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Author’s General Foreword

This book consists of five pamphlets, previously published as
follows : —

(1) THE CASE FOR ANARCHISM.

This pamphlet consisted of two essays reprinted from the
London Anarchist paper, Freedom, 1906. It was published as No.
1 in the Pamphlets For The Proleterian library that year, from 133
Goswell Road, London, E.C. The title then used was: The
Possibility and thlosoplzy of Anarchist Communism. It was very
slightly revised and re-published in T/he Spur Series, No. 3 as
T'he Case For Communism, from 17 Richmond Gardens, in 1919,

Soviet Russia has identified Communism completely with

authority. It seems reasonable to change the title to The Case For
Anarchism.

(2) REPRESENTATION AND THE STATE.

Pamphlets For The Proletarian, No. 10. Printed and Pub-
lished by the Bakunin Press at 64 Minford Gardens, Shepherds
Bush, London, W., 1910. In the title page, the author was descnbed
as: “Mlmster of the Gospel of Revolt, Late Prisoner for Sedition.”

This pamphlet is unaltered.

(3) TRADE UNIONISM AND THE CLASS WAR.

Pamphlets For The Proletarian, No. 11. Printed and Pub-
lished by the Bakunin Press, 17 Richmond Gardens, Shepherds
Bush, London, W., 1911. Second Edition, published, same address,
1919. The Spur Series, No. 4. Last Chapter, on Representation.
was omitted, now restored. A few phrases are made simpler. No
matter added or excised. -

(4) SOCIALISM AND MARRIAGE.

(The Spur Series, No. 1, Published by the Author at 17 Richmond
Gardens, Shepherds Bush, London, W., 1914. Revised from “The
Religion and Economics of Sex Oppression,” Published in 1907.)

(5) AGAINST TERRORISM IN THE WORKERS’ STRUGGLE.

This is the only one of these pamphlets to which the author’s
name was not attached. The reason is, it was issued for a commit-
tee and the members were opposed to the author’s name being pub-
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Author’s General Foreword

lished. Particulars of publication and date (March, 1938) are
found in text of the pamphlet.

The 1919 Foreword to Trade Unionism will be found at the
beginning of that pamphlet. I have written a 1940 Foreword to
Socialism end Marriage.

Except to the very slight extent explained in this general intro-
duction, there has been no alteration made in the text of these
essays. My desire has been to bring them together as a contribu-
tion to the propaganda literature of the working class movement.
Radical alteration would have defeated that purpose.

The reader will understand that the author termed himself “a
Communist” in 1906. He uses the term in the sense he then em-
ployed it, in the sense that William Morris employed it, the sense

of world harmony, social love, service, and commonweal. Soviet

Terrorism has made the term “Communism” identical with dictator-
ship and totalitarian oppression, assassination, and darkness. To
this, the author is opposed. To Communism as thus understood,
he pledges his uncompromising hostility and denies that it is Com-
munism in the true, historic sense of the term. The ploneers of
Socialism and working-class struggle never intended to inaugurate
a reign of terror. Their aim was to destroy war, uproot violence,
remove injustice, establish freedom, and make the world at once a
garden, a playground, and a workshop. One day, this dream will
become reality. = Meantime, I gaze towards the promised land.
Perhaps, like others who went before me, I shall die ere humanity
ends its march of travail and homicide by entry into the long-sought
commonweal. ‘That matters little, so long, as after many false
dawns, the true dawn comes at last.

Generations of humanity have hungered long and wearily. The
night must end. The day of freedom and security, of calm well-
being, must arrive at last.

Glasgow, May 15, 1940. GUY A. ALDRED.

The Case for Anarchism
%,

The prophet of despair is ever with us; and to him there is no
silver lining to any «cloud, no promise of sunshine after the storm,
no people so fair and upright as to be able to act honourably un-
less force or fear are brought to bear upon them. To him the
whole social horizon is shrouded in darkness, and not a ray of
freedom’s sun is there to separate cloud from cloud. Humanity is
inherently bad, and is for ever doomed to be divided into domina-
ted and dominators. Governments based on fraud and coercion,
a representative system founded on legislative corruption, a poverty
to offer the contrast to an equally immoral bestial luxury: these
things are the ends of all being, the tombs of all aspirations, the
alpha and omega of the social serf’s existence. @ To dream of a
society not founded on the ‘“law of constructive murder,” of a
social state in which all are brethren and peace and good fellow-
ship prevail, of a society founded on truth and freedom, is to be-
come an enemy of the society that is, and to be regarded as a
dreamer of the most fanatical type. @ And in the eyes of your
“practical”’ and “business man,” no less so than in the eyes of any
other prophet of despair, to dream of anything other than of per-
sonal success or Mammon is an unforgivable offence, socially, like
unto the theological sin of blasphemy against the Holy Ghost.

What these deprecators of idealism fail to realise is that all
social progress turns upon the continual striving of the individual
and the community after something better, the continual being and
becoming of the whole of Nature, the eternal discontent under-
lying the most practical of human endeavour. It follows, there-
fore, from a recognition of this fact that no serious argument can
be urged against the propaganda of the Communist on the score of
his idealism. For, if by idealism be understood the yearning after
some state of society or of individual being, and the moulding of
the present to realise your dream in the future, then surely there
is a touch of the impracticability of idealism about the operation
of Wall Street and Stock Exchange financiers. @ And yet they
realise their dreams. Why, then, if the socially maleficent dream
of the millionaire can be realised, cannot the socially beneficent
dream of the Communist be realised? Is it that behind the forces
of Nature there exists an omnipotent power for evil, and that not
God, but Devil, reigns o’er all? If so, whence the sweet fragrance
of the flowers, the artistic culture of the race, the rich verdure
of the fields, the impressive heights of mountain ranges, the
beauties of the undulating plains, the luxury of Nature’s foliage?
Does not the evil in Nature counteract the good? Is it not obvious
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Studies in Communism

to the student that the whole of being is reducible to no explanation
that turns upon the existence of either moral or immoral conscious
sources of being, but that the basis of all physical and social
activity is an um-moral tendency to be?

If this be granted, as needs it reasonably must, then we are
faced with the fact of man not merely being a social animal, but
also a selfish one; the development of the selfish instinct being of
such a kind as to increasingly occasion the production of those
types of character which serve to give an ethical turn to the
survival of the fittest, and to make for a state of society in which
the purest and ethically fittest can survive. This assertion is founded
on no mere Anarchist’s dream, but is the substance of the well-
reasoned address on “Evolution and Ethics” which Professor Huxley
delivered as the Romanes Lecture for 1893. And even though this
distinguished scientist and veteran philosopher confessed that
“strict Anarchy may be the highest conceivable grade of perfection
of social existence,” no one will accuse him of basing his expositions
of ethical evolution on romantic musings, or on data other than that
which he had submitted to severe analysis. Nor is it necessary to
rely on Huxley’s testimony. It is sufficient that we trace up the
evolution of species, watch the development of the social spirit in
man, examine the basis of “duty,” and read pages of history. All
these studies will but serve to vindicate the truth of Huxley’s con-
tention.

What, then, is man as we know him in the highest stage of
actual and potential development? What is his relation as actual
or potential being, respectively to his present environment and
Communist state of society? Let us see.

Man as we know him, in the highest actual stage of develop-
ment, loves learning, yearns after truth, and identifies his personal
happiness with the realisation and maintenance of his ideals. The
vast number of artists, poets, philosophers, and scientists who have
suffered penury and persecution for their principles prove this. The
numerous pioneers of Freethought and social liberty who have been
burned at the stake, murdered by the Inquisition, racked, tortured,
hanged and strangled, bear a like testimony. The willingness of the
mother to suffer for her children lends further testimony to the
inherent social idealism of the individual. Whilst the fact that
those who would prey on their fellows do so in the name of justice,
of spirituality, and of truth, supplies the final emphasis. Hence
we see humanity is not ruled, at bottom, by coercion, nor by fear,
nor yet by injustice. That these things should exist but means that
ignorance abounds. Let ignorance be removed, and it will be seen
that knowledge is virtue as well as power. Knowledge spells justice,
freedom, happiness. But neither justice. nor freedom, nor happ!
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ness can exist where the many are dominated by the few. For,
self-contained as each individual should be, loyal unto the internal
canons of thought as opposed to external authority, man is, never-
theless, so far as his sense impressions and social existence is con-
cerned, a part of the social organism, an ethical unit, and an
intellectual cellular activity acting and reacting upon the society
of which he is a part, and upon the cellular activities to which he
is related. Each of these activities or social atoms is dominated by
the will to be, adaptation to and of the being. Hence we find that
adaptation to and of the environments is continual, those organisms
surviving longest which adapt themselves the more readily to their
environment.

This process of development tends to become an ethical one and
to identify individual ability and power to survive with the evolution
of the social instinct and desire to serve. It follows, most distinctly,
that capitalist environment not only favours, but creates the
Communist.

Our right to live, is conditioned by the intellectual and economic
forces which surround us. These forces demand that each organ-
ism shall perform certain social functions in order to maintain its
own right to existence. To exhibit vitality the primorial law of life.
But it is impossible to obey this law, without which being cannot
be manifested, unless we harmonise with our environment. It is
impossible to live and to impoverish. The law of life is that, only
by enriching our environment, by rendering it more vital and
depriving it of death and decay, can we survive. Only by nourish-
ing can we gather nourishment. Selfishness teaches us to discharge
duties as well as to preserve rights.

The logical expression of this selfishness of the individual is the
doing of good because it is good. We incline to abolish suffering
because pain to others occasions agony for ourselves. We are im-
pelled to produce the best of which we are capable because our
natures demand thoroughness in the discharge of those functions
for which our organisms are fitted. Equally, we are compelled to
take from the community all that is necessary to the maintenance
of our being, because the welfare of all requires that the individual
craving or appetite should be satisfied. Thus rights involve duties
and duties proclaim rights.

Idiosyncrasies vary and cannot be crushed. Men and women
insist on discovering hobbies with which to amuse themselves after
having sweated for a master. Does it not follow that, in a free
society, not only would each work for all, but each would toil with
earnest devotion at that which best suited and expressed his or her
temperament? There would exist, in consequence, not merely a
purer and freer society, not only happier and nobler individuals,
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Studies in Communism

but a practical individualism, a sound and sane collectivism. The
forms and modes of productivity and distribution would tend to
good food, healthy living, decent clothing, and equal intellectual and
moral llberty for all. Hence the thoroughness of production and
distribution would be co-existent with a minimum of labour and a
maximum of pleasure. Liberty would co-exist with social service,
because the power to dictate and the desire to invade would be

abolished.

It may be said that this is mere theory. Quite so. But what
if it is only theory? Have we not reasoned together logically from
data scientifically collected? All the data relevant to the problem
under discussion has been considered. None has been ignored or
overlooked. There exists no facts which militate either against the
basic assumptions or main contentions of the theory.

Communist theory, is but an anticipation in thought of what
will occur inevitably in reality. It is a correct outlining of the
future.

11

Had there been no pioneers who died for Truth, Communism
would be impossible of realisation. If none had been burned for
Liberty, then there could be no Anarchy. Were there no mother-
love, then the Earth would not be our common mother, and the
sun Would not shine to give warmth and light to us all. But there
is an idealism of the past and of the present which conditions the
future. There have been Brunos and Spinozas and Chicago
Martyrs. Isaiah has trlum:phed over Moses.  Within the most
depraved breast, there does exist a spa.rk of chivalry which often
consumes the entire being of the outcast sinner; there dwells many
a virtuous inclination which the surrounding world of respectability
conspires to crush and to decline. Modern society seems to thrive on
an acquired taste for sordid criminality. @ But even society is
moved, at its respectable worst, by somethmg nobler than an
instinct and aptitude for crime.

The world is governed even to-day by its impulse towards liberty
and love. “Truth” and “Honour” are not empty sounds, but the
dearest of the world’s ideals. So much we know. Then let us be
logical and recognise that the Free Society of which we dream is
something beyond a mere possibility. It is not a vain imagining
of the better things that might be. But the inevitable goal of our
social revolution.

I11.

With the advent of capitalism, theological speculation entered
upon its period of decline. The dark serpent of theological super-
stition lost its hold over the minds of children and adults.
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Influenced by its growing sense of power over nature, humanity lost
its fear of god. The world ceased to be a battle-ground for un-
known divinities. It was a mystery wonder land no more. It
became a realm of established fact and experience, of scientific
investigation and regulated dlscovery Its philosophy, in conse-
quence, became utilitarian.

Underlying all social progress is the first law of Nature, the law
of self-preservation. So long as man could safely live unto himself,
he paid little attention to the wants of his fellows.  Experience
taught him the folly of isolation. He realised that, from time to
time, he ran risks of being deprived of his existence. Alone, he
sometimes lacked the means to sustain his being. Each day con-
vinced him of his ever-increasing indebtedness to his fellows. He
consented to recognise his obligations and so became a social animal.
But it was self-interest which dictated his growth in wisdom and n
understanding and in moral righteousness. Selfishness lies at the
root of all social and industrial development.

The apparent growth in the Altruistic mode of expressing our
individual selfishness tends to belie the primary selfishness of our
individual desires. Thus we find in the tribal state a slow decay
in the massacring of prisoners of war in order to turn them to
account as slaves. Chattel slavery gives way to free slavery when
the economic interests demand the change. To retain power a
dominant class ever concedes advantages to those under the yoke
of its oppression.

Altruism plays no part in the march of industrial progress. The
utilitarian instinct or self-preservation desire is the deciding factor.
Not a dualistic crossing of Altruism and Egotism, but a naturally
evolved egoism explains the nature of the individual’s progress in
Communistic inclinations.

1V.

The nature of a species can be changed completely as a result
of the modifications resulting from the passage through a series of
environments. But only the expression is modified in the case of
the effect of factors operative in the environment on the nature of
an individual member of the species. By adding to or subtracting
from the ethical factors in a human being’s environment, it is poss-
ible to divert his inclinations from one channel to another. Mean-
time, economic conditions are tending constantly to alter the indi-
vidual’s attitude towards abstract ideas. Hence, in our maturity,
we respond not only to intellectual truth but also to the ever-
increasing pressure of economic interest. Our rectitude is modified
by the action and reaction which exists between the idealism of
philosophy and the determinism of industrial conditions.

9
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In the fact of this action and re-action so existing is to be
found the cause of our present chaos and uncertainty in all revolu-
tionary propaganda. Our only emancipation from the resulting
apparent confusion will be found in the intellectual and economic
destinies which constitute the logic shaping the ends of communities
as well as of individuals. Whilst individually, man may be said
by virtue of his heredity to largely mould his environment to his
own ends, the ideals and inclinations of the race are moulded by
external conditions. Hence, socially a creature of circumstances,
man is individually a free being capable of influencing his environ-
ment, as also of adapting it to his own ends. Only in so far, as
he is a member of a society which recognises his natural freedom
can he identify his interests with that of society. Only in propor-
tion as he realises the influence society exercises in the moulding of
the character of the race can he consciously contribute to the secure-
ment of his own freedom and that of his posterity, along the lines
of least resistance. Hence the natural evolution of man, his place
in soclety and his attitude towards abstract problems which have
often supplied an excuse for reaction, only serve to emphasise
humanity’s potential capacity for Communism. Mankind's pres-
ent activity is a certain promise of its inevitable arrival at that
state of society which shall witness the combination of absolute
individual liberty with the greatest amount of social order. With
the many .coerced by the few, the only ‘“‘order” existent at present
is that of disorder. With all enjoying the advantages of a social

order based on an enlightened social expression of individual
happiness.

In order that we might understand this phase of our subject,
it is well to note Spencer’s contribution to the consideration of
society as a social organism. Referring to the individual as a
unit in society, he notes the tribal tendency to a small aggregation
of individual units, augmenting insensibly in mass. At first, the
communities thus formed seem structureless, so simple is the nature
of their structure. In the course of their development, however,
they become more and more complex, and the mutual dependence
of their component parts or units becomes more and more firmly
established, until at last the life of each unit is only made possible
by the consent and activity of the remaining parts. To complete
his analogy, Spencer shows that the life of society is interdependent
of, and far more prolonged than the lives of any of its component
units, which are conceived only to grow, work, reproduce and die,
while the body politic, which is composed of them, survives genera-
tion after generation, increasing in mass, in completeness of struc-
ture and in functional activity. This is society as we know it,
the state in which the individual is made by schoolmaster and
nurse, by priest and politician, a unit existing merely for the well-
being, not of the whole organism, but of the consumptive or para-
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sitical portion of the organism. Or, to vary our conception, in
which the working section enjoys sufficient food to keep the central
stomach of the organism in activity, whilst the vitals of the organ-
ism are being eaten away by the parasitic growths living in luxury
on its activity.

Up to the point named the analogy between society and
biological organism would seem to be complete. ~ But the com-
parison entirely breaks down in that the body cells are of no im-
portance in themselves, but are only of value in so far as they con-
tribute to the well-being of the whole; whilst, in the case of the
State, it having no corporate consciousness, its existence is only of
importance in so far as it contributes to the happiness of the indi-
vidual. In the case of the animal, it is well that the directive power
should be central, inasmuch as the cellular consciousness is corpor-
ate, and therefore central. But as the consciousness in society
of its units is individual, the directive force must be individual, and
hence all central authority is artificial and an impertinent imposition.
Only by the operation of internal canons of thought, only by the
individual’s growth in the direction of social feeling, by virtue of
his own experience and observation, can he learn to identify. his
own interests with that of the community’s well-being. A central
activity, devoid of conscious control, cannot do this, for there
exist no nervous tissues to convey the results of central legislative
effort to all parts of the body politic and inspire the units with
legislative vitality. Moral suasion, educative endeavour, rational
conviction—these are the only forces which will contribute to this
desirable end. Inasmuch as Anarchist society alone can develop
these forces, Anarchists need have no fear of submitting their
principles to analysis in the mental laboratory of reason.
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Representation and the State

“The State! Whatever the State saith is a lie; whatever it hath
is a theft: all is counterfeit in it, the gnawing sanguinary, insatiate

monster. It even bites with stolen teeth. Its very bowels are counter-
feit.”—FRIEDRICH NIETZSCHE,

“Communism in material production, anarchy in the wmiellectual,
—that is the type of a Socialist mode of production, as it will
develop from the rule of the proletariat—in other words, from the
Social Revolution, through the logic of economic facts, whatever
might be the wishes, intentions, and theories of the proletariat.”

— K ARL KAUTSKY.

b

The argument that Socialism involves State tyranny of a type
with which the worker is not unacquainted under present day
society is one which the opponents of Socialism regard as being
not the least valuable in their somewhat limited armoury. This
fact, coupled with the somewhat hazy notions which even some
Socialists seem to have as to the position of the State in future
society, warrants an examination of the part the State plays in
Capitalist society, an enquiry into its transient elements, and a
recognition of what constitutes its permanent character. The
matter is one which must be considered in the light of society’s
evolution. We must note how the Central Directing Authority in

society has evolved its threefold function of legislative, judicial, and
administrative power. -

From living in a tribal state and gathering whatever nature
offered him spontaneously, man slowly came to invent one weapon
and tool after another, in order to aid him in his struggle for exist-
ence. FEach instrument was more delicate and complex than its
predecessor, and corresponded with the development of his skill as
fisherman, hunter, and cattle raiser. The latter occupation carried
with it a negation of primitive Communism, wherein no class
struggle existed, and led to the private ownership of the land and
instruments of labour which were the necessary basis of a final
settling down to agriculture and handicraft. As pasture farming
involved Communism, so cattle breeding on the one hand, carrying
with it handicraft on the other, required individual skill, a negation
of associated labour, and consequently private ownership of the
means of production employed by the craftsman, and of the products
which he created. Thus began petty industry based upon the
individuality, the skill, industry, and perseverance of the worker,
demanding, requiring, and securing unto himself private property.
These were the basis of bourgeois society. From satisfying its own
requirements only, the peasant family, owing to the progress of
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agriculture beyond the needs of the family, began to produce a
surplus of food, tools, and garments. The situation of the family
governing largely the nature of the surplus they produced and the
differing implements required and tastes acquired, the basis for
exchange was laid, specialization of industry was established, and
goods were produced both for consumption within the establishment
in which they were produced, and for the purpose of exchange for
the products of another establishment.

Goods now became commodities, barter was established, and
the necessity for some standard commodity or exchange value—
such as gold—realised. As the handicraftsman had produced
primarily for exchange purposes, so the peasant, in the course of
industrial development, was brought to be a producer of commodities.
The division of labour which these conditions necessitated took the
form of every single concern producing a different class of goods,
and the private ownership of the goods exchanged by those who
exchanged them. Mutual independence in society, side by side
with private property, became increasingly the main conditions of
society. As production for personal consumption was more and
more superseded by production of commodities, buying and selling
became an art, and merchant trading arose, the success of which
was founded on buying cheaply and selling dearly. @ How these
economic conditions made for monopoly, on the one hand, in the
course of time, and for the creation of a proletariat on the other,
is known now to every student.

The rapidity of industrial development in the terms of an
ever-increasing velocity, and its financial reflex in the present
generation of steam, electricity, and centralization, is apparent to
the eyes of all. With the story of its daily unfoldment before him,
let the reader but reflect how the peasant who produced goods for
his own consumption gave place to the peasant who exchanged these
commodities for other articles for his own use; how he, in turn,
made way for the merchant who neither produced for his own use
nor bought articles for his own use exclusively, but bought and
exchanged commodities with the intention of making a profit.

Removal from the manufacture and production of commodities
constituted the road to wealth. The merchant prince gave way to
the financier, and the latter made for present day monopoly.

The political reflex of this industrial development is found in
the story of a social passage from Communism through tribalism
to nationalism founded on feudalism and vassalage, to Imperialism
and Colonial developments. As the commercial class laid the basis
of imperial developments, so the financial class pursued the ex-
ploitation of other lands within that development, and identified
successful share-mongering with national prosperity, and consol
retyrns, and Imperial debts, with the opening out of Colonial
civilization. The courage of the soldier, the nautical equipment of
the sailor, the scholarship of the scientist, the permanent value of

13



Studies in Communism

literature, were all subservient to Capital’s idol—finance, its only
standard of success.

The anomalies were strange and disastrous. The little share-
holder to live had to invest, and the success of his investment made
only for his own buying out by the director king, who could then
render his money useless as being no longer capital. On the other
hand, the investment failing, the shares could still be foisted upon
the financial public, and the director retire the gainer. The standard
of wealth, gold, concentrated into fewer and fewer hands, and with
it the control of the means and instruments of production which
nature had begotten and labour power created. Trade unions, to
realise the value of their funds, had to invest in capitalist concerns.
Their officials, as a dependent official caste, opposed strong industrial
action against the capitalist class, because such activity depleted—
both by direct call and loss of interest on capital invested—the
funds of the unions and so hazarded the jobs of the union officials.
So that labour became more enslaved as men drawn from the ranks
of labour became more and more the interested officials, and legal
administrators of capitalism, in their official capacity as represen-
tatives of share-holding interests, preachers, legislators, and capital-
istic philosophers.

The growing competition of women industrially, and the reduc-
tion of the standard age of the worker owing to specialization made
for a negation of skilled labour. The advocate of woman’s suffrage
on the same basis as man’s suffrage hastened to secure the propertied
enfranchisement of woman, whilst working men witnessed the
formation of Women’s Trade Unions and Universal Adult Suffrage
Societies. The Parliamentarian Revisionist sought to secure
representation. The financial credit reformer blamed monopoly and
the State. The proletarian was driven to enquire what should
constitute his attitude towards the State and its machinery. The
worker fully recognised that the fact of women having the vote
did not render them more open to bribery than men, since that was
an impossibility in view of the history of the pocket boroughs, ‘the
capitalistic proclivities af men, and the corruption of male Poor
Law Guardians. On the other hand, in view of the perpetuation of
misery and exploitation in those countries where women have the
vote, he had to confess that the vote of women did not aid him in
giving political expression to the class struggle so long as women
voters failed to understand the economic conditions. The enfran-
chisement of a number of women who belonged to the parasite
class seriously affected him in the securement of such a political
expression of the industrial struggle. So far, therefore, as the
woman’s political enfranchisement was concerned, the proletarian
could only note that, both as a question of abstract justice, and a
matter of expressing politically the true industrial relations, absolute
adult suffrage irrespective of sex and property qualifications was
the only solution of the problem.
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This would carry with it the right, so long denied, of women
to be returned to Parliament. Whilst the basis of society’s recog-
nition of this right, so far as working women are concerned, would
be industrial fear, its realisation would have no different effect from
the return to Parliament of working men—a fact that is demon-
strated by the women trade union officials being neither worse nor
better than the men trade union officials in the question of palliative
effort rather than of Socialist endeavour. It would still leave,
furthermore, the question of true representation untouched so long
as the political machine was controlled in the interests of class

society, and governed by the present system of representation on
the lines of party voting,

This brings us directly to the question of what the State is
and does, as a prelude to this difficulty of majority or minority rule
—a difficulty which belongs purely to bourgeois society. Of the
intimate connection existent between economic and politcal freedom
we have already spoken. Each fresh economic development carry-
ing with it a corresponding political transformation, it follows that
as absolute monarchy in the political world is mated with personal
slavery and vassalage in economics, so representative government
in politics goes along with the economic system of commercialism.
In the course of this transformation, the social purpose of the State
has been so evolving as to show the radical reconstruction which
was — or is—in store for it in the future. @ As the aristocracy
freed itself from the domination of the Monarchy, as the
bourgeois secured their emancipation from their feudal oppressors,
so the State has become less and less powerfully essential as an
engine of oppression and more and more established as a vehicle of
administration. Greater than all the decrees of despotism, Dame
Nature’s Constitutionalism has decided that the lot of the State for
the domination of man by man must cease, and the function of the
State as a machine for the management of production must be

raised and developed.

As an instrument of domination it took its rise as a necessity
at a certain stage of economic development, necessarily linked with
the division of society into classes. It was the official representa-
tive of society as a whole, its personification in a visible body, but
inasmuch as it was the State it only stood for the class which
represented in itself the whole of society. According to the philos-
ophic conception it was “the realization of the idea” of the king-
dom of God upon earth, the domain where eternal truth and eternal
justice realized themselves or ought to have done. The result was
a superstitious reverence for the State and for everything in con-
nection with it, which was all the more evident from the fact that
his insignificancy, the individual, was taught from childhood to
suppose that public business and the common interest of society

could not be cared for in any other way than through the State and
its well-paid employees.
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It was fondly thought that a great step had been made in
advance when faith was lost in an hereditary monarchy and claims
laid to a democratic republic. =~ But even the necessity for such
claims was only to be found in the fact that the State’s function
was mainly legislative and judicial, not industrially administrative.
An instrument of oppression used by one class over another, and
quite as much so under a democratic republic as under a monarchy,
its capture by the bourgeoisie, subsequent to the republican agita-
tion only meant that its existence was becoming less an absolute
and more a representative one—and therefore more anonymous and
changeable in character—its position was becoming more and more
hazardous in view of the advancing industrial conditions in the
direction of social production and distribution. Thus as economic
conditions have made for Socialism, the political reflex has made
less and less for the success of State tyranny. Let us analyze

what the failure of the Capitalist State—as the last political reflex
of class society—means.

Of late years, the cry for proportional representation, second
ballot, etc., has grown in volume. The reason for it has been the
obvious failure of the House of Commons, or Chamber of Deputies,
as the case may be, throughout capitalist civilization to represent
what is termed the opinion of the country. In other words, a
majority on the Government benches of the People’s Chamber may
actually represent a minority of opinion in the country, and gener-
ally does not represent the true proportional majority in the
country. The historic failure has long been pointing in this direc-
tion. On the other hand, the Capitalist State existing as a reflex of
economic conditions, it can be seen that whilst the cost of its man-
agement is being paid for by the capitalist class out of the surplus
value, the basis of its recognition of working-class representation is
the growing class consciousness of the latter class and the growth
of - revolutionary endeavour on its part. Even, therefore, as a
palliative, and out of sheer despair of curtailing the growth of this
spirit, the Capitalist State must give heed to the question of electoral
reform, in its various phases of proportional representation, adult
suffrage, etc., and even to the question of the abolition of the House
of Lords.

Now, on all these questions, the division is rapidly becoming
a class, and not an individual one. Bourgeois Radicalism, with its
theoretical belief in the modification of the State structure in every
particular, and antagonism to Imperial development, has found that
the continuance of the society to whose support it looks, demands
that their foreign policy shall be a continuation of Tory traditions,
and their modifications of State structure exceedingly slow, timid,
and expedient. Conversely, in matters of foreign policy and on
questions of State structure, the Tory would adopt an attitude of
absolute autocracy and non-negation of the status quo. On either
of these rocks, capitalism would be bound to split, Radicalism
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meaning the undoing of its political power to oppress, and Con-
servatism the centralization of the power to such an extent that its
very menace would be its own undoing. Hence, whilst the political
rewards and family traditions have formed the basis of individual
adherence to this or that party, concessions to social expediency
have been the basis of their political continuance and securement
of the stability of the system. But this has meant the gradual but
certain coming-together of the two parties for the defence of the
profit-mongering system, the equally certain emphasising of their
class-basis, the taking of common action against strikers at home
and empire-disrupters in the colonies or abroad. The Liberal
Statesmen has vied with his Tory confrére in oppression in Egypt,

South Africa, and in India, as well as in shooting down the workers
at home.

The growing evidence of the hypocrisy of this party system,
its essential class unity, has been the cause of Labour, from relying
on mere trade union activity, taking to political action. In Zke
whole of that action compromise has been more apparent than stern
defiance. But even so it has presented to the capitalist politician

some evidences of the inherent tendency of class-society to undo
itself.

To counteract such a possibility, all that capitalist politicians
can do, with safety, is to concentrate their endeavours on the
political reforms of adult suffrage, second ballot, and proportional
representation as already indicated. Yet even so, to so extend the
franchise and to secure a larger continuance of power, the task of
the capitalist politician is no easy one, for to hunt the devil of
corruption from parliament to people by an extension of the fran-
chise, is only to more readily expose the basic rottenness of capital-
ist society and bring about the downfall of its empire.

More and more would it become apparent that the M.P.s were
but the puppets of the Party Whips and of the Cabinet, which
were but the agents of the desires of trust-magnates, whose growing
financial power would involve the corruption of business, politics,
and citizenship; the easy punishment and bossing of Premiers,
Senates, Titular Monarchs, and Republican Presidents; the ruin of
the little middle-class whose affected contempt of the manual
labourer would thus slowly vanish together with their position.
Carrying with it, as can already be seen, the negation of legislative
and judicial dignity, by rendering justice.a farce and legislation
chicanery, it would inevitably reveal the State’s function as one
coercive of persons and not administrative of things, and show that
the instability of a corrupt society demanding, the stability of a
free society would not require, the punishment of persons for evils
which were socially produced and not individually malicious. It
would also show, that the punishment or coercion of persons was
no guarantee of social calm.
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Side by side with this would be the further fact—awaiting &
social recognition—of the powerlessness of the State to do the one
thing which would abolish, or at least check, all revolutionary
endeavour — to abolish pauperism. Its only power, so far as it
could concern itself with pauperism, would be seen to consist in
police regulations, charity, etc. To abolish poverty it would have
to abolish those conditions responsible for its own existence, and
hence to abolish itself. As the abolition of ancient slavery involved
the abolition of the Ancient State, so the abolition of modern
capitalist slavery would involve the abolition of the bourgeois
Representative State. As soon as it evolved to being the representa-
tive of the whole of society in a complete society, the judicial and
legislative functions of the State would become superfluous, with
the result that the State, as class society has historically known
it, would become superfluous. Equally superfluous would become
the anti-statism or voluntaristic production which partakes of the
same representative character as the State, and is equally corrupt
under class society. Growing out of the industrial conditions which
necessitated the negation of private ownership, would be social
ownership based on social production and distribution. Individually
this would mean social freedom, whilst socially it would embody all
the efficiency that a historically evolved administrative function,
having its basis deep down in society’s foundations, could alone
carry with it. This, however, the opponents of Socialism tell us,
would involve tyranny and expertism. Let us see.

Its erection being on a ruins of a society where production had
been for profit and not for use, wherein the coercion of man had
been at a premium against which the growing social consciousness
had revolted, this would hardly appear to be the case. The failure
of legislative and judicial activity being amongst its progenitors,
Socialism could hardly perpetuate that coercion which its very
coming into existence must necessarily negate. But now we have
to consider the basis of expertism under capitalism in order to show
it to be impossible under Socialism. Our preliminary shall be a
statement of the attitude of the newly found individualist opponents
of Socialism, who tell us that every State is a despotism, because,
whether the despot be one or many, whether the State be monarchial
or republican, solely from the principle that all right or euthority
belong to the collectivity of tkhe people—and the collectivity repre-
sents the status quo, whether autocratic or democratic—its existence
as a State implies the oppression of the individual, against whose
interests the State arraigns itself. Agreeing that the historic rodle
of the State has been that of a despotism, and that violence against
State authority is no more criminal than legal violence against the
individual, the proletarian must needs seek an explanation for the
being of State authority. “How is it that, whether by apathy or
indifference, the collective will of the people supports the State
against the individual well-being of the majority of the people?
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Why does the property owner pay taxes and duties to the State,
and the oppressed worker seek its benediction?” asks this economical
enquirer. “Education by the State,” is the voluntarist reply.
“But,” pursues the investigator, ‘“‘the State is but an anonymous
reflex of the collective will of the people. If, therefore, the State
create that will, it must be at least co-existent with it, if not, as
the creative agency, prior to it. But it cannot be created by a will
it creates, nor can it be a reflex of the collective will. If it is only
a reflex of the collective will, how is that will formed? If the
collective will is the outcome of statism, we must seek elsewhere
for the latter’s origin.”” Let us investigate.

Accepting the principles of the materialistic conception of
history, we learn that, if the engineer is paid twenty times more
than the navvy, it is because the cost necessary to produce an
engineer is more considerable than that necessary to produce a
navvy by nineteen times the cost of the latter’s production. Now,
it having cost society twenty times as much to produce the engineer
than it did to produce the navvy, the engineer is twenty times more
indebted to society than the navvy. Instead, therefore, of taxing
society for greater privileges he should return more to society.
As he does not, under the system under which the engineer flour-
ishes because of advantages of education, the navvy is dispossessed
of his rights; and therefore the capitalist system—which is at once
society and the wage system—has established the technical educa-
tion of the navvy’s children in order to protect itself against the
expertism of the engineer. In working its own undoing, once more,
in a vain attempt to secure temporary relief, capitalist society is
abolishing the expert in the interests of social progress. In the
face of these facts to pretend that the expert will become a parasite
and tyrant under Socialism is absurd. With his numbers growing
his occupation is going, because—as an intellectual—he is rapidly
becoming the rule and not the exception.

It may, however, be contended that, under capitalist society,
it is the extent of monopoly in education and in industry, and not
their various costs of production, which has enabled the engineer,
the scientist, and the doctor, to draw from society ten or a hundred
times more than the labourer, and the weaver to earn three times
as much as the toiler in the fields, and ten times as much as the
match-girl. Were this correct, it might, of course, justify the
inference that under Socialism, the representatives of administration
would so control industry and education as to become the monopo-
lisers of its advantage, and hence impose upon the people a bureau-
cratic expertism. In order to expose the fallacious nature of this
contention, it is only necessary to enquire more fully into what is
the industrial basis of that monopoly which enables the engineer,
the scientist, and the doctor to simply draw their profits from their
own sort of capital—their degrees and their certificates—just as
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the manufacturer draws a profit from a mill, or as a nobleman used
to do from his birth and title.

The first in our enquiry will be to note that in modern capital-
ist society, as we have already shown, a bourgeois minority con-
trol and direct the means and production of social livelihood for the
great majority—the vile mass of workers who toil to live and live
to toil in the interests of the minority. Degraded, they receive the
bare means of subsistence for preserving themselves and rearing
other wage-slaves—their children—whose education also is in the
hands of the capitalist class. Now, the sooner the children begin
to work the greater is the commodity, labour-power, which is
offered for sale; and the less the price required, owing to com-
petition. The longer the child is kept from work—i.e., the longer
the time spent in his education—the greater is his cost since his
parents are receiving money from the capitalist class in excess of
their immediate personal needs of subsistence. Consequently,
having more time devoted to its education, it has to study and to
live, be fed and clothed, for a longer period than children not so
fortunately placed. It accordingly has to experience less com-
petition at a later stage when offering its labour power to the
capitalist class, and consequently demands a higher wage necessary
lo the preservation of its position and knowledge; and it is so
placed because it has cost society more to develop its technical
knowledge. If “monopoly in education and industry” be the cause
of this discrepancy only, now, as the “nobleman’s birth and title”
was formerly how came the one cause to change into the other
cause? The answer can only be, because of material development

on the industrial plane; not the title, the educational privilege, nor

the monopoly, but the industrial conditions necessitating these
reflexes as sequences, the causes or cause. The privilege of a
monopolised education, therefore, represents immunity from labour-
ing at the expense of others who are rendered industrially immune
from intellectual development. But here a strange factor enters in.
As the feudalistic contempt for defending themselves, believing this
to be the duty of bourgeois society, lay the basis of its downfall, so
the bourgeois contempt for the studies as well as for the manual
labour it gratefully abandons to the proletariat, is forming the basis

- for its own overthrow. Not only so; but its very evolution is a

splendid object-lesson not merely in the tyranny but also in the
ignorance of expertism. And so well has bourgeois society placed
the hall-mark of its disciplinarian mediocrity upon all professions,

that slowly but surely, genius is being forced to enlist in the class
army of the proletariat.

Here, however, it is being taught to despise expertism as the
bourgeoisie—in its days of revolution—was taught to despise titles.
That contempt has remained its consistent characteristic where its
success has been most unquestioned. And it has paved the way
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for the similar contempt of proletarian genius for bourgeois profit-
mongering to become the characteristic of future society. Thus,
the evolution of the capitalistic educational system, has prepared a
minimum educational basis for the future society to start from,
which is founded on an ever-increasing negation of expertism; the
development of its judicial and legislative machinery ha§ shown not
merely its class-basis but also the impracticability of judging and
condemning men as criminals; the pursuit of its science has shown
the basic psychological idealism of humanity, with its records of
martyrs, and its social history showing that the greatest crimes of
class-rule have been done in the name of lofty sentiment—in ‘the
name of justice, righteousness, and equality; and its giving birth
to a class which is inspired by the lofty sentiment of freeing society
from all class domination.

Thus, economically, politically, and psychologically the whole
of the trend of social evolution shows that Socialism can only have
its social expression in an era of freedom, and its political expression
in a State which shall treat of the management of production instead
of the control of persons*. The psychological guarantee against
expertism will be found in the contempt with W.hl.Ch al.l men will
regard it, and the tendency to excellence of administration will be
reposed in the admiration which all men will have for efficiency.
Should this possibility still meet with opposition on the ground that
such a central directing authority, finding its embodiment In a
collective will, would not find legal oppression incongruous Wl.th its
industrial basis, one can only conclude that either humamty is
inherently bad and progress an impossibility, or else that in a
system of absolute individualism must humanity’s hope lie.

If in the latter alternative, then its basis must be that all social
relationship is an impossibility since where co-operation takes place,
management coming in, there must be some .(.:ent.rahzatlon of
directive authority. But the whole trend of civilization serves to
negate this assumption. Teacher and schola?, pulpit and pew,
orator and audience, editor and readers, in their growing approxi-
mation to each other are emphasising the passing of .c.apltahstlc
professionalism, and the development of Spgialist simplicity. : Even
the military is being infected with the spirit of the revolutionary
consciousness which is undermining the foundations of the Capitalist
state. And amid the growing volume of its expression, 1S drowned
the echoes of the sectarianism so common to class society. Men
and women, seeking the spirit of the highest impulses, rather than
the letter of the narrow dogmas of meaningless import, are seemng
in its arrival the realisation of those impulses in the social I.Brahm,
the communistic Nirvana. In this evidence of its philosophic har-

*Here the term “State” is used in a sense entirely unl‘}istorical,;
Such a political order is Anarchy, and can only be termed ‘‘a state,
in the sense of being a social condition.
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mony of movement may be caught a glimpse of the lofty impulses
which have served to direct its evolution. It is this philosophic
essence of unity which supplies us with a quintessencial index to the
meaning of the evidence I have adduced in the present essay, show-
ing the failure of the bourgeois representative system, the inevit-
able collapse of its state, and the erection on its ruins of a social
system which shall in truth be apostrophied as the Commonwealth!
For it would be the intelligence of the community that would select
the most capable administrators of its workings, instead of the pluto-
cratic administration deciding the limits of its representation.

II.

Happy augury of the liberty which will exist under the Socialist
Commonweal, we see that as the agencies of production and distri-
bution have become increasingly social, despite the fact that control
has been private, political freedom has become more and more a
reality. Thus recognising the growing incongruity of its rdle of
legal oppressor and its mischievousness to capitalistic production,
the State has more and more concerned itself with the distribution
of the armed forces, the duties of the secret police, the appointment
of arbitration and conciliation boards, the feeding of necessitous
children as a palliative. On the other hand, thus realising its ad-
ministrative character on questions of penal reform and criminal
punishment, its attitude has become ‘“more humane”’—as the bour-
geoisie say—the decentralisation of its authority becoming synony-
mous with the growth of economic oppression, and the failure of the
Party system. On all hands it is, therefore, being recognised that
the social problem is rapidly resolving itself into an economic rather
than narrowing itself down to a political issue. The duel is between
the financier and the business man on the one side, representative
of- private profit; and the proletarian on the other, symbolical of
production for use and not for profit. To these combatants,
Liberal and Tory have given way; and significant of the change,
their avowed capitalist successors, under the guise of individual free-
dom, have assumed a chastening attitude towards the State wherein
their ideals have hitherto found a safe embodiment.. Their fear is
lest Socialism should involve majority tyranny. Their hope is that
of impressing the workers with a consciousness of the essential
liberty of capitalism. The better to remove their fear, let us out-
line and examine the basis of their hope.

The latter’s foundations are laid deep down in the social life
of the bourgeoisie. It had its corner stone in the right of individuals
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