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The enemies of the people are those who know what people need
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“YHAT IS PROPERTY?" was the title of a pam-
ohlet by pierre-Joseph Proudhon which appeared
in 1840. On the first page of the pamphlet he gave
a precise answer to the guestion. He said, "Prop-
erty is theft.” This was 1o pecome or.2 of the most
sffective slogans of the 19th century. It also made
its author. thirty one years old at the time. famous
throughout Europe.

proudhon was born near Besangon in France, and
his family was ot peasant origin, his father being a
iocal innkeeper, his mother a domestic servant.
He began work in a printing otfice and had little
formal education. Largely self-taught. he even
learnt Greek and Hebrew while proof-reading rel-
igious books. In his attitude to life Proudhon al-
ways remained something of a peasant, though he
was not opposed to industry as such. He had won
a scholarship to Paris. awarded by the Academy
of Besancon. and "What is Property 2 is dedicated
to members of the Academy. Given its revolution-
ary content they weren't pleased.

The publication of the work and Proudhon’s subse-
quent prosecution however brought him consider-
able fame in radical circles, and Proudhon was to
spend the rest of his life earning a precarious
living as a journalist. He was imprisoned for sev-
eral years because of his outspoken radicalism.

and died in 1865.

"What is property?"’ is essentially a. moral critique
of capitalism. Proudhon takes the ideas of the
"English’ political economists like Adam Smith and
Ricardo. and follows up their social implications.
1f. as these economists argued, the value of a com-
modity was largely determined by the amount of
lJabour used in its production, then the real produc-
ers were the working people. Thus what is taken by
the capitalists - those who own the capital or prop-
erty such as machines and factories - as profits 13
surplus value over and above that paid to the work-
ers as wages. The "exchange' between wages and a
persons labour is not therefore equal and just - 1t
involves hidden exploitation. The capitalist appro -~
proates what rightfully belongs to the worker. The
profits - and the rent of the landowners - repres-
ents therefore a theft from the worker.

proudhon wasn't the first to see the socialist imp-
lications of the labour theory of value - Karl Marx
was to 'rediscover' it years later - but he was the
tirst to outline a critique of capitalism that had
passion and substance. Marx himself - only twenty
fwo at the time - thought "What is Proverty?' a
"penetrating work'. But Marx had no time for
moral assessments of what for him were ‘econom-
ic facts’’, and he had the idea that the collapse of
capitalism was inevitable anyway. It would be re-
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placed by some torm of communism. He iel
this was happening. It is also clear that whi
meant by communism was some form of St3
capitalism, at least in the initial stages.

Now Proudhon was 'a vVery unsystematic thif
His writings, though indicating wide learnis
rambling and discursive and full of contrad
This is partly due to being self-taught: but

deliberately eschewed the desire to build @
ical 'systems'. 1am just a truth-seeker. B
concerned only to understand 'why there 18
much sorrow and misery in society’'. Geox
Woodcock rightly described him as a “"man
adox". Proudhon did not have Marx's senst
history. But he had 2 much more profound
of justice, and his instincts were entirely
arian.

This meant that Proudhon was not only cr
capitalism (property) but also of communk
idea that the community or state would be

proprietor or capitalist filled him with ala

would only lead, he felt, to slavery and op

ion, It would involve the violation of the s

ty of the individual. Communism could ha

one meaning: a restriction of human freed

thought and action.

Proudhon therefore advocated a third alte
which he called mutualism. It involved th
isation of a peoples' bank where independ
ducers could obtain credit at administrati
and the advocacy of a decentralised syste
administration based on fede ral principlé
though he suggested a kind of barter sysk
Proudhon did not advocate a return to 2 f
economy. But rather he argued for a SOC
would consist of a federation of producerx
industrial and agricultural, in which the
themselves would have control over thel
of production.

proudhon wrote many other important SB
Unfortunately these are not available inl
although Marx's critique of one of them §
published, as "The Poverty of Philosopin
critique has some substance, but it is ful
and misrepresentations, and completely
appreciate the originality of Proudhon’s
Marx often abused those from whom he |
most. )

Proudhon was the first writer to descrik
herself as an aparchist. He shares with
credit for having outlined the basic tene
archist thought, a rejection of capitaliss
state and authoritarian socialism.

Brian Morris.
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must involve ALL exploited
_sections of society.
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-~ To suggest that the working
.. A7 RS2 s in the industrialised > is dead.
W OK Here's a point by point >~ countries will not take any rev- -""A revolutionary anarchist,

reply to the "Class Struggle- === olutionary initiative is untrue. /

8 Ticory nd Tectcs” arisle i — The maleril comior provided ///M////////// .

to French workers from the ex-
Dear GA

- I ploitation of the Third World
e The Briish peopis néed nofde- éﬂ did not prevent them from tak- s One vahd criticism frequently
e ing just such an initiative in levelled at green anarchism
<= 1968. The exploitation of the z surroun_ds its lack of coherent
~_ Third World figured prominent- / revolutionary strategy. On the
L
i

ly in the politics of the revolut- other hand, those usually mak-

5 f;;? tiyt ﬁg ?ﬁgﬁZnietllf;S;f:ﬁg —— 1gnary mgvement and in any ing thgt criticism (ie, the class
oy World loited b vl \x-— case, the alienation which comm < Stugglists) have_ been correctly
el orid 1s explolied by stk Codity society produces convinc - 2 berated for their lack of attent-
ed the workers that it must be /ion vis-a-vis ecology, animal
onerthrown. rights etec. Therefore it has
Even if the British working ’/ been refreshing recently to

/] read articles in GA on anarcho

class were to be satisfied with . _ ( :
this materia.l comfort the pres- / .syndicalism and articles in
papers like Class War on ecol-

tem which can le=ss and less aff- “\ ogy and animal rights: all of
which have combined tc help
break down the silly factional-
ism that has characterised con
temporary anarchism.
However, one piece in the last
issue of GA stated that "any

revolutionaries will be found
among the unemployed, not at
the workplace'., By this assert-
ion, a person, say, working in
some boring repetitive job in
an unhygenic environment with
long hours, dictatorial bosses,

7=y comtries like Britain because

O it is more profitable for the
capitalists to run things that

¥ way rather than develope our

self-sufficiency and because

Ml much consumer crap that we

¥l don't actually need. In an an-
archist world resources would
be shared on a basis of co-op-
eration and mu.’cual aid. Only

have great revolutionary potent- |
ial, The miners' strike is an 4
indication of this process. / l
== It is untrue to state that "any ;
revolutionaries will be found :
amongst the unemployed, not at’ >
the workplace'" The revolution-
aries amongst the unemployed
are just as much of a2 minority
‘as they are amongst the employ-/ .
®ed. Ultimately it will be confront: shit pay etc, could not possib-
ation with the system that will 1}' be revolutionary. This is
create revolutionaries (inner- /« clea rl:nic;tt;he cas]f The fa.ctt
" A q'k is not e workers are no
éﬁf f;i‘ﬁ;d’sﬁﬁ?gﬁ ct.o). = eV olutionary, but that the
/ foment revolution amongst a1l ’%/f m;.teaatjslls ﬁ%OtESt Pr)fﬂ:ﬁlybav'
sections of the exploited a e em are totally bur-
Ido x?ot give a shiI: about hair- @ eaucratic, middle class-domin~
ust as worke dos. I quite like brown rice. I ated, divisive, comprising, and
live in differing degrees of com- think the way we live our lives totally geared towards parlia-
fort, so do they internationally. in the here and now is import- V, mentary power for the Labour
The system survives by creat - ant. Party. It is mteresting_to see
ing different levels, and so div- World pollution and resource the same sort of watering
iding the exploited. Economic depletion will not be stopped ic;]wg _of én:].};ltftgt;y lwztl;m the
in So rica.As anar-

exploitation in Britain no longer until a revolution involving the ; _ :
A rests upon the basis of land, but/ industrial working class takes chists we must not adopt this

B ionship be brought about. The
iwed working class of countries like
i Britain has to depend on the
exploitation of the Third World
because it is trapped into a cap-
italistic economic system
(which it must help to destroy).

The British working class is
not the exploiter of the Third
World. The British ruling class
is the exploiter of the Third
jWorld and the British working
class gains materially from
J this relationship of exploitation,
¢ Just as workers within Britain

\.\\\\

upon that of the control of the place. Only when we have con-  holier-than-thou stance, but
trol of industry, can we stop
producing crap that we don't
need, and fit the technology
(which will cut down pollution. I
stress that whatever we chose
to do with our industry, even
'dismantle it, we cannot do it
until we have control over it. It
is true that the basic revolut-
ionary potential lies at the
point of production for that is
the pivot of power in a develop-/f
ed capitalist state. Neverthe-
less, any genuine revolunon

point out the ineffectuality of
the unions CND ete, and offer
alternative strategies for work
ers control of industry. Yes
/| we all know there's a lot of re
actionary shit spouted by work-
ing class people (both employ-
ed and unemployed)) but we
must accept that a revolution
needs majority consent, and it
is those involved in production
of the things we need that will
Jiplay a prominent part in this,
] So, to quote an old ’Clasq War

’means of production. All those
§ who are exploited by the inter-
j national capitalist system, on
\ Bl whatever basis, must take part
f§ in 1ts destructlon. For the des-

place, ‘Third World revolution
& need not take place before a
British revolution. Neither
must a British revolution take
place before a Third World
revolution. One will speed the
other and both must be support-




