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THE MEANING OF PETER KROPOTKIN TO THE UNITED

STATES AND THE WORLD

For the world outside of the United States
the name Kropotkin will be a symbol of a
struggle against tvranny and 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 Germanv; and it seems
that even in countries such as India, the ex-
ample of a sacrifice inspired a never-dving
hope. With all the defects that people are ac-
customed to heap upon England, the record
of many generations shows how tolerant Eng-
land 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 socio-
logical thought, in terms of “Mutual Aid.”
and also by virtue of his extended studies in
It was the literary man, Kropotkin,
Over here

we have not bothered too much about the pris-

geology.
that extended his brightest ravs.

ons 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 uidérateod that which

By Dr. Frederick W. Roman

Dr. Freperick W. Roman

we have not suffered. However, we have
been intrigued by virtue of the literary ca-
pacity and the ingenuity of the ideas of
Whether the average American
full or

contributions of Kropotkin, there is no denial

Kropotkin,
scholar agrees in in part with the
but that his achievements in his chosen fields
have left a permanent influence on American
thought and attitude toward the potential so-
lution 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 com-
ing 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 wileiS sou "kKnow Kropotkin!
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PETER KROPOTKIN, GEOGRAPHER, EXPLORER, MUTUALIST

The announcement of the death of Prince
Peter Alexeivich Kropotkin on February 8.
1921, in a small town near Moscow, where
he was virtually interned, will have been re-
ceived with regret by a wide circle of all
classes and all creeds. He had left England
(which had been his home for many vears)
for Russia in 1917, atter 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 ab-
sorption in these seriously diminished the serv-
ices which otherwise he might have rendered
to (seography.

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 vear. In
this aristocratic quarter, surrounded by troops
of serfs, he spent his first fifteen years. He
and his brother Alexander, who were devoted
to cach other, received a somewhat irregular
education from private tutors—French, Ger-
man and Russian. The education was mainly
literary and historical.  So keenly interested
i literature was Kropotkin even then (aged
thirteen ), that he started a Rewviere which con-
tinued for two vears, till he had to leave for
St. Petersburg. His father had determined
that his sons should enter the Army, and 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 ex-
amimnation could enter any regiment of the
Guards or of the Army thev 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
vears 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, Chem-
istry, Mathematics,, Geography, ,Cantography,
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By J. Scott Keltie, Secretary:
Royal Geographical Society of
England

and both in classes and by himself made con-
siderable progress in this direction.

When in 1863 he had passed his final ex-
aminations, in which he took high rank, he
had to decide what regiment he wished to
enter, it being expected that, like his fellow-
cadets, he would choose one of the most se-
lect—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 undistin-
cuished regiment. He had long been inter-
ested in Siberia and its geographical prob-
lems, especially those connected with the
Amur and the Usuri. By selecting a Sibe-
rian regiment he would have ample scope for
exploration in little-known FEastern Siberia.
During his five vears in Siberia he had op-
portunities for carrying out exploring and
surveying work on the Amur and in Man-
churia, the maps of which abounded in blanks
and errors. Later still he explored the West-
ern Sayans, and caught a glimpse of the Sibe-
rian Highlands. Finally he undertook a long
journey to discover a direct communication
between the gold mines of the Yakutsk Prov-
ince and Transbaikalia. All this proved of
great service to Kropotkin when, after his re-
turn to Europe, he took up the difficult prob-
lem of the structure of Northern and Central
Asia.

In time, Kropotkin and his brother Alex-
ander, 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. Peters-
burg; this they did early in 1867. Kropotkin
entered the University, where he worked hard
for five years mainly on scientific subjects, de-
voting special attention to geography. He
became intimately associated with the Impe-
rial 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 consid-
ered were “mostly fantastic.” This led him
in time to extend: his-investigations into Cen-
tral Asia. rpHe not onlyimade use of the re-



sults 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 pre-
paratory work took him more than two vears,
followed by months of intense thought, to
bring order out of what seemed a “bewil-
dering 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 to
science.

The next important geographical work un-
dertaken by Kropotkin at the request of the
Imperial Geographical Society was a journey
through Finland in 1871-72 to study the gla-
ciology of the Country. He returned with a
mass of most interesting observations. After
a visit to Western FEurope, Kropotkin re-
turned to St. Petersburg, and in 1874 pre-
sented his report on Finland.

This he did at a meeting of the Geographi-
cal 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 Fin-
land and in Central Europe, which with his
magnum opus, ‘“The Orography of Asia”
were published after his escape, while he was
residing in England under the name of Leva-
shoff. 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 hﬂ:pital is well known.
He had no diffhculty in passing through Fin-
land and Sweden to Christiania, where in a
British steamer he crossed to anland land-
ing 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 Na-
ture; of the latter I was then Sub-Editor. He
ultimately, in 1877, T think, moved to Lon-
don 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, 1
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 ' Tinland, by

P. Kropotkin. He told me briefly his
story, and naturally I was intensely inter-
ested. I told him we had no one in a posi-
tion 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 ILondon, France and Switzerland
he migrated, until, after two years’ imprison-
ment 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
Times and Nature. He wrote largely for The
Ninetcenth Century, through which he ran
his two well-known books, “Fields, Factories
and Workshops” and “Mutual Aid Ameng
Animals.”  To the eleventh edition of the
“Britannica” he contributed most of the Rus-
stan geographical articles.  Of course, he
soon made himself at home at the Royal Geo-
graphical Society, and was a valued contribu-
tor 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 (eographical
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 scarce-
ly 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, wheeled in a bath-chair about
Brighton, where he lived for the last few
vears. His main contributions to geography
are the records of his explorations in Eastern
Siberia and the discussion of the great prob-
lems which they suggested to him; and his
investigations. into, the glaciology of Finland.
He was a keéa' 'observer, with a well-trained

Page 5



intellect, familiar with all the sciences bear-
ing on his subject; and although his conclu-
sions may not be universally accepted, there
is no doubt that his contributions to geo-
graphical 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 litera-
ture, science and art.

REMINISCENCES OF PETER KROPOTKIN

It was in the vear 1910 when 1 met Peter
Kropotkin, person to person. 1 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,
Merchawjah, “God’s Wide Open  Spaces,”
the first foothold of the movement in the
Plain of Jezreel which now 1s completely
occupied by Tews. | had written to Kropotkin
that 1 would pay him a visit and thereupon
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 pleas-
ant relationship that I cannot even remember
by what it had been started. The man who
made us acquainted must have been etther my
great friend, Frederick van Eden, poet ot
“Little john.,” or another dear friend of
mine, Gustav Landauer, the ardent human-
tarian, who was murdered in a bestial fashion
by the forerunners of the Nazis, the Korps-
students, during their quelling of the Com-
munis¢ic Revolution in Munich.  They liter-
ally trampled his heart out of his body. Both
of them were close to Kropotkin in their eco-
nomic-political conception, being Communistic
Anarchists and opponents of the Marxian
State Capitalism. Landauer had translated
Kropotkin's immortal *“Mutual 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.

Unfortunately I had to leave my fhles in
Germany, when, almost 75 vears old, 1 was
forced to leave; and that happened almost
four years ago. For that reason I am not in
a position to aid my memory bty looking up
the old letters. But I remember very clearly
that he wrote me in the (German language
which he must haye mastered gnce uypon a
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By Dr. Frank Oppenheimer, Author:
“The State’’; Formerly Professor
of Berlin University

time but which, during his long exile in Eng-
land, had grown somewhat “rusty.” We both
found very amusing a "'Lapsus Calami™ which
occurred in one of his letters. He had read
my “‘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 op-
posite of what he wanted to say; naturally,
I understood that he had meant to say “they
became slaves,” which, translated into Ger-
man, was ‘“‘sic wurden Sklaven.” ‘‘Sie beka-
men 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
Lhow famous, theory and to attack it regard-
less of hurt feelings, 1if the substant’ating
proofs would not hold water. I was inspired
by the deep respect which i1s due to the great
scientist. I am a layman in the realm of Geo-
physics, but 1 knew that at least one great
authority i 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 FEconomy
and Sociology, I can say that Kropotkin has
judged with approval mv endeavors to solve
the social problem.

We could not agree all the wav. He was
and remained an Anarchist, while 1. for good
reascns, had returned to the liberalism of
Adam Smith, Payne, Jefferson, etc., which is
entirely different from the so-called “liberal-
ism” of the capitalistic apologizers and advo-
cates. The difference hes 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 mutualism of the groups. The real lib-
eral, however, while agreeing that the villain
in the process of history is the Class-State
created by other than ecconomic tforce, is con-
vinced that we cannot dispense with a public
order which commands the means necessary
to maintain the common nterest against oppo-
sition dangerous to the commonwealth,  No
great soctety can exist without « body which
renders final dectsions on debatable issues and
has the means, in case of cwmergency, to en-
force the decisions. N soctety can exist with-
out the power of punishment ot the judge, nor
without the right to expropriate property even
against the wish of the proprietor, if the pub-
lic interest urgently demands it Such pow-
ers existed, as far as we can see, everywhere
among the societies of free and equals and are
still in existence in tribes that have preserved
their stone-age mode of lite.  Only the tiny
groups of the Iiskimos seem to get along with-
out criminal punishment, just because they
are such tiny groups. But the history of this
country shows clearly that each society, no
matter how crude, was compelled to establish
criminal laws and powers to execute punish-
ment in places where the orderly power of the
courts of the State had not been able to pene-
trate — Moderators, Regulators, Vigilantes,
Miners” meetings, proved to be indispensable
in keeping down robbers, pirates, jayhawkers
and gangsters.

Large societies need even more than that.
The eminent philospher of law, Radbruch,
says that there must be somebody to decide
whether to pass each other on the right or on
the left, and that “even the heavenly Legions
hardly could get along without army regula-
tions.” There must be authorities regulating
traffic, deciding on and watching over weights
and measures, determinimmg what should be
the medium of exchange and so forth.

All this can be abused 1n the historical
Class-State, and has been abused and 1s now
being abused.  Therefore, so argues the Lib-
eral, we must pull the poison-teeth of the
Class State, and this means we must get rid
of all monopolistic postions of power created
by what John Stuare MLl called “‘violence
and fraud.” The basic ones are the political
monopoly of State—domination and adminis-
tration usurped by the ruling class, and the
economic monopoly of the land without which
there could exist neither the class of prole-
tarians nor the capitalistic class which goes
with it.  In such soCiatyratl political power

would lie in the base of the pyramid: in the
communitives and cooperatives, while the
administrators on top, as 1 once wrote, would
only have a power comparable, let us say, to
the one of the international geodetic com-
mittee.

Kropotkin was inclined to concede quite a
lot to me. Perhaps he was not quite con-
vinced that the monopoly of capital is only a
branch growing out of the monopoly of the
land. a branch which must wither if the trunk
is chopped off.  But he was not far from ac-
cepting this part of my theorv. He knew
better than most others how immensely large,
compared to the need, the arable land of this
planet is: he had figured out that, with in-
tense garden cultivation, the small area of
the “Department Seine” would sufhce to sup-
ply the Metropolis of Paris with food. There-
fore 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 1s too
small compared to the need, but a legal mo-
opoly based on the fact that the ruling class
had surped the right to corner the abounding
land away from the vast majority of the
people.  Purpose and effect of the monopoly
was to turn them into proletarians, to wit,
into people who are forced to offer their ser-
wage leaving the surplus value
(or profit) to the owners of the means of
production, the produced means (e.g.. ma-
chinery), as well as the non-produced one, the
land. 1f people had free access to the land as
their means of production, then there could
be neither a class of exploiters nor of ex-
ploited!  Even Karl NMarx concedes this, as
mayv be read in the 23th chapter, “On Colo-
nial Systems™ in the first volume of his “Capi-
tal” and in his letter to Friedrich Engels
dated November 26, 1869.

In this point, 1 believe, we were not far
from coming to an agreement. It was another
point where this proved to be impossible, the
point where Anarchist and Liberal never can
agree, until the Classless-State will have been
materialized, and its functioning can be ob-
served.

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 Class-
State by abuse of the power of administra-
tion. His opinion is that all power will be
abused ; therefore, he does not want to put
power intorjanybody’shands.  This opinion

vices for a
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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 Kro-
potkin I had not vyet found the decisive an-
swer to this most important question. It 1s
that social science has to deal with mass mani-
festations 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 1s
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 powerful
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 mis-
conduct and to grow bolder at it while society
suffers. Such cases in the class-less soclety are
turned over to the prosecuting attorneyv, 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 epi-
demics. Singular cases are just as harmless

KROPOTKIN'S DOCTRINE OF MUTUAL AID

Prince Peter Alexeivich Kropotkin, Rus-
sian revolutionary and sociologist, was born in
Moscow on December 9, 1842. He early de-
veloped 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 sec-
retary of the physical geography section of
the Russian Geographical Societv.

In 1872 he visited Switzerland, and be-
came a member of the International Working-
men’s Association at Geneva--He then adopt-
ed the creed of anarchisuy,vand jom hisireturn
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for the welfare of society as an abrasion is for
the individual, though a few cells may be
destroyed by it.

These, approximately, were 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 think-
ers who were close enough in ideas to ar-
dently seek agreement on these last differ-
ences In our opinions.

It was one of the finest dayvs 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. T can still
hear the distant music from the Band in the
Pavillion. And I remember how Peter Kro-
potkin and I, together, admired a daring lad
who, from a high tower. somersaulted into
the ocean on a bicycle. When 1 had to bid
him bood-bye to get back to London he em-
braced me and kissed both of my cheeks in
Russian fashion.

I never saw him again and did not corre-
spond with him after the beginning of World
War I. 1 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 memory!

By Dr. E. Guy Talbott

to Russia he took an active part in spreading
nihilist propaganda. He was arrested and im-
prisoned in 1874 but escaped in 1876 and went
to England, 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 time in Eng-
land and France, and at Lyons he was sen-
tenced to five years imprisonment for mem-
bership in revolutionary organizations. How-
ever, in 1886, as a result of repeated efforts on
his behalf in the French Chamber, he was re-
leased, jand rrettled rnear L.ondon.



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 Evolu-
tion,” published in 1902 and revised in 1915.
He had a singularly gentle and attractive per-
sonality, and was much loved and respected
in England. He desired the minimum of gov-
ernment, and the development of a system of
human cooperation which would render gov-
ernment from above superfluous. When the
Russian Revolution broke out, he returned to
his native land in 1917 and settled near Mos-
cow. He took no part in Russian politics and
died on February 8, 1921.

Another eminent Russian sociologist, Nov-
ikov, defined “social Darwinism” as ‘“‘the doc-
trine that collective homicide is the cause of
the progress of the human race.” Kropotkin
was once described as “the only true Darwin-
ian in England.” Regarding Darwin’s mis-
interpreters, Kropotkin said: ‘“They came to
conceive the animal world as a world of per-
petual struggle among half-starved individ-
uals, thirsting for one another’s blood. They
made modern literature resound with the war-
cry 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 hu-
man struggle for existence is basically a strug-
gle of man against nature, not against mem-
bers of his own species. He said he could not
accept pseudo-Darwinism, ‘‘because 1 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 obser-
vations, that if the struggle for existence im-
proves 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 so-
cial qualities the chief factor for his further
evolution, and Darwin’s vulgarizers are en-
tirely wrong when they maintain the con-
trary.”

Darwin himself said that man “manifestly
owes this immense superiority to his intellec-
tual facultics, to his social habits, which lead
him to aid and defend his fellows.” The in-
clusion of the entire human race within the
bounds of moral law is, in the true Darwin-
ian theory, the ultimate goal of human evolu-
tion. Darwin said: “There is only an arti-
ficial barrier to prevent his sympathies ex-
tending to the men of all nations and races.”

Prince Kropotkin is the best interpreter of
Darwin’s theory of mutual aid as the central
principle of social progress. His book, “Mu-
tual Aid a Factor in Evolution,” has become
a classic. Tt is an utter refutation of the doc-
trine that force is the determining factor in
social progress. He calls attention to the fu-
tility of struggle, especially “collective homi-
cide” and the effectiveness of mutual aid or
cooperation in social evolution.

The best American interpreter for the mu-
tual aid theories of Kropotkin and Novikov
was George Nasmyth. In his book, “Social
Progress and the Darwinian Theory,” pub-
lished in 1916, Nasmyvth says: ““The philos-
ophy 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
almaost entirely confined to the aristocratic, in-
tellectual, and governing classes.” He pays
high tribute to Kropotkin as the prophet of a
new order of cooperative society, and con-
cludes with this quotation from Kropotkin:

“T'he ethical progress of our race viewed
in its broad lines, appears as a gradual
extension of the mutual aid principles
from the tribe to always larger and
larger agglomerations so as to finally em-
brace one day the whole of mankind,
without respect to its diverse creeds, lan-
guages, 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

How shall we, this day, commemorate the
spirit of that great man, rebel and scientist,
Peter Kropotkin? Cataclysmic events have oc-
curred since he was born, much devastation
of the flower of human life and achicvement,
sufferings on an unprecedented scale—all en-
dured In the dark transition period from a
moribund “civilization” to an eternally bright
and just future way of life.

Anyone familiar with Kropotkin’s precepts
will agree that the contributions of his carcer
as philosopher, scientist and propagandist were
of prime value and of the utmost benefit to all
who have integrated their intellectual capaci-
ties and seen in him one of the few great
liberators of the oppressed everywhere.  He
was the incarnation of truth, goodness and
brotherhood toward which mankind aspires
in its vision of a better world.

One cannot adequately express how much
we miss him in these tragic and barbarous
times of total and totalitarian darkness let
loose upon the world by a horde of neuras-
thenic psychopaths.  How ably he would have
come o the assistance of all those down-trod-
den victims of aggression and perversion.  We
well remember how the so-called Aryan mas-
ter-race (of Germanic origin) sought in the
First World War to justify their abomina-
tions against the innocent and defenseless, They
have proved themselves masters, indeed, of
darkness!  Their German “Kultur™ truly a
germ-culture, which they foster for the de-
struction of the world, A number of German
writers in the First World War excused them-
selves on the score that the horrors of that
War, in the guilt of which they hold equal
share with the militarists, were unavoidable
consequences of the “struggle for existence,”
the necessity of which, they maintained, was
proven by Darwin’s theories for the improve-
ment of the human race. Kropotkin sharply
refuted these deductions in his scientific work,
“Mutual Aid.” On the contrary, he proves
that this was not Darwin’s conception of Na-
ture at all, since, for the per-ervation of the
species, he attached the greatest mmportance
to the social instinct; and aboyvejall he proves,
with many facts {rom rthe fife;of ianinmals) and
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By Joseph Ishill, Editor:
The Oracle Press

the evolution of society, that progress, both
biological and social. is best fostered. not by
brute force or cunning, but by the practice of
mutual aid and cooperation.

T'o combat this poisonous Ciermanic propa-
canda via perverted Darwinisms, the British
people sought another scientist and immediate-
ly there came to light Kropotkin's “Nutual
Aid—A Factor of Evoluton”—of which a
large popular edition was published at one
shilling per copy, notwithstanding the previous
eight editions which were completely exhaust-
ad.

[t must have been a great satisfaction to
Kropotkin to sce that quite a number of Eng-
lish Tortes who were in complete disagree-
ment with his political views had to endorse
this work by a Russian revolutionist!  Regard-
less of his afhliations, he was loved and re-
spected by many of the social strata both high
and low.

Were he alive todav it is certain he would
have allied himself with the United Nations
as he did in the First World War when many
pactfist-minded, and other various radicals
sharply condemned him for siding with the
Allies.  But Kropotkin ‘had clearly seen and
understood, as could only one of his keen men-
tality, the menace of Prussian militarism which
was rapidly darkening the world-horizon. In
spite of the gloomy spectre of the First World
War, Kropotkin did not become utterly dis-
illustoned at the somber sweep of events. He
still hoped for a better world of the future,
and here it s well to quote the concluding
words of his preface to “Mutual Aid,” No-
vember, 1914—vhich gives in true perspective
the integral and exemplary idealist :—“In the
midst of misery and agony which this War has
flung over the world, there is still room for
the belief that the constructive forces of men
being nevertheless at work, their action will
tend to promote a better underétmnling be-
tween men, and eventually among nations.”

Those words, will the proven as unalterably
true, apropheeyvand i) statement of faith.



ETHICS: FOR AND AGAINST

The life of Peter Kropotkin is effective in
proportion as he influenced others, day by
dav. His teachings were alive and under-
standable as they influenced others to act.

That he did this is evident from those that

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

accepted his ethics—“from every man accord-
ing to his ability, to every man according to
his needs.”  Among those who disagreed are a
few who feared to erect a “tyvranny of needs.”

KROPOTKIN—A SOCIAL THINKER—OPPOSED TO

STATE TOTALITARIANISM

Most sincerely 1 join your meeting in com-
memoration of the 100th anniversary of the
birth of Peter Kropotkin, as an eminent so-
cial thinker; as a great apostle of Mutual
Aid; as an indetatigable critic of social injus-
tice n all its forms; as a relentless warrior
against State bureaucracy and dictatorship;
as a most notable ethical thinker and reformer.

It was my good fortune to meet and to

By Pitirim A. Sorokin,

Department of Sociology,
Harvard University

his life in Russia. This direct contact showed
that, in addition to all his contributions to
mankind, he was an excellent personality in
his life and conduct.

In these times when State Totalitarianism
menaces, to turn human beings into enslaved
puppets, and free human creativeness into a
coercive, soulless drudgery, the warnings and
teachings of this great man are especially

know him personally during the last vears of timelv and significant!

PETER KROPOTKIN ON KARL MARX AND MARXISM

One of the central ideas of the scientific
social thought in the past hundred years has
been the question whether or not economic
change 10 itself s endowed with a rational
purpose.  During the 19th Century, at least
four great svstems of thought were built up
with the view of bridging the gulf between
evolutionary change and social  progress.
Auguste Comte in France, Herbert Spencer
in England, Karl Marx in Germany, and
Lester Ward in the United States built up
their monumental social philosophies 1n the
hope of resolving this dilemma.

Karl Marx spent over forty vears in an
-ndeavor to supply an answer to this prob-
lem—Dby 1mputing a transcendental goal to
history.  The capitalistic system, he claimed,
by its own inherent process being driven to-
ward a higher social organization, namely,
Socialism.  Although no definitely convincing
proof could be offered for the Marxian solu-
tion, and it has remained a matter of faith
vet as a matter of fact, Marxism, of the four
above named systems, has become the most
influential one, and has proved, in more than

By Dr. Herman Frank, Editor:
Freie Arbeiter Stimme, New York

Din. Hepatan FrRANK
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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 revolu-
tionary system among these four.

In conversation with friends on such top-
ics as the First International or the Fussian
revolutionary  movement, Kropotkin  used
harsh terms in regard to Marx, 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 contribu-
tion to revolutionary thought. Of still great-
er importance, therefore, is 1t to explore the
extant traces of Kropotkin’s ideas which throw
some light upon an issue so controversial and
yet so relevant to any serious socio-philosophi-
cal discussion of our own times and the vears
to come.

The most revealing document, virtually un-
known to the great mass of Peter Kropotkin's
followers and friends, is a letter of his, writ-
ten 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.®

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 Ro-
mande, 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 turn-
ed to the development of mass consciousness

1Cf. “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.

2In a collection of Kropotkin's letters, most of
them never published before, printed in the Kro-
potkin 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 ac-
cordingly we were obliged to render the quota-
tions into English instead of being able to submit
them exactly as the words Welé “writfen originally
by P. K.—most likgly|incErencly HjF.
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and solidarity as a means toward social revo-
lution. He was one of Bakunin’s chief sup-
porters 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 Marx-
ian doctrines and, in addition, exerting a bale-
ful influence on the social-democratic move-
ment, so frequently led by persons ot Jewish
origin.  Referring to these accusations, Kro-
potkin writes as follows:

“T'o 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 liberta-
rianism back to Russia—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 na-
tional pride in such thinkers as Marx and
Lassalle. System—this, I think, 1s a thing
most essential to the mind of Jews. Besides,
they, who have been for so many years perse-
cuted and oppressed, are naturally most ap-
preciative of the fact that socialism opens the
door to them, with no regard whatsoever to
race differences. They seem to be firmly con-
vinced, for that matter, that the words (con-
cerning justice and equality to all, with no
distinction as between creed or nationality,
etc.) in the Constitution of the IFirst Inter-
national 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 rany. political part in com-
munal| life;rrfust, think, ofjall;those who have






