that is to spring from avolution which men dare to call
by the name of Social Revolution, a name so cledne starved, the oppressed,
and the sufferers?

It can never be. For the day on which old insws will fall under the
proletarian axe, voices will cry out: “Bread, sheltease for all'” And those
voices will be listened to; the people will say€tius begin by allaying our thirst
for life, for happiness, for liberty, that we hamever quenched. And when we
shall have tasted of this joy we will set to woockdemolish the last vestiges of
middle-class rule, its morality drawn from accobobks, its ‘debit and credit’
philosophy, its ‘mine and yours’ institutions. ‘emolishing we shall build,” as
Proudhon said; and we shall build in the name oh@anism and Anarchy.”
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Chapter 14: Consumption And Production
|

Looking at society and its political organizationrh a different standpoint than
that of authoritarian schools — for we start frorfrege individual to reach a free
society, instead of beginning by the State to coimen to the individual — we
follow the same method in economic questions. Wadystthe needs of
individuals, and the means by which they satisfenth before discussing
Production, Exchange, Taxation, Government, etc.

To begin with, the difference may appear triflitogit in reality it upsets official
Political Economy.

If you open the works of any economist you will dithat he begins with
PRODUCTION, the analysis of means employed nowadaryshe creation of

wealth; division of labour, manufacture, machineagcumulation of capital.

From Adam Smith to Marx, all have proceeded aldmese lines. Only in the
latter parts of their books do they treat of CONSRINON, that is to say, of the
means necessary to satisfy the needs of individaal, moreover, they confine
themselves to explaining how riches are divided ragrihose who vie with one
another for their possession.

Perhaps you will say this is logical. Before saiisf needs you must create the
wherewithal to satisfy them. But before producimything, must you not feel
the need of it? Is it not necessity that first drowan to hunt, to raise cattle, to
cultivate land, to make implements, and later om¥ent machinery? Is it not the
study of needs that should govern production? Itldidherefore be quite as
logical to begin by considering needs and afters/dad discuss the means of
production in order to satisfy these needs.

This is precisely what we mean to do.

But as soon as we look at it from this point ofwjd>olitical Economy entirely
changes its aspect. It ceases to be a simple pisoriof facts, and becomes
asciencélNe can define it asihe study of the needs of humanity,and the means
of satisfying them with the least possible wastbushan energylts true name
should bePhysiology of Societyt constitutes a parallel science to the phygplo

of plants and animals, which also is the studyhefrteeds of plants and animals,
and the most advantageous ways of satisfying tHanthe series of social
sciences, the economy of human societies takegldlce, occupied in the series
of biological sciences by the physiology of orgamidies.

We say, here are human beings, united in a soddtfeel the need of living in
healthy houses. The savage’s hut no longer satigfeem; they require a more or
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less comfortable solid shelter. The question isntlwhether, man’s capacity for
production being given, every man can have a hofisgs own? and what is
hindering him from having it?

And we are soon convinced that every family in Pearaould perfectly well
have a comfortable house, such as are built in g&alglin Belgium, or in
Pullman City, or else an equivalent set of roomsefain number of days’ work
would suffice to build a pretty little airy houseell fitted up and lighted by gas.

But nine-tenths of Europeans have never posseshedleény house, because at
all times common people have had to work day afésr to satisfy the needs of
their rulers, and have never had the necessamyréeim money to build, or to
have built, the home of their dreams. And they bame no houses, and will
inhabit hovels as long as present conditions remaghanged.

As you see, we proceed contrary to economists, wmmortalize the so-
calledlaws of production, and reckoning up the number of lesubuilt every
year, demonstrate by statistics, that the new hoilises not sufficing to meet all
demands, nine-tenths of Europeamsstlive in hovels.

Let us pass on to food. After having enumeratedbdrefits accruing from the
division of labour economists tell us the divisiohlabour requires that some
men should work at agriculture and others at martufa. Farmers producing so
much, factories so much, exchange being carrieith auch a way, they analyze
the sale, the profit the net gain or the surpldsesthe wages, the taxes, banking,
and so on.

But after having followed them so far, we are ntrewiser, and if we ask them:
“How is it that millions of human beings are in wanf bread, when every family
could grow sufficient wheat to feed ten, twentydagwven a hundred people
annually?” they answer us by droning the same amthe division of labour,
wages, surplus value, capital, etc. — arriving te¢ same conclusion, that
production is insufficient to satisfy all needsg@nclusion which, if true, does
not answer the question: “Can or cannot man byaltisur produce the bread he
needs? And if he cannot, what is hindering him?”

Here are 350 million Europeans. They need so muead) so much meat, wine,
milk, eggs, and butter every year. They need soyrhanses, so much clothing.
This is the minimum of their needs. Can they predalt this? and if they can,
will there then be left sufficient leisure for adience, and amusement? — in a
word, for everything that is not comprised in tlategory of absolute necessities?
If the answer is in the affirmative, — What hindér&@m going ahead? What
must they do to remove obstacles? Is time needetd?hem take it! But let us
not lose sight of the aim of production — the datison of needs.
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If the most imperious needs of man remain unsatisfivhat must he do to
increase the productivity of his work? And is thameother cause? Might it not
be that production, having lost sight of theedsof man, has strayed in an
absolutely wrong direction, and that its organimatis at fault? And as we can
prove that such is the case, let us see how tgaaae production so as to really
satisfy all needs.

This seems to us the only right way of facing tkinghe only way that would
allow of Political Economy becoming a science — t8Beience of Social
Physiology.

It is evident that when this science will treatpbduction, as it is at present
carried on by civilized nations, by Hindoo communes by savages, it will
hardly state facts otherwise than the economiate $hem now; that is to say as
a simpledescriptivechapter, analogous to descriptive chapters of &poland
Botany. But if this chapter were written to thraghit on the economy of energy,
necessary to satisfy human needs, the chapter wgairhdin precision, as well as
in descriptive value. It would clearly prove theghtful waste of human energy
under the present system, and would admit, as wehdbas long as this system
exists,the needs of humanity will never be satisfie

The point of view, we see, would be entirely chahgBehind the loom that
weaves so many yards of cloth, behind the steé¢-marforator, and behind the
safe in which dividends are hoarded, we should sem, the artisan of
production, more often than not excluded from thasf he has prepared for
others. We should also understand that the standjpeing wrong, so-called
laws of value and exchange are but a very falséapapon of events, as they
happen nowadays; and that things will come to pasy differently when
production is organized in such a manner as to aleréeds of society.

There is not one single principle of Political Eoaty that does not change its
aspect if you look at it from our point of view.

Take, for instance, over-production, a word whicterg day re-echoes in our
ears. Is there a single economist, academiciarncaodidate for academical
honours, who has not supported arguments, prohiaigeconomic crises are due
to overproduction — that at a given moment morgocptmore cloth, more

watches are produced than are needed! Have notanwmised of “rapacity” the

capitalists who are obstinately bent on producingrenthan can possibly be
consumed! But on careful examination all these aeiags prove unsound. In

fact, Is there a commodity among those in univeusa which is produced in

greater quantity than need be? Examine one by lbmeramodities sent out by

countries exporting on a large scale,and you el that nearly all are produced
in insufficientquantities for the inhabitants of the countriepaking them.
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It is not a surplus of wheat that the Russian p#asends to Europe. The most
plentiful harvests of wheat and rye in. Europeasdiuonly yielénoughfor the
population. And as a rule the peasant deprivesdifroé what he actually needs
when he sells his wheat or rye to pay rent andstaxe

It is not a surplus of coal that England sendsh® four corners of the globe,
because only three-quarters of a ton, per headmidlation, annually, remain for
home domestic consumption, and millions of Englishmare deprived of fire in
the winter, or have only just enough to boil a fexgetables. In fact, setting aside
useless luxuries, there is in England, which exporre than any other country,
but a single commodity in universal use — cottonswhose production is
sufficiently great tgperhapsexceed the needs of the community. Yet when we
look upon the rags that pass for wearing apparehviy over a third of the
inhabitants of the United Kingdom, we are led t& asirselves whether the
cottons exported would not, within a trifle, sunetreal needs of the population?

As a rule it is not a surplus that is exported,utfio it may have been so
originally. The fable of the barefooted shoemalkeas true of nations as it was
formerly of artisans. We export the necessary codities. And we do so,
because the workmen cannot buy with their wageg thiey have produced, and
pay besides the rent and interest to the capitalidtthe banker.

Not only does the ever-growing need of comfort remansatisfied, but strict
necessaries are often wanting. “Surplus productaw®s, therefore, not exist, at
least not in the sense which is given to it byttleorists of Political Economy.

Taking another point — all economists tell us ttiare is a well-proved law:

“Man produces more than he consumes.” After helikkad on the proceeds of
his toil, there remains a surplus. Thus, a familguitivators produces enough to
feed several families, and so forth.

For us, this oft-repeated sentence has no sengem#ant that each generation
leaves something to future generations, it wouldrbe; thus, for example, a
farmer plants a tree that will live, maybe, forti forty, or a hundred years, and
whose fruits will still be gathered by the farmegisandchildren. Or he clears a
few acres of virgin soil, and we say that the laget of future generations has
been increased by that much. Roads, bridges, ¢dnslbouse and his furniture
are so much wealth bequeathed to succeeding geEmsiat

But this is not what is meant. We are told thatdhkivator produces more than
heneedconsume. Rather should they say that, the Statmdalways taken

from him a large share of his produce for taxes, phiest for tithe, and the
landlord for rent, a whole class of men has beeated, who formerly consumed
what they produced — save what was set aside ftoreseen accidents, or
expenses incurred in afforestation, roads, etc.utwiho to-day are compelled to
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live very poorly, from hand to mouth, the remaindeving been taken from
them by the State, the landlord, the priest, ardigurer.

Let us also observe that if the needs of the iddia are our starting-point, we
cannot fail to reach Communism, an organizationctvl@nables us to satisfy all
needs in the most thorough and economical way. éMhilve start from our
present method of production, and aim at gain amplss value, without taking
into account if production corresponds to the &adt®on of needs, we necessarily
arrive at Capitalism, or at most at Collectivismbeth being but divers forms of
our wages’ system.

In fact, when we consider the needs of the ind@idand of society, and the
means which man has resorted to in order to satiefyn during his varied
phases of development, we are convinced of thessigeof systematizing our
efforts, instead of producing haphazard as we deadays. It grows evident that
the appropriation by a few of all riches not consdrand transmitted from one
generation to another, is not in the general istdiée can state as a fact that
owing to these methods the needs of three-quanteseciety arenot satisfied,
and that the present waste of human strength isntive useless and the more
criminal.

We discover, moreover, that the most advantageaasafi all commodities
would be, for each of them, to go, first, for sigiisg those needs which are the
most pressing: that, in other words, the so-cdedle in use” of a commodity
does not depend on a simple whim, as has often bffemed, but on the
satisfaction it brings teealneeds.

Communism — that is to say, an organization whiclulg correspond to a view
of Consumption, Production, and Exchange, takenaasihole — therefore
becomes the logical consequence of the compreheakihings, the only one, in
our opinion,that is really scientific.

A society that will satisfy the needs of all, andigh will know how to organize
production, will also have to make a clean sweepseVeral prejudices
concerning industry, and first of all of the theafgen preached by economists
— The Division of Laboutheory — which we are going to discuss in the next
chapter.
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Chapter 15: The Division of Labour
I

Political Economy has always confined itself taistafacts occurring in society,
and justifying them in the interest of the dominalass. Thus it is in favour of
the division of labour created by industry. Havifigund it profitable to
capitalists it has set it up as a principle.

Look at the village smith, said Adam Smith, theh&t of modern Political
Economy. If he has never been accustomed to maldilg he will only succeed
by hard toil in forging two to three hundred a dapd even then they will be
bad. But if this same smith has never done anytbuignails, he will easily
supply as many as two thousand three hundred iodhiese of a day. And Smith
hastened to the conclusion — “Divide labour, sgea@ago on specializing; let
us have smiths who only know how to make headmt of nails, and by this
means we shall produce more. We shall grow rich.”

That a smith sentenced for life to the making adidse of nails would lose all
interest in his work, would be entirely at the nyenf his employer with his

limited handicraft, would be out of work four monthut of twelve, and that his
wages would decrease when he could be easily explag an apprentice, Smith
did not think of it when he exclaimed — “Long litiee division of labour. This

is the real gold-mine that will enrich the natiosihd all joined in the cry.

And later on, when a Sismondi or a J. B. Say begannderstand that the
division of labour, instead of enriching the whalgtion, only enriches the rich,
and that the worker, who for life is doomed to makihe eighteenth part of a
pin, grows stupid and sinks into poverty — what difficial economists
propose? Nothing! They did not say to themselvaslily a lifelong grind at one
and the same mechanical toil the worker would hiséntelligence and his spirit
of invention, and that, on the contrary, a varietyoccupations would result in
considerably augmenting the productivity of a nmatiBut this is the very issue
now before us.

If, however, only economists preached the permarmnt often hereditary
division of labour, we might allow them to preatlas much as they pleased. But
ideas taught by doctors of science filter into rseminds and pervert them; and
from repeatedly hearing the division of labour, fjigo interest, credit, etc.,
spoken of as problems long since solved, men, am#tess too, end by arguing
like economists, and by venerating the same fedishe

Thus we see a number of socialists, even thosehafie not feared to point out
the mistakes of science, justifying the divisionlaifour. Talk to them about the
organization of work during the Revolution, andyttaaswer that the division of
labour must be maintained; that if you sharpened pefore the Revolution you
must go on sharpening them after. True, you witlhave to work more than five
hours a day, but you will have to sharpen pinsyalr life, while others will

make designs for machines that will enable youhrgen hundreds of millions
of pins during your lifetime; and others again viik specialists in the higher
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branches of literature, science, and art, etc. Wete born to sharpen pins while
Pasteur was born to invent the inoculation agaanmshrax, and the Revolution
will leave you both to your respective employmendgell, it is this horrible
principle, so noxious to society, so brutalizingth® individual, source of so
much harm, that we propose to discuss in its dinesifestations.

We know the consequences of the division of ladolirwell. It is evident that
we are divided into two classes: on the one harmjyzers who consume very
little and are exempt from thinking because thely dio physical work, and who
work badly because their brains remain inactived an the other hand, the
consumers, who, producing little or hardly anythifave the privilege of
thinking for the others, and who think badly be@atise whole world of those
who toil with their hands is unknown to them. Tladdurers of the soil know
nothing of machinery those who work at machinengorg everything about
agriculture. The ideal of modern industry is a @¢kéndinga machine that he
cannot and must not understand, and a foreman imks him if his attention
flags for a moment. The ideal of industrial agriat is to do away with the
agricultural labourer altogether and to set a mé&wo woes odd jobs to tend a
steam-plough or a threshing-machine. The divisidalmour means labelling and
stamping men for life — some to splice ropes irtdees, some to be foremen in
a business, others to shove huge coal-basketpantigular part of a mine; but
none of them to have any idea of machinery as deytmor of business, nor of
mines. And thereby they destroy the love of worll #re capacity for invention
that, at the beginning of modern industry, credtesl machinery on which we
pride ourselves so much.

What they have done for individuals, they also wdnto do for nations.
Humanity was to be divided into national workshdpsying each its speciality.
Russia, we were taught, was destined by natureaw gorn; England to spin
cotton; Belgium to weave cloth; while Switzerlandagvto train nurses and
governesses. Moreover, each separate city wastdblish a speciality. Lyons
was to weave silk, Auvergne to make lace, and Ranisy articles. Economists
believed that specialization opened an immensed fier production and
consumption, and that an era of limitless wealtinfiankind was at hand.

But these great hopes vanished as fast as tectnicaledge spread abroad. As
long as England stood alone as a weaver of cottoth,as a metal-worker on a
large scale; as long as only Paris made artisticyfarticles, etc., all went well,

economists could preach so-called division of labwthout being refuted.

But a new current of thought induced all civilizadtions to manufacture for
themselves. They found it advantageous to produed they formerly received
from other countries, or from their colonies, whiah their turn aimed at
emancipating themselves from the mother-countryierfiific discoveries
universalized the methods of production and hemttefowas useless to pay an
exorbitant price abroad for what could easily bedpced at home. Does not then
this industrial revolution strike a crushing blowthe theory of the division of
labour which was supposed to be so sound?



Rows

Collection

The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 118

Chapter 16: The Decentralization of Industry

After the Napoleonic wars Britain all but succeeded ruining the main
industries which had sprung up in France at theoéitide preceding century. She
became also mistress of the seas and had no ofvefgortance. She took in the
situation, and knew how to turn its privileges aadlVantages to account. She
established an industrial monopoly, and, imposim®ru her neighbours her
prices for the goods she alone could manufactureyraulated riches upon
riches.

But as the middle-class Revolution of the eightear@ntury abolished serfdom
and created a proletariat in France, industry, ket for a time in its flight,
soared again, and from the second half of the @emth century France ceased to
be a tributary of England for manufactured goodsddy she too has grown into
a nation with an export trade. She sells far mbam sixty million pounds’ worth
of manufactured goods, and two-thirds of these g@od fabrics. The number of
Frenchmen working for export or living by their éxgn trade, is estimated at
three millions.

France is therefore no longer England’s tributdmyher turn she has striven to
monopolize certain branches of foreign industrychsas silks and ready-made
clothes, and has reaped immense profits thereflmrn;she is on the point of

losing this monopoly for ever, as England is ongbant of losing the monopoly

of cotton goods.

Travelling eastwards, industry has reached Germéifty. years ago Germany
was a tributary of England and France for most rfastured commodities in the
higher branches of industry. It is no longer sothia course of the last forty-five
years, and especially since the Franco-German @armany has completely
reorganized her industry. The new factories arekst with the best machinery;
the latest creations of industrial art in cottorod® from Manchester, or in silks
from Lyons, etc., are now realized in recent Gerrfantories. It took two or

three generations of workers, at Lyons and Manehgegi construct the modern
machinery; but Germany adopted it in its perfecs¢gate. Technical schools,
adapted to the needs of industry, supply the fexgawith an army of intelligent

workmen — practical engineers, who can work witimdhand brain. German
industry starts at the point which was only reachgdvianchester and Lyons
after fifty years of groping in the dark, of exertiand experiments.

It follows that as Germany manufactures as welh@he, she diminishes her
imports from France and England year by year. Sigerot only become their
rival in manufactured goods in Asia and in Afritayt also in London and in
Paris. Shortsighted people may cry out againstFiamkfort Treaty, they may
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explain German competition by little differences railway tariffs; they may
linger on the petty side of questions and negleeatghistorical facts. But it is
none the less certain that the main industriesnéoly in the hands of England
and France, have progressed eastward, and in Gerinap found a country,
young, full of energy, possessing an intelligenddie class, and eager in its turn
to enrich itself by foreign trade.

While Germany freed itself from subjection to Franand England,
manufactured her own cotton cloth, constructed dwven machines — in fact,
manufactured all commodities — the main industtsk also root in Russia,
where the development of manufacture is the mangrising as it sprang up but
yesterday.

At the time of the abolition of serfdom in 1861,4Ria hardly had any factories.
Everything they needed — machines, rails, railwaghees, rich materials —
came from the West. Twenty years later she possedseady 85,000 factories,
and the goods from these factories had increasetbfd in value.

The old machinery was superseded, and now neatliyeasteel in use in Russia,
three-quarters of the iron, two-thirds of the caal, railway engines, railway-
carriages, rails, nearly all steamers, are madrRussia.

Russia, destined — so wrote economists — to reraimgricultural territory,
has rapidly developed into a manufacturing courfitye orders hardly anything
from England, and very little from Germany.

Economists hold the customs responsible for thesdsf and yet cottons
manufactured in Russia are sold at the same psige lsondon. Capital taking no
cognizance of fatherland, German and English digiga accompanied by

engineers and foremen of their own nationalitiesjehintroduced in Russia and
in Poland manufactories, the excellence of whosslg@ompete with the best
from England. If customs were abolished to-morrongnufacture would only

gain by it. Not long ago the British manufacturdedivered another hard blow to
the imports of cloth and woollens from the Westeytset up in southern and
middle Russia immense wool factories, stocked trithmost perfect machinery
from Bradford, and already now Russia hardly imponbre than a few pieces of
English cloth and French woollen fabrics as samples

The main industries not only move eastward, theysareading to the southern
peninsulas. The Turin Exhibition of 1884 has algeadown the progress made
in Italian manufactured produce, and, let us nokemany mistake about it, the
mutual hatred of the French and Italian middle s#ashas no other origin than
their industrial rivalry. Spain is also becomingiadustrial country; while in the

East, Bohemia has suddenly sprung up to importaxea new centre of
manufactures, provided with perfected machineryappulying the best scientific

methods.
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We might also mention Hungary’'s rapid progresshim main industries, but let
us rather take Brazil as an example. Economistteseed Brazil to cultivate
cotton for ever, to export it in its raw state, aodreceive cotton-cloth from
Europe in exchange. In fact, forty years ago Braad only nine wretched little
cotton factories with 385 spindles. To-day them Hd8 cotton-mills, possessing
715,000 spindles and 26,050 looms, which tlirow &84ion yards of textiles on
the market annually.

Even Mexico is setting about manufacturing cotttmikg instead of importing it
from Europe. As to the United States they haveegfrieéed themselves from
European tutelage, and have triumphally developeil manufacturing powers.

But it was India which gave the most striking pragfinst the specialization of
national industry.

We all know the theory: the great European natiweed colonies, for colonies
send raw material — cotton fibre, unwashed wooicesy etc., to the mother-
land. And the mother-land, under pretence of sentliem manufactured wares,
gets rid of her burnt stuffs, her machine scrap-mad every thing which she no
longer has use for. It costs her little or nothiagd none the less the articles are
sold at exorbitant prices.

Such was the theory — such was the practice fanmg time. In London and
Manchester fortunes were made while India was beinged. In the India
Museum in London unheard-of riches, collected iric@#a and Bombay by
English merchants, are to be seen.

But other English merchants and capitalists cormtkthe very simple idea that it
would be more expedient to exploit the nativesnafid by making cotton-cloth
in India itself, than to import from twenty to twigrfour million pounds’ worth
of goods annually.

At first a series of experiments ended in faildrelian weavers — artists and
experts in their own craft — could not inure thetlwss to factory life; the
machinery sent from Liverpool was bad; the clintzdd to be taken into account;
and merchants had to adapt themselves to new aorgjinow fully observed,
before British India could become the menacinglrofathe Mother-land she is
to-day.

She now possesses 200 cotton factories which engtdoyt 196,400 workmen,
and contain 5,231,000 spindles and 48,400 loomd, 2t jute mills, with

409,000 spindles. She exports annually to Chinah#oDutch Indies, and to
Africa, nearly eight million pounds’ worth of tharse white cotton-cloth, said to
be England’s speciality. And while English workmare unemployed and in
great want, Indian women weave cotton by machif@ryhe Far East at the rate
of sixpence a day. In short, intelligent manufagtsirare fully aware that the day
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is not far off when they will not know what to datiwthe “factory hands” who
formerly weaved cotton-cloth exported from Englami@ksides which it is
becoming more and more evident that India will mgport a single ton of iron
from England. The initial difficulties in using theal and the iron ore obtained
in India have been overcome; and foundries, ringllihose in England, have
been built on the shores of the Indian Ocean.

Colonies competing with the mother-land in its proiibn of manufactured
goods, such is the factor which will regulate eaopan the twentieth century.

And why should India not manufacture ? What shoodd the hindrance ?
Capital? — But capital goes wherever there are nmgr enough to be
exploited. Knowledge? — But knowledge recognizes mational barriers.
Technical skill of the worker? — No. Are, then, Hoo workmen inferior to the
237,000 boys and girls, not eighteen years olgredent working in the English
textile factories?

After having glanced at national industries it wibbk very interesting to turn to
special industries.

Let us take silk, for example, an eminently Frepobduct in the first half of the
nineteenth century. We all know how Lyons becanee @émporium of the silk
trade. At first raw silk was gathered in southerari€e, till little by little they
ordered it from lItaly, from Spain, from Austriapim the Caucasus, and from
Japan, for the manufacture of their silk fabriecs1875, out of five million kilos
of raw silk converted into stuffs in the vicinitf dyons, there were only four
hundred thousand kilos of French silk. But if Lyonanufactured imported silk,
why should not Switzerland, Germany, Russia, domash? Silk weaving
developed indeed in the villages round Zurich. Bideame a great centre of the
silk trade. The Caucasian Administration engagedham from Marseilles and
workmen from Lyons to teach Georgians the perfemadng of silkworms, and
the art of converting silk into fabrics to the Casian peasants. Austria followed.
Then Germany, with the help of Lyons workmen, bgikat silk factories. The
United States did likewise in Paterson.

And to-day the silk trade is no longer a French apmty. Silks are made in
Germany, in Austria, in the United States, and mgl&nd. In winter, Caucasian
peasants weave silk handkerchiefs at a wage thaldwonean starvation to the
silkweavers of Lyons. Italy sends silks to Frarnaeg Lyons, which in 1870-4
exported 460 million francs’ worth of silk fabricsxports now only one-half of
that amount. In fact, the time is not far off whieyons will only send higher
class goods and a few novelties as patterns to &@grnRussia, and Japan.



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn The Conquest of Bread Pétr Kropotkin Halaman 122

And so it is in all industries. Belgium has no lenghe cloth monopoly; cloth is
made in Germany, in Russia, in Austria, in the ebhiBtates. Switzerland and the
French Jura have no longer a clockwork monopolytches are made every
where. Scotland no longer refines sugar for RudRigssian sugar is imported
into England. ltaly, although neither possessingl eswr iron, makes its own
ironclads and engines for her steamers. Chemidabiny is no longer an English
monopoly; sulphuric acid and soda are made evaherlrals. Steam-engines,
made at Winterthur, have acquired everywhere a wigheitation, and at the
present moment, Switzerland, that has neither ooaliron — nothing but
excellent technical schools — makes machinery bettd cheaper than England.
So ends the theory of Exchange.

The tendency of trade, as for all else, is towackdtralization.

Every nation finds it advantageous to combine afftice with the greatest
possible variety of foundries and manufactoriese Bpecialization, of which
economists spoke so highly, enriched a number pitadests but is now of no
use. On the contrary, it is to the advantage ofyekegion, every nation, to grow
their own wheat, their own vegetables, and to mactufe all produce they
consume at home. This diversity is the surest @ed§ the complete
development of production by mutual co-operatiomd ahe moving cause of
progress, while specialization is a hindrance tmess.

Agriculture can only prosper in proximity to fades. And no sooner does a
single factory appear than an infinite variety ofiey factoriesmustspring up
around, so that, mutually supporting and stimutatone another by their
inventions, they increase their productivity.

It is foolish indeed to export wheat and importufioto export wool and import

cloth, to export iron and import machinery; notyobkcause transportation is a
waste of time and money, but, above all, becauseuatry with no developed

industry inevitably remains behind the times iniagture; because a country
with no large factories to bring steel to a finidleondition is also backward in

all other industries; and lastly, because the itvéalsand technical capacities of
the nation remain undeveloped.

In the world of production everything holds togetimewadays. Cultivation of
the soil is no longer possible without machinerjthaut great irrigation works,
without railways, without manure factories. Andadapt this machinery, these
railways, these irrigation engines, etc., to locahditions, a certain spirit of
invention, a certain amount of technical skill,ttha dormant as long as spades
and ploughshares are the only implements of ctitmamust be developed.

If fields are to be properly cultivated, and aregiield the abundant harvests man
has the right to expect, it is essential that wiooks, foundries, and factories
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develop within the reach of the fields. A variefyogcupations, a variety of skill
arising therefrom end working together for a comnam — these are the
genuine forces of progress.

And now let us imagine the inhabitants of a cityaderritory — whether vast or
small — stepping for the first time on to the pafiihe Social Revolution.

We are sometimes told that “nothing will have cleig that the mines, the
factories, etc., will be expropriated, and prockdmnational or communal
property, that every man will go back to his uswatk, and that the Revolution
will then be accomplished.

But this is a dream: the Social Revolution canakétplace so simply.

We have already mentioned that should the Reveollti@ak out to-morrow in
Paris, Lyons, or any other city — should the woskky hands on factories,
houses, and banks, present production would be letehp revolutionized by
this simple fact.

International commerce will come to a standstitl;adso will the importation of
foreign bread-stuffs; the circulation of commoditiand of provisions will be
paralyzed. And then, the city or territory in revelill be compelled to provide
for itself, and to reorganize production. If it l&ito do so, it is death. If it
succeeds, it will revolutionize the economic lifettee country.

The quantity of imported provisions having decréaseonsumption having
increased, one million Parisians working for exption purposes having been
thrown out of work, a great number of things impdrto-day from distant or
neighbouring countries not reaching their destomati fancy-trade being
temporarily at a standstill, What will the inhaloita have to eat six months after
the Revolution?

We think that when the stores are empty, the magileseek to obtain their food
from the land. They will be compelled to cultivatee soil, to combine
agricultural production with industrial productiam Paris and its environs. They
will have to abandon the merely ornamental tradesansider the most urgent
need — bread.

Citizens will be obliged to become agriculturiskéot in the same manner as
peasants who wear themselves out, ploughing foagewthat barely provides
them with sufficient food for the year’ but by folling the principles of market-
gardeners’ intensive agriculture, applied on adasgale by means of the best
machinery that man has invented or can invent. Madytill the land — not,
how ever, like the country beast of burden a Hanigller would object to that.
They will reorganize cultivation, not in ten yeatshe, but at once, during the
revolutionary struggles, from fear of being worsbgdthe enemy.

Agriculture will have to be carried on by intelligebeings; availing themselves
of their knowledge, organizing themselves in joy@asgs for pleasant work,
like the men who, a hundred years ago, worked énGhamp de Mars for the
Feast of the Federation — a work of delight, when carried to excess, when
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scientifically organized, when man invents and iowes his tools and is
conscious of being a useful member of the community

Of course, they will not only cultivate, they wilso produce those things which
they formerly used to order from foreign parts. Aetlus not forget that for the
inhabitants of a revolted territory, “foreign pdrteay include all districts that
have not joined in the revolutionary movement. Bgrihe Revolutions of 1793
and 1871 Paris was made to feel that “foreign partsant even the country
district at her very gates. The speculator in grait Troyes starved the
sansculottes of Paris more effectually than thex@ararmies brought on French
soil by the Versailles conspirators. The revoltét will be compelled to do
without “foreigners,” and why not? France inventaktroot sugar when sugar-
cane ran short during the continental blockadeisRas discovered salt petre in
their cellars when they no longer received any fabmad. Shall we be inferior
to our grandfathers, who with difficulty lisped tfiest words of science?

A revolution is more than the destruction of a fdil system. It implies the
awakening of human intelligence, the increasinghefinventive spirit tenfold, a
hundredfold; it is the dawn of a new, science —dtience of men like Laplace,
Lamarck, Lavoisier. It is a revolution in the mindé men, more than in their
institutions.

And economists tell us to return to our workshoas,if passing through a
revolution were going home after a walk in the BEgpfiorest!

To begin with, the sole fact of having laid handsnaiddle-class property implies
the necessity of completely reorganizing the whole economic life in
workshops, in dockyards, and in factories.

And the revolution will not fail to act in this diction. Should Paris, during the
social revolution, be cut off from the world foyear or two by the supporters of
middle-class rule, its millions of intellects, ng#t depressed by factory life —
that City of little trades which stimulate the spof invention — will show the
world what man’s brain can accomplish without agkimy help from without,
but the motor force of the sun that gives lighg gower of the wind that sweeps
away impurities, and the silent life-forces at workhe earth we tread on.

We shall see then what a variety of trades, mutualtoperating on a spot of the
globe and animated by the social revolution, canadteed, clothe, house, and
supply with all manner of luxuries millions of ititgent men.

We need write no fiction to prove this. What we atge of, what has already
been experimented upon, and recognized as practoalld suffice to carry it
into effect, if the attempt were fertilized, viwefi by the daring inspiration of the
Revolution and the spontaneous impulse of the rsasse
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Chapter 17: Agriculture
|

Political Economy has often been reproached withwdrg all its deductions
from the decidedly false principle, that the onhgentive capable of forcing a
man to augment his power of production is persamarest in its narrowest
sense.

The reproach is perfectly true; so true that epadigreat industrial discoveries
and true progress in industry are precisely thosehich the happiness of all was
the aim pursued, and in which personal enrichmead lgast thought of. Great
investigators and great inventors aimed, withoutbdpat the emancipation of
mankind. And if Watt, Stephenson, Jacquard, etuldchave only foreseen what
a state of misery their sleepless nights woulddotm the workers, they would
probably have burned their designs and broken thedels.

Another principle that pervades Paolitical Economyjust as false. It is the tacit
admission, common to all economists, that if thisreften over-production in
certain branches, a society will nevertheless nénase sufficient products to
satisfy the wants of all, and that consequently dag will never come when
nobody will be forced to sell his labour in exchanfpr wages. This tacit
admission is found at the basis of all theories thedso-called “laws” taught by
economists.

And yet it is certain that the day when any cializassociation of individuals
would ask itself, what are the needs of all, arelrtteans of satisfying them, it
would see that, in industry as in agriculture, lieady possesses sufficient to
provide abundantly for all needs, on condition tih&nows how to apply these
means to satisfy real needs.

That this is true as regards industry no one camest Indeed, it suffices to
study the processes already in use to extract emalsore, to obtain steel and
work it, to manufacture what is used for clothirgfc., in large industrial

establishments, in order to perceive that we calrkehdy increase our production
fourfold and yet economize work.

We go further. We assert that agriculture is in $hene position: the labourer,
like the manufacturer, already possesses the nteamsrease his production, not
only fourfold but tenfold, and he will be able tatpt into practice as soon as he
feels the need of it, as soon as the socialist niegion of work will be
established instead of the present capitalistic one

Each time agriculture is spoken of, men imagineeaspnt bending over the
plough, throwing badly sorted corn haphazard irte ground and waiting
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anxiously for what the good or bad season will dptiorth; or a family working
from morn to night and reaping as reward a rude, leg bread, and coarse
beverage. In a word, they picture “the wild beadtla Bruyére.

And for this man, thus subjected to misery, theasgtihrelief society proposes is
to reduce his taxes or his rent. But they do nenedare to imagine a cultivator
standing erect, taking leisure, and producing bfewa hours’ work per day
sufficient food to nourish, not only his own familyut a hundred men more at
the least. In their most glowing dreams of the fetBocialists do not go beyond
American extensive culture, which, after all, i the infancy of agricultural art.

The agriculturist has broader ideas to-day — hixeptions are on a far grander
scale. He only asks for a fraction of an acre ideorto produce sufficient
vegetables for a family; and to feed twenty-fivertenl beasts he needs no more
space than he formerly required to feed one; misigito make his own soil, to
defy seasons and climate, to warm both air andh eadund the young plant; to
produce, in a word, on one acre what he used tp orofifty acres, and that
without any excessive fatigue — by greatly reducmythe contrary, the total of
former labour. He knows that we will be able todexerybody by giving to the
culture of the fields no more time than what eaah give with pleasure and joy.

This is the present tendency of agriculture.

While scientific men, led by Liebig, the creator tife chemical theory of
agriculture, often got on the wrong tack in thewvd of mere theories, unlettered
agriculturists opened up new roads to prosperitarkdt-gardeners of Paris,
Troyes, Rouen, Scotch and English gardeners, Hterfigismers, peasants of
Jersey, Guernsey, and farmers on the Scilly Iskag fopened up such large
horizons that the mind hesitates to grasp them.aAdp till lately a family of

peasants needed at least seventeen to twentytadies on the produce of the
soil — and we know how peasants live — we can mgéo say what is the
minimum area on which all that is necessary torailfacan be grown, even
including articles of luxury, if the soil is workdry means of intensive culture.

Ten years ago it could already be asserted thaipalation of thirty million
individuals could live very well, without importingnything, on what could be
grown in Great Britain. But now, when we see thegpess recently made in
France as well as in England, and when we contdenghi@ new horizons which
open before us, we can say that in cultivatingetagth as it is already cultivated
in many places, even on poor soils, fifty or sixtyllion inhabitants to the
territory of Great Britain would still be a veryeiele proportion to what man
could exact from the soil.

In any case (as we are about to demonstrate) wecansider it as absolutely
proved that if to-morrow Paris and the two departta®f Seine and of Seine-et-
Oise organized themselves as an Anarchist commurvehich all worked with
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their hands, and if the entire universe refusedeind them a single bushel of
wheat, a single head of cattle, a single baskdtuif, and left them only the
territory of the two departments, they could notyooroduce corn, meat, and
vegetables necessary for themselves, but alsdeartaf luxury in sufficient
quantities for all.

And, in addition, we affirm that the sum total bistlabour would be far less than
that expended at present to feed these peoplecarith harvested in Auvergne
and Russia, with vegetables produced a little evieeye by extensive

agriculture, and with fruit grown in the South.

It is self-evident that we in nowise desire “alkchange to be suppressed, nor
that each region should strive to produce that vkl only grow in its climate
by a more or less artificial culture. But we casadtaw attention to the fact that
the theory of exchange, such as is understoodytpislatrangely exaggerated —
that exchange is often useless and even harmful.agg¢ert, moreover, that
people have never had a right conception of thednsa labour of Southern
wine growers, nor of that of Russian and Hungamamnn growers, whose
excessive labour could also be very much reducethe§ adopted intensive
culture, instead of their present system of extenagriculture.

It would be impossible to quote here the mass ofsfan which we base our
assertions. We are therefore obliged to refer @aders who want further
information to another book, “Fields, Factoriesd adorkshops.” Above all we
earnestly invite those who are interested in thestjon to read several excellent
works published in France and elsewhere, and oftwive give a list at the close
of this book”. As to the inhabitants of large towns, who haveyasno real
notion of what agriculture can be, we advise thenexplore the surrounding
market-gardens and study the cultivation. They nagidobserve and question
market-gardeners, and a new world will be operhémt They will thus be able
to see what European agriculture may be in the tietbncentury; and they will
understand with what force the social revolutioti ¥ armed when we know
the secret of taking everything we need from thke so

A few facts will suffice to show that our asseroare in no way exaggerated.
We only wish them to be preceded by a few generabrks.

We know in what a wretched condition European adjice is. If the cultivator

of the sail is not plundered by the landowner, ©igobbed by the State. If the
State taxes him moderately, the money-lender eesldvm by means of
promissory notes, and soon turns him into the sngrhant of a soil belonging in
reality to a financial company. The landlord, th&t&, and the banker thus
plunder the cultivator by means of rent, taxes, emerest. The sum varies in
each country, but it never falls below the quartery often the half of the raw
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produce. In France agriculturists paid the Stafeeqecently as much as 44 per
cent of the gross produce.

Moreover, the share of the owner and the Stateyalwaes on increasing. As
soon as the cultivator has obtained more plentifaps by prodigies of labour,

invention, or initiative, the tribute he will owe the landowner, the State, and
the banker will augment in proportion. If he dowublhe number of bushels
reaped per acre, rent will be doubled and taxesatiod the State will take care to
raise them still more if the prices go up. And so m short, everywhere the
cultivator of the soil works twelve to sixteen hewr day; these three vultures
take from him everything he might lay by; they roin everywhere of what

would enable him to improve his culture. This isywdgriculture progresses so
slowly.

The cultivator can only occasionally make some preg, in some exceptional
regions, under quite exceptional circumstanceslodhg upon a quarrel
between the three vampires. And yet we have sahldngpabout the tribute every
cultivator pays to the manufacturer. Every machewery spade, every barrel of
chemical manure, is sold to him at three or foores its real cost. Nor let us
forget the middleman, who levies the lion’s shdrehe earth’s produce.

This is why, during all this century of inventiomcaprogress, agriculture has
only improved from time to time on very limited as

Happily there have always been small oases, neglecr some time by the
vultures; and here we learn what intensive agticalcan produce for mankind.
Let us mention a few examples.

In the American prairies (which, however, only gieheagre spring wheat crops,
from 7 to 15 bushels an acre, and even these &ea afarred by periodical
droughts), 500 men, working only during eight mentbhroduce the annual food
of 50,000 people. With all the improvements of thst few years, one man’s
yearly labour (300 days) yields, delivered in Chmas flour, the yearly food of
250 men. Here the result is obtained by a greata@og in manual labour: on
those vast plains, which the eye cannot encompalssighing, harvesting,
thrashing, are organized in almost military fashibnere is no useless running to
and fro, no loss of time — all is done with pardi#te-precision.

This is agriculture on a large scale — extensivecatjure, which takes the soll
from nature without seeking to improve it. When #sath has yielded ail it can,
they leave it; they seek elsewhere for a virgih, $oibe exhausted in its turn. But
there is also “intensive” agriculture, which isesldy worked, and will be more
and more so, by machinery. Its object is to culéva limited space well, to
manure, to improve, to concentrate work, and taiokthe largest crop possible.
This kind of culture spreads every year, and wheaggiculturists in the south of
France and on the fertile plains of Western Amea content with an average
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crop of 11 to 15 bushels per acre by extensiveujltthey reap regularly 39
even 55, and sometimes 60 bushels per acre inattte of France. The annual
consumption of a man is thus obtained from less thquarter of an acre.

And the more intense the culture is, the less vimexpended to obtain a bushel
of wheat. Machinery replaces man at the preliminargrk and for the
improvements needed by the land — such as draimiegying of stones —
which will double the crops in future, once and éwer. Sometimes nothing but
keeping the soil free of weeds without manuringpved an average soil to yield
excellent crops from year to year. It has been donewventy years in succession
at Rothamstead, in Hertfordshire.

Let us not write an agricultural romance, but btésBad with a crop of 44
bushels per acre. That needs no exceptional adgilmerely a rational culture;
and let us see what it means.

The 3,600,000 individuals who inhabit the two dépants of Seine and Seine-
et-Oise consume yearly for their food a little ldkan 22 million bushels of
cereals, chiefly wheat; and in our hypothesis theyld have to cultivate, in
order to obtain this crop, 494,200 acres out of 1[%07,300 acres which they
possess. It is evident they would not cultivateriiveith spades. That would need
too much time — 96 work-days of 5 hours per adravduld be preferable to
improve the soil once for all — to drain what nesde be drained to level what
needed levelling, to clear the soil of stones, werven necessary to spend 5
million days of 5 hours in this preparatory work ar average of 10 work-days
to each acre.

Then they would plough with the steam-digger, whickuld take one and three-
fifths of a day per acre, and they would give aaottne and three-fifths of a day
for working with the double plough. Seeds wouldsbeted by steam instead of
taken haphazard, and they would be carefully sawmnows instead of being
thrown to the four winds. Now all this work wouldttake 10 days of 5 hours
per acre if the work were done under good conditidut if 10 million work-
days are given to good culture during 3 or 4 yetirs,result will be later on
crops of 44 to 55 bushels per acre by only workialj the time.

Fifteen million work-days will have thus been spengive bread to a population
of 3,600,000 inhabitants. And the work would bebsticat each could do it
without having muscles of steel, or without haviegen worked the ground
before. The initiative and the general distributioihwork would come from
those who know the soil. As to the work itself,rhés no townsman of either sex
so enfeebled as to be incapable of looking afteshin@s and of contributing his
share to agrarian work after a few hours’ apprestiip.

Well, when we consider that in the present chaesetlare, in a city like Paris,
without counting the unemployed of the upper clasabout 100,000 men out of
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work in their several trades, we see that the poWwst in our present
organization would alone suffice to give, with éigaal culture, bread necessary
to the three or four million inhabitants of the tdepartments.

We repeat, this is no fancy dream, and we havespamiten of the truly intensive
agriculture. We have not depended upon the whdadifed in three years by
Mr. Hallett) of which one grain, replanted, proddc&000 or 6000, and
occasionally 10,000 grains, which would give theeatnecessary for a family of
five individuals on an area of 120 square yards.tf@ncontrary, we have only
mentioned what has been already achieved by numeiammers in France,
England, Belgium, etc., and what might be done torow with the experience
and knowledge acquired already by practice ongelacale.

But without a revolution, neither to-morrow, noteafto-morrow will see it done,
because it is not to the interest of landowners eapitalists; and because
peasants who would find their profit in it have ther the knowledge nor the
money, nor the time to obtain what is necessagotahead.

The present society has not yet reached this sBagdet Parisians proclaim an
Anarchist Commune, and they will of necessity cdmé, because they will not
be foolish enough to continue making luxurious téyhich Vienna, Warsaw,
and Berlin make as well already) and to run thie aisbeing left without bread.

Moreover, agricultural work, by the help of machinewvould soon become the
most attractive and the most joyful of all occupas.

“We have had enough jewellery and enough dollsthes,” they would say; “it
is high time for the workers to recruit their stgémin agriculture, to go in search
of vigour, of impressions of nature, of the joyliéd, that they have forgotten in
the dark factories of the suburbs.”

In the Middle Ages it was Alpine pasture landsheatthan guns, which allowed
the Swiss to shake off lords and kings. Moderncajuire will allow a city in
revolt to free itself from the combined bourgeaecks.

We have seen how the 3%z million inhabitants oftét® departments round Paris
could find ample bread by cultivating only a thotltheir territory. Let us now
pass on to cattle.

Englishmen, who eat much meat, consume on an averdtle less than 220 Ib.
a year per adult. Supposing all meats consumed wezn, that makes a little
less than the third of an ox. An ox a year for @viduals (including children) is
already a sufficient ration. For 3%z million inhalits this would make an annual
consumption of 700,000 head of cattle.
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To-day, with the pasture system, we need at leasiilllon acres to nourish
660,000 head of cattle. This makes 9 acres per baald of horned cattle.
Nevertheless, with prairies moderately wateredgring water (as recently done
on thousands of acres in the south-west of Fraride)million acres already
suffice. But if intensive culture is practiced, dmektroot is grown for fodder, you
only need a quarter of that area, that is to shgpya310,000 acres. And if we
have recourse to maize and practice ensilage @hgmssion of fodder while
green) like Arabs, we obtain fodder on an areald@f200 acres.

In the environs of Milan, where sewer water is usedrigate the fields, fodder
for 2 to 3 horned cattle per each acre is obtaoredn area of 22,000 acres; and
on a few favoured fields, up to 177 tons of haytlie 10 acres have been
cropped, the yearly provender of 36 milch cows. riyeaine acres per head of
cattle are needed under the pasture system, ap@¥%nhcres for 9 oxen or cows
under the new system. These are the opposite eedremmodern agriculture.

In Guernsey, on a total of 9884 acres utilized,rlgebalf (4695 acres) are
covered with cereals and kitchen-gardens; only S@®s remain as meadows.
On these 5189 acres, 1480 horses, 7260 head lef, @0 sheep, and 4200 pigs
are fed, which makes more than 3 head of cattlpmsres, without reckoning
the sheep or the pigs. It is needless to add tieatetrtility of the soil is made by
seaweed and chemical manures.

Returning to our 3% million inhabitants belongimgRaris and its environs, we
see that the land necessary for the rearing ofecadimes down from 5 million
acres to 197,000. Well, then, let us not stop eldlvest figures, let us take those
of ordinary intensive culture; let us liberally attdthe land necessary for smaller
cattle which must replace some of the horned beestsallow 395,000 acres for
the rearing of cattle — 494,000 if you like, on th®13,000 acres remaining
after bread has been provided for the people.

Let us be generous and give 5 million work-daypubthis landinto a productive
state.

After having therefore employed in the course gfear 20 million work-days,
half of which are for permanent improvements, wellshave bread and meat
assured to us, without including all the extra melattainable in the shape of
fowls, pigs, rabbits, etc.; without taking into smferation that a population
provided with excellent vegetables and fruit conssmless meat than
Englishmen, who supplement their poor supply ofetalgles by animal food.
Now, how much do 20 million work-days of 5 hourskaaer inhabitant? Very
little indeed. A population of 3% millions must teaat least 1,200,000 adult men,
and as many women capable of work. Well, thenjue gread and meat to all, it
would need only 17 half-days of work a year per mfaid 3 million work-days,
or double that number if you like, in order to dbtanilk. That will make 25
work-days of 5 hours in all — nothing more thanittel pleasurable country
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exercise — to obtain the three principal produagesall, meat, and milk. The
three products which, after housing, cause dailyiedyn to nine-tenths of
mankind.

And yet — let us not tire of repeating — these aoe fancy dreams. We have
only told what is, what has been, obtained by drpee on a large scale.
Agriculture could be reorganized in this way to-naov if property laws and
general ignorance did not offer opposition.

The day Paris has understood that to know whategdand how it is produced,
Is a question of public interest; the day when yvedy will have understood
that this questions is infinitely more importanamhall the parliamentary debates
of the present times — on that day the Revolutidhbe an accomplished fact.
Paris will take possession of the two departments ailtivate them. And then
the Parisian worker, after having laboured a tbirtlis existence in order to buy
bad and insufficient food, will produce it himselfnder his walls, within the
enclosure of his forts (if they still exist), infeaw hours of healthy and attractive
work.

And now we pass on to fruit and vegetables. Legaisutside Paris and visit the
establishment of a market-gardener who accomplisi@sders (ignored by
learned economists) at a few miles from the acagemi

Let us visit, suppose, M. Ponce, the author of gkvem market-gardening, who
makes no secret of what the earth yields him, amal lras published it all along.

M. Ponce, and especially his workmen, work likegeig. It takes eight men to
cultivate a plot a little less than 3 acres (27/I®ey work 12, and even 15 hours
a day, that is to say, three times more than ideaerwenty-four of them would

not be too many. To which M. Ponce will probablyasr that as he pays the
terrible sum of £100 rent a year for his 27/10 s@kland, and £100 for manure
bought in the barracks, he is obliged to exploie Would no doubt answer,

“Being exploited, | exploit in my turn.” His instation has also cost him £1200,
of which certainly more than half went as tribugdhe idle barons of industry. In

reality, this establishment represents at most 300tk-days, probably much

less.

But let us examine his crops: nearly 10 tons ofatay nearly 10 tons of onions,
radishes, and small vegetables, 6000 heads of gabb3000 heads of
cauliffower, 5000 baskets of tomatoes, 5000 dozerchwice fruit, 154,000
salads; in short, a total of 123 tons of vegetahtes fruit to 27/10 acres — 120
yards long by 109 yards broad, which makes more #datons of vegetables to
the acre.

But a man does not eat more than 660 Ib. of vetgtaind fruit a year, and 2%
acres of a market-garden yield enough vegetablddrait to richly supply the
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table of 350 adults during the year. Thus 24 persmployed a whole year in
cultivating 27/10 acres of land, and only workindgp&urs a day, would produce
sufficient vegetables and fruit for 350 adults, ethis equivalent at least to 500
individuals.

To put it in another way: in cultivating like M. Roe — and his results have
already been surpassed — 350 adults should eaehagiittle more than 100
hours a year (103) to produce vegetables andrfegiessary for 500 people.

Let us mention that such a production is not theeption. It takes place, under
the walls of Paris, on an area of 2220 acres, M0 50arket-gardeners. Only
these market-gardeners are reduced nowadays @ieadcftbeasts of burden, in
order to pay an average rent of £32 per acre.

But do not these facts, which can be verified bgrewne, prove that 17,300
acres (of the 519,000 remaining to us) would seffto give all necessary
vegetables, as well as a liberal amount of fruith 3% millions inhabitants of
our two departments?

As to the quantity of work necessary to producesehfeuits and vegetables, it
would amount to 50 million work-days of 5 hours @&ys per adult male), if we

measure by the market-gardeners’ standard of weuk.we could reduce this

quantity if we had recourse to the process in vaguersey and Guernsey. We
must also remember that the Paris market-gardenésréed to work so hard

because he mostly produces early season fruitdyigheprices of which have to

pay for fabulous rents, and that this system ofucelentails more work than is
really necessary. The market-gardeners of Partshanang the means to make a
great outlay on their gardens, and being obligedatp heavily for glass, wood,

iron, an coal, obtain their artificial heat out mfanure, while it can be had at
much less cost in hothouses.

IV

The market-gardeners, we say, are forced to becoanhines and to renounce
all joys of lift to obtain their marvellous cropBut these hard grinders have
rendered a great service to humanity in teachinthatsthe soil can be “made.”
Theymakeit with old hotbeds of manure, which have alreadgwed to give the
necessary warmth to young plants and to early; fant they make it in such
great quantity that they are compelled to selhipart, otherwise it would raise
the level of their gardens by one inch every y@aey do it so well (so Barral
teaches us, in his “Dictionary of Agriculture,” @m article on market-gardeners)
that in recent contracts, the market-gardener Istigs that he will carry away his
soil with him when he leaves the bit of ground beiltivating. Loam carried
away on carts, with furniture and glass frames -at th the answer of practical
cultivators to the learned treatises of a Ricavdwy represented rent as a means
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of equalizing the natural advantages of the sdih€’ soil is worth what man is
worth,” that is the gardeners’ motto.

And yet the market-gardeners of Paris and Roueoutathree times as hard to
obtain the same results as their fellow-workersGmernscy or in England.
Applying industry to agriculture these last makeititlimate in addition to their
soil, by means of the greenhouse.

Fifty years ago the greenhouse was the luxury efrith. It was kept to grow
exotic plants for pleasure. But nowadays its usginseto be generalized. A
tremendous industry has grown up lately in Guerasel/Jersey, where hundreds
of acres are already covered with glass — to salyimg of the countless small
greenhouses kept in every little farm garden. Aaed acres of greenhouses
have lately been built also at Worthing, in thewstbls of London, and in several
other parts of England and Scotland.

They are built of all qualities, beginning with #®which have granite walls,
down to those which represent mere shelters maghdaitks and glass frames,
which cost, even now, with all the tribute paidcapitalists and middlemen, less
than 3s. 6d. per square yard under glass. Mosteshtare heated for at least
three or four months every year; but even the goeénhouses, which are not
heated at all, give excellent results — of courss, for growing grapes and
tropical plants, but for potatoes, carrots, peawatoes, and so on.

In this way man emancipates himself from climated @&t the same time he
avoids also the heavy work with the hot-beds, anddves both in buying much
less manure and in work. Three men to the acrdy efathem working less than
sixty hours a week, grow on very small spaces vidraterly required acres and
acres of land.

The result of all these recent conquests of culréhat if one half only of the
adults of a city gave each about fifty half-days thie culture of the finest fruit
and vegetablegut of seasorthey would have all the year round an unlimited
supply of that sort of fruit and vegetables for wieole population.

But there is a still more important fact to notidée greenhouse has nowadays a
tendency to become a mddechen garden under glas&nd when it is used to
such a purpose, the simplest plank-and-glass umthesttelters already give
fabulous crops — such as, for instance, 500 busfigistatoes per acre as a first
crop, ready by the end of April; after which a setoand a third crop are
obtained in the extremely high temperature whiagwvails in the summer under
glass.

| gave in my “Fields, Factories, and Workshops,”simetriking facts in this
direction. Sufficient to say here, that at Jer&ymen, with one trained gardener
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only, cultivate 13 acres under glass, from whiaytbbtain 143 tons of fruit and
early vegetables, using for this extraordinaryweless than 1000 tons of coal.

And this is done now in Guernsey and Jersey onrg lagge scale, quite a
number of steamers constantly plying between Gegriasd London, only to
export the crops of the greenhouses.

Nowadays, in order to obtain that same crop of m@hels of potatoes, we must
plough every year a surface of 4 acres, plantitjivate it, weed it, and so on;

whereas with the glass, even if we shall have e gerhaps, to start with, half a
day’s work per square yard in order to build theeghouse — we shall save
afterwards at least one-half, and probably thresrtgus of the formerly required

yearly labour.

These aréacts,results which everyone can verify himself. Andsthdacts are
already a hint as to what man could obtain fromehgh if he treated it with
intelligence.

Vv

In all the above we have reasoned upon what alredthstood the test of
experience. Intensive culture of the fields, irteghmeadows, the hothouse, and
finally the kitchen garden under glass are realitMoreover, the tendency is to
extend and to generalize these methods of cultbeeause they allow of
obtaining more produce with less work and with mzedainty.

In fact, after having studied the most simple glabslters of Guernsey, we
affirm that, taking all in all, far less work is ganded for obtaining potatoes
under glass in April, than in growing them in thgen air, which requires digging
a space four times as large, watering it, weedingetc. Work is likewise

economized in employing a perfected tool or machiexen when an initial

expense had to be incurred to buy the tool.

Complete figures concerning the culture of commegetables under glass are
still wanting. This culture is of recent origin,chis only carried out on small
areas. But we have already figures concerningiftyeyears old culture of early
season grapes, and these figures are conclusive.

In the north of England, on the Scotch frontiergwehcoal only costs 3s. a ton at
the pit's mouth, they have long since taken to gmgwhothouse grapes. Thirty
years ago these grapes, ripe in January, werebgotde grower at 20s. per Ib.
and resold at 40s. per Ib. for Napoleon lII's tallle-day the same grower sells
them at only 2s. 6d. per Ib. He tells us so himseH horticultural journal. The
fall is caused by tons and tons of grapes arriiinganuary to London and Paris.

Thanks to the cheapness of coal and an intelligeitiire, grapes from the north
travel now southwards, in a contrary direction tdimary fruit. They cost so little
that in May, English and Jersey grapes are sald.ad. per Ib. by the gardeners,
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and yet this price, like that of 40s. thirty yeago, is only kept up by slack
production.

In March, Belgium grapes are sold at from 6d. tqg 8dile in October, grapes
cultivated in immense quantities — under glass,\aitid a little artificial heating
in the environs of London — are sold at the sanieeps grapes bought by the
pound in the vineyards of Switzerland and the Rhihat is to say, for a few
halfpence. Yet they still cost two-thirds too mubli,reason of the excessive rent
of the soil and the cost of installation and hegtion which the gardener pays a
formidable tribute to the manufacturer and middlemahis being understood,
we may say that it costs “next to nothing” to haedicious grapes under the
latitude of, and in our misty London in autumn. dne of the suburbs, for
instance, a wretched glass and plaster shelter, @fin. long by 6% ft. wide,
resting against our cottage, gave us about fiftyngis of grapes of an exquisite
taste in October, for nine consecutive years. Titop came from a Hamburg
vine-stalk, six years old. And the shelter was ad that the rain came through.
At night the temperature was always that of outsideas evidently not heated,
for that would be as useless as to heat the sieetlthe cares to be given were:
pruning the vine half an hour every year; and brigga wheelbarrowful of
manure, which is thrown over the stalk of the viglanted in red clay outside the
shelter.

On the other hand, if we estimate the amount of gawen to the vine on the

borders of the Rhine or Lake Leman, the terracastoacted stone upon stone on
the slopes of the hills, the transport of manure @so of earth to a height of two
or three hundred feet, we come to the conclusiat thn the whole the

expenditure of work necessary to cultivate vinesnisre considerable in

Switzerland or on the banks of the Rhine than iumler glass in London

suburbs.

This may seem paradoxical, because it is genepaligved that vines grow of
themselves in the south of Europe, and that thegvower’s work costs nothing.
But gardeners and horticulturists, far from conglg us, confirm our
assertions. “The most advantageous culture in Bdgk vine culture,” wrote a
practical gardener, editor of the “English JourofaHorticulture.” Prices speak
eloquently for themselves, as we know.

Translating these facts into communist languagemag assert that the man or
woman who takes twenty hours a year from his leigime to give some little
care — very pleasant in the main — to two or thvees-stalks sheltered by
simple glass under any European climate, will gathee many grapes as their
family and friends can eat. And that applies ndiy dn vines, but to all fruit
trees.

The Commune that will put the processes of intenswiture into practice on a
large scale will have all possible vegetables, gadbus or exotic, and all
desirable fruits, without employing more than abdet hours a year per
inhabitant.
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In fact, nothing would be easier than to verify til@ove statements by direct
experiment. Suppose 100 acres of a light loam (asclie have at Worthing) are
transformed into a number of market gardens, eaelwath its glass houses for
the rearing of the seedlings and young plants. &gplso that 50 more acres
are covered with glass, houses, and the organizatiothe whole is left to
practical experienced Frenataraichersand Guernsey or Worthing greenhouse
gardeners.

In basing the maintenance of these 150 acres adetisey average, requiring the
work of three men per acre under glass — which m#éss than 8,600 hours of
work a year — it would need about 1,300,000 howorstlie 150 acres. Fifty
competent gardeners could give five hours a ddlisowork, and the rest would
be simply done by people who, without being gardery profession, would
soon learn how to use a spade, and to handle #msplBut this work would
yield at least — we have seen it in a precedingehia— all necessaries and
articles of luxury in the way of fruit and vegetedlfor at least 40,000 or 50,000
people. Let us admit that among this number thexeld,500 adults, willing to
work at the kitchen-garden; then, each one wouiet lta give 100 hours a year
distributed over the whole year. These hours ofkweould become hours of
recreation spent among friends and children in tifedgardens, more beautiful
probably than those of the legendary Semiramis.

This is the balance sheet of the labour to be sipeatder to be able to eat to
satiety fruit which we are deprived of to-day, atwl have vegetables in
abundance, now so scrupulously rationed out byhthesewife, when she has to
reckon each halfpenny which must go to enrich esipis and landownefs.

If only humanity had the consciousness of whatAtNCand if that consciousness
only gave it the power to will!

If it only knew that cowardice of the spirit is tiheck on which all revolutions
have stranded until now.

VI

We can easily perceive the new horizons openingrbehe social revolution.

Each time we speak of revolution the worker whodeen children wanting food
lowers his brow and repeats obstinately — “Whatboéad? Will there be
sufficient if everyone eats according to his app@tiWhat if the peasants,
ignorant tools of reaction, starve our towns ashlaek bands did in France in
1793 — what shall we do?”

Let them do their worst! The large cities will hawedo without them.

At what, then, should the hundreds of thousandgaoskers, who are asphyxiated
to-day in small workshops and factories, be emploga the day they regain
their liberty? Will they continue locking themsedvelp in factories after the
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Revolution? Will they continue to make luxuriougddor export when they see
their stock of corn getting exhausted, meat becgnsicarce, and vegetables
disappearing without being replaced?

Evidently not! They will leave the town and go intiee fields! Aided by a
machinery which will enable the weakest of us td @wshoulder to the wheel,
they will carry revolution into previously enslavexdlture as they will have
carried it into institutions and ideas.

Hundreds of acres will be covered with glass, aed,rand women with delicate
fingers, will foster the growth of young plants. htlreds of other acres will be
ploughed by steam, improved by manures, or enritlyeartificial soil obtained
by the pulverization of rocks. Happy crowds of aioaal labourers will cover
these acres with crops, guided in the work and raxeats partly by those who
know agriculture, but especially by the great amdcfical spirit of a people
roused from long slumber and illumined by that brigeacon — the happiness
of all.

And in two or three months the early crops wilieeé the most pressing wants,
and provide food for a people who, after so mamfurges of expectation, will at
least be able to appease their hunger and eatdangdo their appetite.

In the meanwhile, popular genius, the genius ddtéon which revolts and knows
its wants, will work at experimenting with new pesses of culture that we
already catch a glimpse of, and that only needbifgtism of experience to
become universal. Light will be experimented with that unknown agent of
culture which makes barley ripen in forty-five daysder the latitude of Yakutsk;
light, concentrated or artificial, will rival heat hastening the growth of plants.
A Mouchot of the future will invent a machine toide the rays of the sun and
make them work, so that we shall no longer seekhea stored in coal in the
depths of the earth. They will experiment the watepf the soil with cultures of
micro-organisms — a rational idea, conceived buterelay, which will permit
us to give to the soil those little living beingmcessary to feed the rootless, to
decompose and assimilate the component parts gbihe

They will experiment.... But let us stop here or stwll enter into the realm of
fancy. Let us remain in the reality of acquiredti$a&Vith the processes of culture
in use, applied on a large scale, and already nacts in the struggle against
industrial competition, we can give ourselves eand luxury in return for
agreeable work. The near future will show whatrecpcal in the processes that
recent scientific discoveries give us a glimpse_et.us limit ourselves at present
to opening up the new path that consisthastudy of the needs of man, and the
means of satisfying them.

The only thing that may be wanting to the Revohtiis the boldness of
initiative.
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With our minds already narrowed in our youth, ewesth by the past in our
mature age and till the grave, we hardly dare ittktHf a new idea is mentioned
— before venturing on an opinion of our own, wesidhmusty books a hundred
years old, to know what ancient masters thougthersubject.

It is not food that will fail, if boldness of thobgand initiative are not wanting to
the revolution.

Of all the great days of the French Revolution, iest beautiful, the greatest,
was the one on which delegates who had come frbpagk of France to Paris,
worked all with the spade to plane the ground ef@amp de Mars, preparing it
for the féte of the Federation.

That day France was united: animated by the neiit,sglie had a vision of the
future in the working in common of the soil.

And it will again be by the working in common ofetlksoil that the enfranchized
societies will find their unity and will obliterateatred and oppression which had
divided them.

Henceforth, able to conceive solidarity — that inms® power which increases
man’s energy and creative forces a hundredfold e-néw society will march to
the conquest of the future with all the vigour otigh.

Leaving off production for unknown buyers, and lmgkin its midst for needs
and tastes to be satisfied, society will liberasure the life and ease of each of
its members, as well as that moral satisfactionckvhivork gives when freely
chosen and freely accomplished, and the joy afidiwvithout encroaching on the
life of others.

Inspired by a new daring — thanks to the sentin@nsolidarity — all will
march together to the conquest of the high joyskmbwledge and artistic
creation.

A society thus inspired will fear neither dissemsiavithin nor enemies without.
To the coalitions of the past it will oppose a neavmony, the initiative of each
and all, the daring which springs from the awakgriha people’s genius.

Before such an irresistible force “conspiring kihgsll be powerless. Nothing

will remain for them but to bow before it, and tarhess themselves to the
chariot of humanity, rolling towards new horizonpeaed up by the Social
Revolution.
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Table 1

DEPARTMENTS OF SEINE AND SEINE-ET-OISE

Number of inhabitants in 1889 3,900,000

Area in acres 1,507,300

Average number of inhabitants per a2e5

Areas to be cultivated to feed the inhabitants (icres):

Corn and cereals 494,000

Natural and artificial meadows 494,000

Vegetables and fruit from 17,300 to 25,000
Leaving a balance for houses, roads, parks, foré8t000

Quantity of annual work necessary to improve and cliivate the above
surfaces in five-hour work-days:

Total 70,000,000
Cereals (culture and crop) 15,000,000
Meadows, milk, rearing of cattle 10,000,900
Market-gardening culture, high-class fryi23,000,00d
Extras 12,000,000

M For the International Paris Exhibitions of 188@ 4900.

2l “Shabble of a Duke” is an expression coined by Wearlit is a somewhat free rendering of
Kropotkine’s “Monsieur le Vicomte,” but | think éxpresses his meaning. Frans.

Bl The municipal debt of Paris amounted in 1904 #6@,579,100 francs, and the charges for it
were 121,000,000 francs.

“ Kropotkine is here supposing the Revolution to breat first in France. —Frans.

Bl The decree of the 30 March: by this decree rents up to the terms of October, 1870, and
January and April, 1871, were annulled.

61 We know this from Playfair, who mentioned it atilids death.

[l It seems that the Communists of Young Icaria hatetstood the importance of a free choice in
their daily relations apart from work. The idealrefigious Communists has always been to have
meals in common; it is by meals in common thatye@fristians manifested their adhesion to
Christianity. Communion is still a vestige of it. Yiagyilcarians had given up this religious tradition.
They dined in a common dining-room, but at smallesate tables, at which they sat according to
the attractions of the moment. The Communists of #artaave each their house and dine at home,
while taking their provisions at will at the comnaliistores.

8 See my book, “In Russian and French Prisons.” bartB87
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Ol Consult “La Répartition métrique des imp6ts,” by Roubeau, two vols., published by

Guillaumin in 1880. (We do not in the least agréehwoubeau’s conclusions, but it is a real
encyclopaedia, indicating the sources which provet wha be obtained from the soil.) “La Culture
maraichere,” by M. Ponce, Paris, 1869. “Le Potdg@ssent,” Paris, 1885, an excellent practical
work. “Physiologie et culture du blé,” by Risler,rRa 1881. “Le blé, sa culture intensive et
extensive,” by Lecouteux, Paris, 1883. “La Cité Cised by Eugeéne Simon. “Le dictionnaire

d’'agriculture,” by Barral (Hachette, editor). “The tRamstead Experiments,” by Wm. Fream,
London, 1888 — culture without manure, etc. (théld# office, editor). “Fields, Factories, and

Workshops,” by the author. London (Swan Sonnensghefieap editions ad6and &.

[ symming up the figures given on agriculture, fagiproving that the inhabitants of the two
départements of Seine and Seine-et-Oise can pgrfeall live on their own territory by
employing very little time annually to obtain foodie have: [see table 1 at the end of the
document]. If we suppose that half only of the dimdeied adults (men and women) are willing to
work at agriculture, we see that 70 million workygamust be divided among 1,200,000
individuals, which gives us 58 work-days of 5 hotws each of these workers. With that the
population of the two departments would have aiessary bread, meat, milk, vegetables, and
fruit, both ordinary and luxury. To-day a workmapeads for the necessary food of his family
(generally less than what is necessary) at leasttloind of his 300 work-days a year, about 1000
hours be it, instead of 290. That is, he thus galesut 700 hours too much to fatten the idle aed th
would-be administrators, because he does not peokiiscown food, but buys it of middlemen, who
in their turn buy it of peasants who exhaust théweseby working with bad tools, because, being
robbed by the landowners and the State, they cqmrootire better ones.




