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THE MEANING OF PETER KROPOTKIN TO THE UNITED

STATES AND THE WORLD

By Dr. Frederick W. Roman

For the world outside of the Lnited States

the name Kropotkin will be a symbol of a

struggle against tyranny atnd a cultural effort

to rise by means of contributions in the field

of literature and inspiration to radical groups

and growing restlessness; for populations in

prison and also in many cases for those forced

to suffer the penalty of death. We have in

mind the rebellious groups in Russia itself

during the days of the Czar; and also, the

striving for real political freedom even after

the Soviets came to power. Kropotkin served

as a stimulating ideal for the freedom-loving

patriots in Spain and throughout the Balkans,

and his example was emulated by untiring

lovers of liberty in (;ermanvl; and it seems

that even in countries such as India, the example of a sacrifice inspired a never-dying

hope.  Vith all the defects that people are accus:tomed to heap upon England, the record

of many generations shows how tolerant England has been.   Her government has been

strong enough to allow these free spirits to

be harbored and to give them a certain latitude

of expression that was not obtainable in other

parts. She did this for Karl Marx and for

Victor Hugo, and for the exiles of those who

once occupied the throne in France, Spain,

Albania, Ethiopia; and even now is the home

of the exiles from all parts of the world.

For the United States, Kropotkin was not

so much an emblem of an escape from prison

as he was a genuine stimulant for our literary

groups by virtue of his contribution to sociolog cal thought, in terms of "Mutual Aid,"

and also by virtue of his extended studies in

geology. It was the literary man, Kropotkin,

that extended his brightest rays. Over here

we have not bothered too much about the prisons of Europe; they have not meant too much

to us! Whatever have been our shortcomings

we have not been in prison over here very

much by means of political oppression, and

therefore we have not understood that which

DR. FREDERICK XV. ROMAN

we have not suffered.   However, we have

been intrigued by virtue of the literary capacity and the ingenuity of the ideas of

Kropotkin. Whether the average American

scholar agrees in full or in part with the

contributions of Kropotkin, there is no denial

but that his achievements in his chosen fields

have left a permanent influence on American

thought and attitude toward the potential solution of the social and political problems

of the world.

"Mutual Aid" has offered a challenge, a

mode of procedure that in this hour of careful

searching for a new plan to readjust the coming world order, will not be disregarded.

There is being brought to the attention of an

increasing number of our students and savants

that you can hardly be classed amongst those

who know unless you know Kropotkin!
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PETER KROPOTKIN, GEOGRAPHER, EXPLORER, MUTUALIST

By J. Scott Keltie, Secretary:

Royal Geographical Society of

England

The announcement of the death of Prince

Peter Alexeivich Kropotkin on February 8,

1921, in a small town near M loscow, where

he was virtually interned, will have been received with regret by a wide circle of all

classes and all creeds. He had left England

(which had been his home for many years)

for Russia in 1917, after the Revolution had

broken out, no doubt with the hope that his

"anarchist" aspirations would be realized on

a large scale. It need hardly be said that he

was grievously disappointed. But this is not

the place to deal in detail with Kropotkin's

political views, except to regret that his absorption in these seriously diminished the services which otherwise he might have rendeered

to Geography.

Prince Kropotkin, descended from one of

the oldest princely houses in Russia, was born

in the "Old Equerries Quarter" in Moscow

on December 9, 1842, so that when he died

he had entered on his seventy-ninth year. In

this aristocratic quarter, surrounded by troops

of serfs, he spent his first fifteen years. He

and his brother Alexander, who were devoted

to each other, received a somewhat irregular

education from private tutors-FIrench, German and Russian. The education was mainly

literary and historical. So keenly interested

in literature was Kropotkin even then (aged

thirteeni), that he started a Revic-w which continued for two years, till he had to leave for

St. Petersburg.  His father had determined

that his sons should enter the Arimy, anld at

the age of fifteen Kropotkin, much against his

wishes, was admitted to the Cadet Corps, or

Corps of Pages, which received only 150 boys,

mostly children of the nobility belonging to

the Court. Those who passed the final examination could enter any regiment of the

Guards or of the Army they chose, while a

certain number were attached as pages to

members of the Imperial Family. After all,

Kropotkin became reconciled to the school,

and spent quite an interesting and useful five

years going through the various forms. At

first he found the lessons so easy that he had

plenty of time for private reading. In time

he took up various sciences -  Physics, Chemistry, Mathematics, Geography, Cartography,
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and both in classes and by himself made considerable progress in this direction.

When in 1863 he had passed his final examinations, in which he took high rank, he

had to decide what regiment he wished to

enter, it being expected that, like his fellowcadets, he would choose one of the most select-some regiment attached to the Court.

But to the consternation of his father and

his comrades, he decided to join the Mounted

Cossacks in the Amur. a new and undistinguished regiment. He had long been interested in Siberia and its geographical problems, especially those connected with the

Amnmr and the Usuri. By selecting a Siberian regiment he would have ample scope for

exploration in little-known Eastern Siberia.

During his five years in Siberia he had opportunities for carrying out exploring and

surveying work on the Amiur and in Manchuria, the maps of which abounded in blanks

and errors. Later still he explored the Western Sayans, and caught a glimpse of the Siberian Highlands. Finally he undertook a long

journey to discover a direct communication

between the gold mines of the Yakutsk Province and Transbaikalia. All this proved of

great service to Kropotkin when, after his return to Europe, he took up the difficult problem of the structure of Northern and Central

Asia.

In time, Kropotkin and his brother Alexander, who was stationed at Irkutsk, became

more and more interested in the revolutionary

movements which were developing in Russia

and other European countries. They decided

to leave the Army and return to St. Petersburg; this they (lid early in 1867. Kropotkin

entered the University, where he worked hard

for five years mainly on scientific subjects, devoting special attention to geography.  He

became intimately associated with the Imperial Geographical Society in his capacity of

Secretary to its section of Physical Geography.

But his main geographical interest at this time

was the vast problem  of the orography of

Northern Asia, the maps of which he considered were "mostly fantastic." This led him

in time to extend his investigations into Central Asia. He not only made use of the re



suits of his own travels in Siberia, but with

infinite labor collected all the barometrical.

geological and physical observations that had

been recorded by other travelers. This preparatory work took him more than two years,

followed by months of intense thought, to

bring order out of what seemed a "bewildering chaos."  Suddenly the solution flashed

upon him: The structural lines of Asia, he

was convinced, did not run north and south

or east and west, as Humboldt represented

them, but from north-east to south-west. This

work he considered his chief contribution tol

science.

The next important geographical work undertaken by Kropotkin at the request of the

Imperial Geographical Society was a journey

through Finland in 1871-72 to study the glaciology of the Country. He returned with a

mass of most interesting observations. After

a visit to Western Europe, Kropotkin returned to St. Petersburg, and in 1874 presented his report on Finland.

This he did at a meeting of the Geographical Society where it was keenly discussed. A

day or two later he was arrested, and finally

imprisoned in the terrible Fortress of Saint

Peter and Saint Paul, but was permitted to

finish his work on the Glacial Period in Finland and in Central Europe, which with his

rnagnunm opus, "The Orography of Asia,"

were published after his escape, while he was

residing in England under the name of Levashoff. In April, 1876, he had been transferred

to another prison, and in a few days placed in

the military hospital. The romantic story of

his escape from this hospital is well known.

He had no difficulty in passing through Filnland and Sweden to Christiania, where in a

British steamer he crossed to England, landing in Hull and going to Edinburgh. As he

had to work for his living he began to send,

in his assumed   name of Levashoff, notes,

mainly geographical, to The Times and Nature; of the latter I was then Sub-Editor. He

ultimately, in 1877, I think, moved to London where I made his personal acquaintance,

which developed into a life friendship. Soon

after his arrival a large work in Russian was

to come for review and naturally it was sent

to Levashoff. He called to see me with the

book and asked if I read Russian, and alas, I

had to admit that I could not. Pointing to

the title-page he told me it was a treatise on

the geology and glaciation of Finland, by

P. Kropotkin.... He told me briefly his

story, and naturally I was intensely interested. I told him we had no one in a position to review the book, and he might write

an article stating briefly its main features and

conclusions, which I am glad to say he did.

Between London, France and Switzerland

he migrated, until, after two years' imprisonment in France he finally settled down in

London, where he remained, with a few

intermissions, till his unfortunate return to

Russia in 1917.   He soon formed literary

connections in England in addition to The

JTimes and Nature. He wrote largely for The

Ninetcenth i Century, through which he ran

his two well-known books, "Fields, Factories

and Workshops" and "Mutual Aid Among

Aniials."  To the eleventh edition of the

"Britannica" he contributed most of the Russian geographical articles.  Of course, he

soon made himself at home at the Royal Geographical Society, and was a valued contributor to The Journal. Among his contributions

to The Nineteenth Century was an article in

December, 1885, entitled, "What Geography

Ought to Be," which is well worth reading.

It is based on the "Report on Geographical

Education," issued by the Society in that year,

and gives a comprehensive view of what he

considered the field of geography ought to be,

its value from  the scientific and practical

standpoint, and the place it ought to hold in

education. "Surely," he says, "there is scarcely another science which might be rendered

as attractive for the child as geography, and

as powerful an instrument for the general

development of the mind, for familiarizing

the scholar with the true method of scientific

reasoning, and for awakening the taste for

natural science altogether."

Unfortunately, Kropotkin never again had

an opportunity of doing active work in the

field of scientific exploration.  He became

more and more absorbed in the promotion of

his socialistic or rather anarchistic views, and

suffered more and more from the consequences

of the hardships he had to endure in prison.

In his later years he became almost a chronic

invalid, wh eele ed in a bath-chair about

Brighton, where he lived for the last few

years. His main contributions to geography

are the records of his explorations in Eastern

Siberia and the discussion of the great problems which they suggested to him; and his

investigations into the glaciology of Finland.

He was a keen observer, with a well-trained
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intellect, familiar with all the sciences bearing on his subject; and although his conclusions may not be universally accepted, there

is no doubt that his contributions to geographical science are of the highest value.

He made many friends in England. He had

a singularly attractive and lovable personality,

sympathetic nature, a warm but perhaps too

tender heart, and a wide knowledge in literature, science and art.

REMINISCENCES OF PETER KROPOTKIN

By Dr. Frank Oppenheimer, Author:

"The State"; Formerly Professor

of Berlin University

It was in the year 1910 when I met Peter

Kropotkin, person to person. I had made a

trip to Scotland, following the invitation of

a group of Zionists who wanted to settle in

Palestine; and indeed these people became

the neighbors of my first settlement there,

lerchawjah, "God's Wide Open Spaces,"

the first foothold of the movement in the

Plain of Jezreel which now   is completely

occupied by Jews. I had written to Kropotkin

that I would pay him a visit and thereupont

had received his invitation to be his guest at

Brighton, where he was staying for his health.

For a long time we had been corresponding

about the problems of our branch of science.

So far back date the beginnings of this pleasant relationship that I cannot even remember

by what it had been started. The man who

made us acquainted must have been either myx

great friend, Frederick van Eden, poet of

"Little John," or another dear friend of

mine, Gustav Landauer, the ardent humanitarian, \xho was murdered in a bestial fashion

by the forerunners of the Nazis, the Korpsstudents, during their quelling of the Communistic Revolution in Munich. They literally trampled his heart out of his body. Both

of them were close to Kropotkin in their economic-political conception, being Communistic

Anarchists and opponents of the Marxian

State Capitalism. Landauer had translated

Kropotkin's immortal "Mlutual Aid Among

Men and Animals" into German, the most

potent weapon ever wrought against the stupid

"Socialdarwinism," which is working itself

out so gruesomely today.

Unfortuinately I had to leave my files in

Germany, when, almost 75 years old, I was

forced to leave; and that happened almost

four years ago. For that reason I am not in

a position to aid my memory by looking up

the old letters. But I remember very clearly

that he wrote me in the German language

which he must have mastered once upon a
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time but which, during his long exile in England, had grown somewhat "rusty." We both

found very amusing a "Lapsus Calami" which

occurred in one of his letters. He had read

imy "State" with great approval and gave me

some material about parallel developments in

Russia. The peasants, he wrote, "bekamen

Sklaven," which, of course, was the exact opposite of what he wanted to say; naturally,

I understood that he had meant to say "they

became slaves," which, translated into German, was "sie wurden Sklaven."  "Sie bekamen Sklaven," which he had written, means,

in the German    language. "they acquired

slaves."

Our relationship was that of two seekers

after truth who, by principle, were determined

to put under the microscope any, no matter

how famous, theory and to attack it regardless of hurt feelings, if the substant ating

proofs would not hold water. I was inspired

by the deep respect which is due to the great

scientist. I am a layman in the realm of Geophysics, but I knew that at least one great

authority in this science (was it Professor

Richthoten?) had acknowledged Kropotkin

as the genius who first had solved the riddle

of the formation of the mountain ranges on

the continent of Asia.:

As to my own science, Political Economy

and Sociology, I can say that Kropotkin has

judged with approval my endeavors to solve

the social problem.

W\e could not agree all the way. He was

iand remained an Anarchist, while I, for good

reasons, had returned to the liberalism  of

Adam Smith, Payne, Jefferson, etc., which is

entirely different from the so-called "liberalism" of the capitalistic apologizers and advocates. The difference lies in the conception

of the State. The Anarchist is convinced that

each order of society held up by legalized

force is bad, objectionable, and therefore must

be abolished and should be succeeded by the



free mutualismn of the groups. The real libedal, however, while agreeing that the villain

in the pirocess of history is the Class-State

created by ithler than economict fo(ice, is convincedl that we cann(it dispense with a public

oider i which ciiinand s the means necessar i

to mainltain the common inlte rest against opposition ldallgrcliots to the roinimo1 (iNvealth.  No

grylacit yoet I (cai exist wit/tout h a b ody cwhich

renders final d(cisios on d(ehatable IcIssues and

has the Ineans, in I (se of tier'e  to enforce the dcilisio s. No societa  exist without the power-c  of puniishment of the judge, noriwithout the right to exprriate prioperty even

against the wish of the proprietor, if the public interest urgently demaidls it. Such powers existed, as far as wxe can see, eveirywheire

among the societies of tfree and equals and nare

still in existence in tri-ibes that have Ipreserved

their stone-age mode of life.  Only the tiny

groups of the Eskimos seem to get along without criminal punishment, just because they

are such tiny groups. But the history of this

country' shows clearl v thaIt each society, no

matter how crude, was compelled to establish

criminal laws and powers to execute punishment in places wherel the orderly power (of the

courts of the State had not been able to penetri-ate -  Moderators, Regulators, Vigilantes,

Miliners, meetings, proved to be indispensable

in keeping down robbhers, pirates, javyhawkeirs

and gangsters.

Liarge societies need even mor-ce than that.

The eminent philospher of law, Radbruch,

says that there must bh somebody to ldecide

whether to pass each other onl the right or on

the left, aiind that "even the heavenly Legions

hardly could g1et along without army regulations.'  There nmust be authorities regulating

traffic, deciding on and watching over weights

and mreasu-es, determining what should be

the medium of exchange and so )forth.

All this can be abused in the historical

Class-State, andI has been abused and is nowN

being abused. Therefore, so argues the Liberal, wa e must pull the poison-teeth of the

Class State, and this means we must get rid

of all monopolistic postions of piwer created

by what John Stuart \1Jill called "violence

and fraud."  The basic ones aCre the political

monopoly of State-domination andl administration usurped by the ruling class, and the

economic monopoly of the land without which

there could exist neither the class of proletarians nor the capitalistic class which goes

with it. In such society all political power

Nwould lie in the base of the pyramid: in the

communitives   and  cooperatives, while the

administrators on top, as I once wrote, would

OnIly have a power comparable, let us say, to

the one of the international geodetic cominittcc.

iKropotkin was inclined to concede qu ite a

lot to me.   Perhaps lie was not (uite collvinicedl that the monopoly of capital is only' a

1-branch growingmvr out of the monopoly of the

land, a branch which unust wither if the tinunk

is chopped off. Btut he was not fair fl-rom  accepting this part of Ilmy theory.  Hie knew

better than rmost others how illmuensely large,

comparedl to the nceled, the arable Iantd of this

Iplanet is: hlie had figured out that, with intense gardllen cultivationll, the small area of

the '"DI)epartment Seine"' would suffice to supply the Metropolis of Paris with food. Therefore he could not get away from     realizing

that the monopoly of the land is not a natural

one, based on the fact that the area is too

small compared to the need, but a legal moopoly based oii the fact that the ruling class

had surped the right to corner the abounding

land away from    the vast majority of the

people.  ui r1pose and effect of the miolopoly

was to torn theml into proletar'iaius, to wit,

into people who are forced to offer their services for a wage leaving the surplus value

(or prohit) to the own-ers of the means of

prodlictioi, the produced mIeans (e.g., machinery ), as well as the non-produced one, the

la1nd. If people had free access to the land as

their means of prod uction, then there could

be neithel-r a class of exploiters nor of exploited!  Even Karl MIarx concedes this,' as

may be read in the 2?th chapter,' "O()  Colonial Systems" in the first vollume of his '"Capital"' and  in his letter to Friedrich Elngels

dated November 26, 1869.

In this point, I believe, we were not far

from lcoming to an agreement. it xvas another

point where this p1rovedl to be impossible, the

Ipoint where Anarchist and Liberal nilever can

agree, until the Classless-State will have been

materialized, and its functioning canll be obse I-rved.

The, Anarchist cannot get away from    the

fear that the once established Classless-State,

no matter whether created by reform, or by

revolution, will again revert into the ClassState by abuse of the power of administration.  His opinion is that all power will be

abused; therefore, he does not waant to put

power into anybody's hands.    This opinion
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sprouts from  the foolish doctrine with which

the bourgeoise in former times tried to justify

her factual privileges, from the "nursery tale"

of previous accumulation, which claims that

the Class-State of history has not been created

by extra-economic violence, but by peaceful

development due to the innate differencs in

economic talent and moral restraint.

When arguing this point with Peter Kropotkin I had not yet found the decisive alnswer to this most important question.   It is

that social science has to deal with mass manifestations exclusively but is not in the least

interested in purely individual cases, neither

in theory nor in practice. The task of social

theory is to explain, that of social practice is

to remove undesired and to effect desired mass

manifestations.

In the Class-State, power may be abused

toward permanent detriment of the society,

if the holder of office is backed by a powerfull

group which derives benefits from the abuse.

This is impossible in a class-less society, where.

to quote Rousseau, "nobody is rich enough to

bribe many, and nobody poor enough to have

to accept bribe." For that reason abuse of

office is perhaps not impossible, maybe not

even improbable, "as human beings go," but

it is impossible that the guilty one, once found

out, remains in office to continue his misconduct and to grow bolder at it while society

suffers. Such cases in the class-less society are

turned over to the prosecuting attorney, just

as it is up to the physician to go after singular

cases of, let us say, tuberculosis, while society

will do everything to weed out any mass epidemics. Singular cases are just as harmless

for the welfare of society as an abrasion is for

the individual, though a few cells may be

destroyed by it.

These, approximately, wxere the things

which we discussed and over which we argued,

-Kropotkin, once the page of Czar Nicholas

and later prisoner in the Peter Paul Fort of

Petersburg, and myself; the two of us thinkers who were close enough in ideas to ardently seek agreement on these last differences in our opinions.

It was one of the finest days of my life, a

day indelible in the memory and full of real

living: I can still see the kind and knowing

face of the Sage who sat next to me on a

bench on the Beach. I can see the colorful

crowds move by us, old people in their wheel

chairs, and babies in perambulators. I can still

hear the distant music from the Band in the

Pavillion. And I remember how Peter Kropotkin and I, together, admired a daring lad

who, from  a high tower, somersaulted into

the ocean on a bicycle. When I had to bid

him bood-bye to get back to London he embraced me and kissed both of my cheeks in

Russian fashion.

I never saw him again and did not correspond with him after the beginning of World

War I. I only heard that he had gone back

to Russia as soon as the Revolution had opened

to him the doors so long closed. He had since

long predicted the Revolution and had wished

for it ardently. How he fared there I never

knew. Now I see that they named a City in

the South after him.

Ionor to his nmemCory!

KROPOTKIN'S DOCTRINE OF MUTUAL AID      By Dr. E. Guy Talbott

Prince Peter Alexeivich Kropotkin, Russian revolutionary and sociologist, was born in

Moscow on December 9, 1842. He early developed an interest in the Russian peasants.

During his last years as a student he came

under the influence of the new revolutionary

literature, which so largely expressed his own

aspirations. In 1864 Kropotkin took charge of

a geographical survey expedition in Manchuria

and Eastern Siberia. In 1867 he became secretary of the physical geography section of

the Russian Geographical Society.

In 1872 he visited Switzerland, and became a member of the International Workingmen's Association at Geneva. He then adopted the creed of anarchism, and on his return
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to Russia he took an active part in spreading

nihilist propaganda. He was arrested and imprisoned in 1874 but escaped in 1876 and went

to E'ngland, and again to Switzerland, where

he joined the Jura Federation and edited its

paper Le Revolta. He also published various

revolutionary pamphlets.

Kropotkin was expelled from Switzerland

in 1881, shortly after the assassination of Czar

Alexander II. He spent some tine in England and France, and at Lyons he was sentenced to five years imprisonment for membership in revolutionary organizations. However, in 1886, as a result of repeated efforts on

his behalf in the French Chamber, he was released, and settled near London.



From this time Kropotkin devoted his time

to literary work, and to the development of

his doctrine of "mutual aid." His best known

book was: "Mutual Aid a Factor in Evolution," published in 1902 and revised in 1915.

He had a singularly gentle and attractive personality, and was much loved and respected

in England. He desired the minimum of government, and the development of a system of

human cooperation which would render government from above superfluous. When the

Russian Revolution broke out, he returned to

his native land in 1917 and settled near Moscow. He took no part in Russian politics and

died on February 8, 1921.

Another eminent Russian sociologist, Novikov, defined "social Darwinism" as "the doctrine that collective homicide is the cause of

the progress of the human race." Kropotkiu

was once described as "the only true Darwinian in England." Regarding Darwin's misinterpreters, Kropotkin said: "They came to

conceive the animal world as a world of perpetual struggle among half-starved individuals, thirsting for one another's blood. They

made modern literature resound with the warcry of 'woe to the vanquished,' as if it were

the last word of modern biology. They raised

the 'pitiless' struggle for personal advantages

to the height of a biological principle which

man must submit to as well, under the menace

of otherwise succumbing in a world based

upon mutual extermination."

Kropotkin held the view that the struggle for

existence and war between members of the

same species cannot be considered as identical

terms, especially as applied to man. The human struggle for existence is basically a struggle of man against nature, not against members of his own species. He said he could not

accept pseudo-Darwinism, "because I was

persuaded that to admit a pitiless inner war

for life within each species, and to see in that

war a condition of progress, was to admit

something which not only had not yet been

proved, but also lacked confirmation  from

direct observation."

Kropotkin concludes, from his own observations, that if the struggle for existence improves the species, it is the struggle against

physical environment and not the struggle

between fellow creatures. As a result of his

studies in human association, Kropotkin said:

"Wherever we go we find the same sociable

manners, the same spirit of solidarity. And

when we endeavor to penetrate into the dark

ness of past ages, we find the same tribal

life, the same associations of men, however

primitive, for mutual support.    Therefore

Darwin was right when he saw in man's social qualities the chief factor for his further

evolution, and Darwin's vulgarizers are entirely wrong when they maintain the contrary."

Darwin himself said that man "manifestly

owes this immense superiority to his intellectual faculties, to his social habits, which lead

him to aid and defend his fellows." The inclusion of the entire human race within the

bounds of moral law is, in the true Darwinian theory, the ultimate goal of human evolution. Darwin said: "There is only an artificial barrier to prevent his sympathies extending to the men of all nations and races."

Prince Kropotkin is the best interpreter of

Darwin's theory of mutuial aid as the central

principle of social progress. His book, "Mutual Aid a Factor in Evolution," has become

a classic. It is an utter refutation of the doctrine that force is the determining factor in

social progress. H-e calls attention to the fiutility of struggle, especially "collective homicide" and the effectiveness of nmutual aid or

cooperation in social evolution.

The best American interpreter for the mutual aid theories of Kropotkin and Novikov

was George Nasmyth. In his book, "Social

Progress and the Iarwinian Theory," published in 1916, Nasimyth says: "The philosophy of force, which is anti-Democratic, and

anti-Christian, has fallen like a blight upon the

intellectual life of Christendom  during  the

past half-century, but its effects have been

almost entirely confiedl to the aristocratic, intellectual, and governing classes."  He pays

high tribute to Kropotkin as the prophet of a

new order of cooperative society, and concludes with this quotation from  Kropotkin:

"''lie ethical progress of otr race viewed

in its broad lines, appears as a gradual

exteision of the mutual aid principles

from  the tribe to always larger and

larger agglomerations so as to finally embrace one day the whole of mankind,

without respect to its diverse creeds, languages, and races.. We can affirm that

in the ethical progress of man, mutual

support - not mutual struggle-has had

the leading part. In its wide extension,

even at the present time, we also see the

best guarantee of a still loftier evolution

of our race."
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PETER KROPOTKIN, EVOLUTIONIST

By Joseph Ishill, Editor:

The Oracle Press

How   shall we, this day, commnemorate the

spirit of that great man, rebel and scientist,

Peter Kropotkin? Cataclysm ic ev:ents have occurred since he was born, mu ch ldevastation

of the flower of human life and lachievemient,

snfferings on an u ilprecedented scale--all I(Iidlired in the dlark trinsition periodl from  a

nribuin ml"civilization" to an eterimll briglht

and just future way of life.

Anyone fmtimiliar with Kropotkin's nrecepts

will agree that the contributions of his career

as philosopher, scientist anld propagIandist were

of prime value and of the utmost benefit to all

who have integrated their intellectual calpacities andl seen in him  one of the few   greiat

liberators of the oppressed everywhere.    He

was the incarnation of truth, goiodness and

brotherhood  toward which mankind      a spire"s

in its vision of a better world.

One cannot adequately express how     much

we miss himi in these tragic and barbarmous

times iof total and totalitarian darkuess let

loose upon the world by a horde of nerii-asthenic psychopaths. Hfow ably he would have

come to the assistance of all those down-trodlden victims of aggression and perversion.1 \'e

well renmember how the so-calledl Aryan warster-race (of G(3ermanic origin) soight ini the

First WXorld War to justify their abomillations against the innocent and (lefelnseless. They\

have provedl themselves masters, indleeld, of

darkness! Their German "'Kulitor"' truly a

qermu-cult~ure, which they foster for the destriiction of the world, A number of 1German

writers in the First World War excused themselves on the score that the horrors of that

War, in the guilt of which they hold equal;

share with the militarists, were unavoid able

consequences of the 'struggle for existence,"

the necessity of which, they maintained, \was

proven by Darwin's theories for the improvement of the human race. iKropotkin sharply

refuted these deductions in his scientific work,

''Mutual Aid."   O)n the contrary, he proves

that this waxs not I)arwin's conception of Naituire at all, since, for the per ervation of the

species, hlie attached the greatest importance

to the social instinct; and above all he proves,

with many facts from the life of animals and
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the evolution of society, that progress, both

hiological and social, is best fostered, not by

brute force or cunning, but by the practice of

mutual aid and cooperatiol.

ITo combat this poisonou*ls ( erillaic propaga da via perverteld D)arl-winismlls, the British

Ipeople sought another scientist aiid liinurediatelN there came to light Kropotkinis ' \lutual

Aid-A    Factor of Evolution"-of which a

lairge popular edition was published at one

shilling per copy,, notwithstanding the previous

right editions lwhich were completelv exhaulstd.

It must have beenii a great satisfactioni to

Kropotkin to see that quite a number of English Tories whlo were iiI complete disagreemIent with his political views had to endlorse

this x-ork by a Russian revolutionist! Regardless of his affiliations, he was loved and respected by many of the social strata both high

and low.

VWere he alive today it is certain he would

have allied himself with the United Nations

as he did in the First W(urld War when d many

pacifist-m inded, and  other various radicals

sharply condlemlnedl hin for silingg with the

Allies.  But Kropotkin had clearly seenii and

understood, as cou(ld only one of his keen mentality, the menace of Prussian militarism which

was rapidly darkening the world-horizon. In

)pit( of the gloomy spectre of the First XVorld

War, Kropotkin (lid not become utterly disillusionedl at the somber sweep of events. iHe

still hoped for a better xvorld of the future,

anlld here it is well to quote the coincludiumg

words of his preface to "'Mutual Aid," November, 1914--which gives in true perspective

the integral and exemplarv idealist:-"In the

midst oif misery aind a)oni  which this War has

fluniig over the worldl, there is still room  for

the belief that the constructive forces of tuen

being nevertheless at work, their action will

teld( to promote a better understanllding betxeen mean, anld eventually amomig  i ations."

Those words will be proven as unalterably

true, a prophecy and a statement of faith.



ETHICS: FOR AND AGAINST

The life of Peter Kropotkin is effective inl

proportion as he influenced others, day by

day.  His teachingis were alive and undlerstaiidahie as they iniflueencedl others to act.

That he( did this is evident from those that

By Cassius V. Cook, Sec.-Treas.:

accepted his ethics-"from every manl according to his abilitv, to every man according to

his needs."  Among tho()se wvho disagreed are a

fewv wAho feared to erect a "tyranny of needs."

KROPOTKIN-A SOCIAL THINKER-OPPOSED TO

STATE     TOTALITARIANISM                                          By Pitirim  A. Sorokin,

Department of Sociology,

Harvard University

i\ lost siliccerel xI jolin \voomleeti iig iiif]corn-I_ iis life inI R oIss~ia. This (l1 irct contact showed

mnetioloatioli o)f the I()()thi annivervS;I ary of the  thait, InIad(itil n to all Ilis contihittions to

hli-th of Peter- Kr-opo)tkin, as an eminent so-  manlkind, Pc was an excl lentper-sonalitNinl

cial thiinkera; as a (rieat apostle of i1utiial hIs life and conduct.

Aid; as all i1llefatigahle critic (of social injius-  In these timics whenl State I Yotraiit'i riaiisill

tice in all its formus; as a ri-elentless s warrior  menacesm

against State h             trecracv  tind dictatoriship  puppets, an1d fl-re h an creativenleSs itt() a

as a most  table ethical th inkeri and i-efoi-rmier,  coercive, soullessdrI idgern

It was imy good for-tunie to miieet and to  teachiags of this gri-eat miniai ar-e especially

kniow him. 11Per'soal y lhrdii iii igthe last  ears(i of timiiely,;Iand sirgnificanlt

PETER KROPOTKIN ON KARL MARX AND MARXISM

By Dr. Herman Fj

Freie Arbeiter Stimm

()iie of the centr-al ideas of the scientific

social thought in the past hund-ced Neas has

been the question whether   i- rnot econ11omi1c

change in itself is endowed wvith a r-ational

pur-pose.  I)ur-ing the 19th Centuryv, ait least

four gre-at systenis of thought were built up

with the view of hr-idgring, the grulf hetweeii

evoluttionaryv  chanigeawl a soc ial. p og-ss.

Augtiste (niote in Friance, Herberi-t Spenceri

in Enfgland, [Kar l Iar-x InIGerm11any, and

Lesterl XXar(l inI the l-iiiteld States built oip

theil- r ri0niiiental soci-al philosophies in thle

hope of resolving this dilemmII11a.

K   arl Mar-xspent overtci- ftv vears inI anr il

iidecavor to sppily ain at-inswer to this pr-oblemI--hy im*lputinghy a t]ranscenMd toll goal to

historl-. The capitalistic system h, lie clailled,

hv its own 11x inhe rent I prcesCs heing dri\ven tova d a higher socialorg(anizationInamely,

Socialismi. AltlÃ½)ig  no definitely con-101(

pr-oof could be offet-ed fol- the \Jar-xianl soliition, andl it has r-eiainel  a miatter of faith

yet as a mnatter of fact, Marxismn, of the four

above namied svstcns, has beconie thie most

influential one, 'and has proved, in niore than

rank, Editor:

e, New York

ST K
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one sense, epoch-making. Nonetheless, of them

all, none has exercised less attraction and

evoked more criticism on the part of that

outstanding revolutionary, Peter Kropotkin,

than just Marxism, that is the most revoltitionary system among these four.

In conversation with friends on such topics as the First International or the Fussian

revolutionary  movement,    Kropotkin    usedt

harsh termns in regard to Mlarx, and spoke

still more harshly of Engels. As he saw it.

Engels exercised  the \worst influence upon

Unfortunately, very little written evidence

of Kropotkin's criticism has been brought out

into the open-very few    of his observations

on the nature and trend of Marx's contribution to revolutionary thought. Of still greater importance, therefore, is it to explore the

extant traces of Kropotkin's ideas which throw

some light upon an issue so controversial and

vet so relevant to any serious socio-philosophical discussion of our own times andl the years

to colme.

The most revealing document, virtually utnknown to the great mass of Peter Kropotkin's

followers and friends, is a letter of his, written to a life-long friend James Guillaume

(1844-1916) and made public, not so long

ago, by that indefatigable historian of the

Libertarian Movement in the 19th century,

Dr. Max Nettlau.2

Guillaume, born in London as a son of a

Swiss of French origin, became active in the

Swiss revolutionary movement, particularly in

the Jura revolutionary group ( Federation Romande, 1869-1878), in which Peter Kropotkin

also took part, as is well known to all who are

familiar with his immortal "Memoirs of a

Revolutionist".  Under Bakunin's influence,

Guillaume abandoned his early ideals of the

development of individual perfection and turned to the development of mass consciousness,Cf. "A Visit to Kropotkin in 1905," by Dr. F.

Brupbacher, in Joseph Ishill's Peter Kropotkin

Memorial Volume, Berkeley Heights, N. J. 1923,

pp. 91-96.

21n a collection of Kropotkin's letters, most of

them never published before, printed in the Kropolkin issue  (February, 1931) of the Russian

Libertarian monthly, Probuzhdenye (Awakening)

of Detroit, Mich., on the occasion of the tenth

anniversary of P. K.'s death. Of course, all these

letters appeared in a Russian version and accordingly we were obliged to render the quotations into English instead of being able to submit

them exactly as the words were written originally

by P. K.-most likely in French.       H. F.
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and solidarity as a means toward social revolution. He was one of Bakunin's chief supporters of the anti-authoritarian group in the

International and followed him in the split

with the Marxists.

The letter to Guillaume was written by

Kropotkin in November, 1903, (it appears in

Nettlau's Russian collection under No. 71)

and may be considered a reply to Guillaume's

disparaging remarks about peculiar Jewish

traits playing a part in the formation of Marxian doctrines and, in addition, exerting a baleful influence on the social-democratic movement, so frequently led by persons of Jewish

origin. Referring to these acctisations, Kropotkin writes as follows:

"To my mind, dear friend, you are carried

too far away when you come to speak about

the Jews. Oh, I wish you were acquainted

with our Jews-the anarchists of Whitechapel

and New York! Among them you will find

so many splendid individuals, just as our old

Jura friends and-so perfect a devotion! Just

these comrades of ours are fit to carry libertarian ism back to Rutssia--our publications, our

ideas, our periodical (Bread and Freedom,

published at the time in Russian in Geneva).

Splendid comrades they are indeed!

Truth to tell, Jewish mentality does display

a peculiar fondness for building up systems.

It is dialectical, just as is the case with so

many other peoples that hail from the Orient.

And for that reason, mainly, they take national pride in such thinkers as Marx and

Lassalle. System-this, I think, is a thing

most essential to the mind of Jews. Besides,

they, who have been for so many years persecuted and oppressed, are naturally most appreciative of the fact that socialism opens the

door to them, with no regard whatsoever to

race differences. They seem to be firmly convinced, for that matter, that the words (concerning justice and equality to all, with no

distinction as between creed or nationality,

etc.) in the Constitution of the First International have been written by none other than

Marx himself.

No, my dear friend, race has nothing to do

with the matter. Social-democrats are, and

always will be, recruited from all those who

are bent upon avoiding taking risks, while at

the same time being by far too ambitious to

abstain from playing any political part in communal life. Just think of all those who have



forsaken us (the Libertarian Movement) in

order to join the opposite camp. Have they

not been, all of them, just ambitious and vainglorious individuals, first of all!..As to Marx himself, let us pay to him

homage that is his due-in recognition for his

entering the International at all. He also deserves our gratitude for his "Capital"-an immense revolutionary pamphlet or tract, composed in a scientific jargon. He seems to have

said to the capitalists: 'Think of it, I have

taken your bourgeois political economy for a

starting point and yet I succeeded in proving

for all the world to see that you are robbing

the working-man.'    But should Marx also

claim that his writings had a scientific worth

as well, then, mark it, I must say 'No.'

Now, from this passage, filled to the brim

with true love of suffering humanity and with

fine humor, we first of all see that to Peter

Kropotkin's mind the Jewish race as such was

in no way responsible for either the theory or

practice of the social-democratic movement-a

fallacy to which, most probably, Guillaume in

his mature   age fell victim. In the second

place, the underlying cause of Kropotkin's opposition to Marxism, as a pseudo-science, can.

by a not too heavily veiled implication, be discovered. On both these points let us dwell

here only briefly, yet in quite definite and

well documented statements.

Allusions to a peculiar Jewish mentality,

inclined to a certain kind of dialectic or system-building, can be found in two later articles by Kropotkin: "The Nationality Problem" and "Anarchism and Zionism", published by him in 1906 and 1907, respectively, in

his London   (Russian) periodical, "LitskyKhleb i Volia" (Leaves-Bread      and Freedom). But previously, about the time the

long letter to Guillaume was written, Kropotkin had a chance to express himself, at

much greater length, about the proneness of

the Jewish workers to undertake revolutionary

activity. This was done in a letter written,

in March of 1904, to a group of Jewish workwhich probably was composed under the fresh

sThis letter is reprinted in Ishill's Memorial

Volume, referred to above, pp. 189-190. Cf. also

the article by Rudolph Rocker, "Peter Kropotkin

and the Yiddish Workers," in the same book, pp.

78-86. Unfortunately this book, a true labor of

love by Ishill, an artist-typographer, was printed

in a very limited edition and is known only to a

chosen few among the friends and admirers of

Peter Kropotkin.                     H F.

ers in London who had published in Yiddish

a translation of his "MLemoirs.":i

We invite the reader's attention to just the

doncluding part of this remarkable letter,

impression of the fallacious aspersions on the

Jews contained in a misguided friend's letter

referred to above:... "The Jewish workers took a prominent

part in the great movement which began in

Russia during these last years... And not

only have the youtng heroes stepped forth

bravely, unafraid of death and annihilation in

the lonely prison-cells, in the snows of frozen

Siberia, but also a great number of Jewish

working-men in the large and small towns

have not feared to rise bravely and vigorously

against the hundred years' oppression, declaring frankly and freely before the entire world

their demands and hopes for the final liberation of the hundred-year-old slavery. I heartily wish that my "Memoirs" may help the

Jewish youth to read the divers problems of

the present movement against the all-destroying power of existent capitalism and authority. I will consider myself fortunate if one

of the downtrodden of Capitalism   and Authority, wafted to one of the distant nooks of

Russia, will find upon reading those lines that

he does not stand quite alone on the battlefield. Mlav he know that, on going into battle

for liberation of those who create all wealth

and receive as reward nothing but poverty, he

becomes, by this alone, a participant of the

great cause-of the great struggle which is

conducted everywhere for the freedom    and

happiness of all mankind, that he enters into

the family of the workers of the entire world

who are united in one great confraternity demanding freedom and equality for all."

Yours,

PETER KROPOTKIN.

Now, to return to the second point, raised

above in analyzing the important letter to

James Guillaume. Kropotkin     ascribed  the

Jewish workers' adoration of Karl Marx to

the following cause: presumably they saw in

Marx the author of the concepts of justice

and equality to all creeds and races, as expressed in the Constitution of the International WVorkingmen's Association (First International).  Now, at the time      Kropotkin

wrote his letter to Guillaume (November,
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