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*THE REFORMER.

All grim and soiled and brown with tan, -
I saw a Strong One, in his wrath,
Smiting the godless shrines of man
Along his path.

‘The Church beneath her trembling dome
Essayed in vain her ghostly charm :
Wealth shook within his gilged home
With strange alarm.

Fraud from his secret chambers fled
Before the sunlight bursting in:
Sloth drew her iﬁow o’er her head

To drown the din.

“Spare,” Art implored, “yon holy pile ;
‘That grand, old time-worn turret, spare ;”’
Meek Reverence kneeling in the aisle
Cried out ‘‘ Forbear!”

Gray-bearded Use, who, deaf and blind,
Groped for his old accustomed stone,
Leaned on his staff, and wept to find
His seat o’erthrown.

Young Romance raised his dreamy eyes,
O’erhung with paly locks of gold,—
** Why smite,” he asked in sad surprise,
*“’The fair, the old ?”

Yet louder rang the Strong One’s stroke,
Yet nearer flashed the axe’s gleam ;
Shuddering and sick of heart I woke
As from a dream.

Ilooked : Aside the cloud-dust rolled—
The Waster seemed the Builder too;
Up springing from the ruined Old
Isaw the New.

*Twas but the ruin of the bad,—
The wasting of the wrong and ill;
Whate’er of good the old time had
Was living still. .

Calm grew the brows of him I feared ;
The frown which awed me passed away;
And left behind a smile which cheered
Like breaking day.

The grain grew green on battle plains,

O’er swarded war-mounds grazed the cow,
The slave stood forging from iis chains

1 The spade and plow.

Where frowned the fort, pavillions gay,

And cottage windows, flower-entwined,
Looked out upon the peaceful bay

And hills Ecl)ind.

Through vine-wreathed cups with wine once red
The lights on brimming crystal fell,
Drawn, sparkling, from the rivulet head
And mossy well.

Through prison walls, like heaven-sent hope,
Fresh breezes blew, and sunbeams strayed.
And with the idle gallows rope
The young child played.

‘Where the doomed victim in his cell

Had counted o’cr the weary hours,
The school girls, answering to the bells
ame crowned with flowers.

Grown wiser for the lessons given,
I fear no longer, for I know
That, where the share is deepest driven,
The best fruits grow.

The out-wornrite, the old abuse
The pious fraud transparent grown,
The good held captive in the use
Of wrong alone,—

These wait their doom, from that great law
‘Which makes the past time serve to-day;
And fresher life the world shall draw
From their decay.

Oh backward looking son of time !
The new is old, the old is new,
The cycle of a change sublime
Still sweeping through.

So wisel taugnt the Indian seer ;
Destrcying Seva, forming Brahm,
Who wake IR turns, earth’s love and fear
re one, the same.

1dly, as thou, in that old day
Thou mournest, did thy sire repine ;
So in his time, thy child grown gray
Shall sigh for thine.

But life shall on and upward go ;
Th’ eternal step of Progress beats
To that great anthem, calm and slow,
‘Which God repeats.

Take heart !'—The Waster builds aEain-—
A charmed life 0ld Goodness hath;
The tares may perish,—but the grain
Is not for death.

God works in all things ; all obey
His first propulsion from the night;
Wake thou ang watch ! —the world is gray
With morning light!
—WHITTIER.
7

* This poem had long been a favorite with Mr. Parsons, aud was recited by him to the jailers

and the reporters but a short time before his death.
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PUBLISHER'S NOTE

To My FrIENDS AND THE PuBLIC:

With the aid of friends, I am enabled to present for your perusal
and consideration, the last efforts of my dear deceased husband, to
eniighten the seekers after truth and information upon the great and
burning questions of the age : the relations of the wage-earner to the
wage-absorber in society.

This book, as the reader is doubtless aware, was prepared near the
close of an eighteen months' incarceration in a lonely, narrow,
prison-cell. If it should at times lack any of the old-time vigor
which characterized his former writings, please remember that the
author was debarred from all the advantages and elements that go to
making up a full and complete life; that from the day on which he
voluntarily came forward and gave himself into the hands of the State,
(the “Law and Order” people,) he had never breathed a breath of pure,
fresh air, never looked upon a growing sprig of grass, never beheld
either earth or sky ; that nothing met his eye but frowning. bare stone
walls relieved only by bolts, bars and chains ; that in his 6x8 inner
tomb he was confined twenty one hours six days in the week, and forty
hours on * the Lord’s day "—from Saturday afternoon until Monday
morning; and that he was denied the company of friends excepting the
few moments when granted the privilege of conversing with them
through a close wire netting, and having never touched the hand of
even his wife, save twice, through all the long period of his imprison-
ment.

Should there be a tinge of sadness in these last words of a noble
and courageous soul, remember they were written beneath the shadow
ﬁf that coming tragedy, whose gloom fell athwart all true and loving

earts.

With these few remarks—meaning no apology where none is
needed—I present to you these last efforts of one who lived in the
world with the one purpose of making it better and happier for his
having lived.

And now, I speak as one who knows and has the right to speak :
No nobler, purer truer, more unselfish man ever lived, than Albert R.
Parsons, and when he and his comrades were sacrificed on the altar of
class hatred, the people of the nineteenth century committed the
hideous crime of strangling their best friends.

Fraternally yours, Lucy E. Parsoxs.



TO THE READER.

To trace the origin and growth of the Wage-Labor system, known as
modern Capitalism, to delineate the Philosophy and Scientific Basis of the
modern Labor movement, known as Anarchism, is the purport of this little
book.

The first part of this work gives a historical outline of the period
prior to the Revolution of 1776 up to the present time in the United States;it
also traces the origin and development of the wage system in Europe from
the fourteenth century, and contains copious extracts from Karl Marx’s
“Capital” on the economic law of wages.

The second part is devoted to extracts from the speeches of the
eight condemned Anarchists, Samuel Fielden, August Spies, Oscar Neebe,
Adolph Fischer, Louis ngg, George Engle, A. R. Parsons and Michel
Schwab on the subject of ‘“Anarchy,” which were delivered before the court
in reply to the question why sentence should not be pronounced; also
articles defining Anarchy, by Peter Krapotkin, Elisee Reclus, C. L. James
and other well-known Anarchists.

This book has been written and compiled in response to the public
demand for information upon the subjects treated of. The circumstances
under which the work has been performed, in my dungeon, beneath the
shadow of the gallows, should. if aught could, lend additional interest and
importance to the matters presented therein. If the public is furnished
information, or assisted in reaching a clearer understanding of the great
question of Capital and Labor by a perusal of these pages, I shall deem
that a sufficient reward for my humble effort to supply it.

'THE AUTHOR.

Cell 29, Cook Co., Jail.
Chicago, Illinois, Oct. 27th, 1887.
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Horry LopGE, KENSINGTON,
.. LoNpoN, May 23, 1857,

As long as you (Americans) have a boundless extent of fertile and unoccupie(i land, your la-
boring population will be far more at ease than the laboring population of the old world, and
‘whale that is the case the Jeffersonian politics may continue to ex st without causing any fatal cal-
amity. But the time will come when New England will be as thickly peopled as old England.
Wages will be low, and will fluctuate with you as well as with us. You will have your Manchesters
and Birminghams, and in those Manchesters and Birminghams hundreds of thousands of artisane
'will assuredly be sometimes out of work. Then your institutions will be fairly brought to the test.
Distress everywhere makes the laborer mutinous and discontented.

# % %  The day will come when in the state of New York there will be a multitude of
people, none of whom has had more than half a breakfast, or expects to have more than half a din-
ner. On one side is a statesman preaching patience, respect for vested rights, strict observance of
public faith. On the other is a demagogue ranting about the tyranny of capitalists and usurers,
and asking why anybody should be permitted to drink champagne and ride in a carriage, while
1housands of honest folks are in want of nece saries. What is the workingman likely to do when

he hears his children cry for bread?—LoRD MACAULEY.
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CHAPTER 1.

CarrTaLisM—ITs DEVELOPMENT IN THE UNITED STATES.

Among all nations, the United States of America has alone possessed
the opportunity for developing representative or Republican government
to its utmost. Separated by two oceans, isolated and comparatively
secure from sudden invasion or the diplomatic embroglios of imperialistic
Europe and Asia, the united capacity of Republican government to
minister to the peace and welfare of its citizens and the experience—
history—of one hundred years has formed the record from . which the
living present learns its lesson of the past.

Free government, a free people, was the talismanic charm which
caused the emigrant to abandon the old world and hasten to the new.

The populdtlon of the colonies in 1776 was 8,500,000. Today the
population of the United States is estimated at 65, 000 000. The control-
ling influence which impelled the emigrant to the United States was the
belief in the inducement held out that a home for his loved ones could be
acquired. It is, therefore, a fact, that the United States has been devel-
oped and populated because of economic rather than political influences.
It has been and is still the belief of many that the comparative economic
freedom which the poor have enjoyed in this country was owing to its
political institutions, its republican form of government. Lord Macauley,
whose prognostication is quoted at the opening of this chapter, foresaw what
experience has since demonstrated, to-wit: That the Republic itself was
the result and the cause of the comparative economie liberty which pre-
vailed in America.

The revolution of 1776 was precipitated when the British government
sought to impose “taxation without representation” upon the colonies, but
there was a long antecedent train of offenses which the colonists had en-
dured. The British noblhty, aristocrats and landlords had been for years
past engaged in seizing upon the wild lands of America and subjecting its
inhabitants to the servitude prevailing in the old world. A few noblemen
held “patents” from George ITI, which covered vast regions of territory
and embraced millions of acres. The revolution of 1776 was msplred by
determination to escape the tyranny of British rule, from the oppressions
of which most of the American colonists had fled. The authors of the
Declaration of Independence gave the key-note of that struggle when they
proclaimed the inalienable Rights of Man as the issue involved. During
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the seven years’ war which followed, and for five years afterward (1787)
the inhabitants of the colonies were practically without government or law.
Thomas Paine, of whom it has been said he did as much with his pen as
Washington had done with his sword for American liberty, describes in his
writings the motives and purposes of the men engaged in that conflict.
Paine’s work, entitled “Rights of Man,” embodied the “American Idea’
of liberty as then contended for. He says:

It is therefore a perversion of terms to say that a charter (government) gives
rights. Itoperates by a contrary effect,—that of taking rights away. Rights are
inherently in all the inhabitants, but charters, by annuliing those rights in the
majority, leave the right by exclusion in the hands of a few. If charters were
constructed so as to express in direct terms “that every inhabitant who is not a
member of a corporation shall not exercise the right of voting,” such charters
would, in the face, be charters, not of rights, but of exclusion. The effect is the
same under the form in which they now stand; the only persons on whom they
now operate are the persons whom they exclude.

The period following the war, when the colonies or states were
engaged in framing the national constitution, is most instructive, as it
was now that the fruits of that struggle were to be garnered. Some of
the states, were slow to enter the compact and some for a time refused to
do so, such was the fear of the people for centralized government.
Finally, a reconciliation was brought about mainly by those whose
property rights gave them influence and power, and delegates from all
the states were chosen to the national convention to form the Federal
Constitution. Here were assembled men of varying ideas, instinets and
interests. But the predominating influence was the property interest,
property in land, etc., but especially in slaves. The people having
struggled and suffered for seven long and bloody years, were alive to the
importance of the work of the convention and its possible effects upon
their welfare. But there were those who reverenced human rights only
so far as these did not intrude upon their property rights. Thus began
the game of Politics. The convention found it necessary to conduct their
proceedings with closed doors, excluding from its sessions all who were
not members. Here, for four months the “Star Chamber” (secret) sessions
were held in an endeavor to bring about a compromise of divergent
interests and ideas upon the property question. The debates were long
and heated. At times the convention was threatened with disruption.
There were those who believed in a landed aristocracy and restricted
suffrage, led by Alexander Hamilton; others wanted free land and man-
hood suffrage; and still others contended the liberation of the chattel slave
was included in the meaning of the Declaration of Independence,—and
vice versa. A compromise was finally reached which left the rights of
property in slaves, land and money intact. The assertion of the Declara-
tion of Independence that ““all men were created free and equal, and pos-
sessed with certain inalienable rights, among which were life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness” was defended by those who favored a constitution
framed in accordance with the intent and spirit of that document. The slave
holding interest objected and held that the blacks—the chattel slaves—
were not inciuded in the meaning or intent of the Declaration. John
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Adams, the aristocrat, who also favored a limited monarchy as against
Jefferson, Franklin, Paine, Henry, Washington and others, in the memor-
able debate upon this question said: ‘“What matters it whether you give
the food and clothes to the slaves direct, or whether you just give him
enough in wages to purchase the same?”’ This view of ‘the question finally
pmv(ulod and was accepted as the basis of compromise. The rights of
property triumphed. The wage-worker was categorical with the chattel
slave. Indeed the difference was recognized among the wealthy class as
existing not only in form but identical in effect. The Constitution as agreed
upon by the convention was submitted to the states—the people for ratifi-
cation or rejection. Though dissatisfied, the people were induced to
accept it, on the ground that universal suffrage, vesting all law—making
power in the people; guaranteeing free speech, free press, and unmolested
assemblage, the right to keep and bear arms; speedy trial by an impartial
jury; and protection against unreasonable and unlawful search or seizure
of persons or property—were constitutional safeguards deemed ample
protection for their rights.

The United States formed a vast, unsettled, inexhaustible region. A
comparatively small strip of country from Mame to Florida was sparsely
inhabited. All who desired could acquire a competency. The wage-class
felt no apprehension on that score. The doors of the nation were thrown
open and the poor and miserable and despoiled of every clime were
invited to come to the “land of the free and home of the brave” as the
“harbor and refuge of the oppressed.” That invitation was eagerly heard
and quickly accepted, and to this fact alone is due the rapid develop-
ment and growth of the Republic. For years after the adoption of the
Constitution the slave trade flourished and thousands upon thousands of
ignorant helpless Africans were kidnapped and brought in chains to the
United States. The treatment of the great populous tribes of Indians
was of a similar character. Those who could not be subdued and en-.
slaved were killed, and as America was the native heath of the Indian
they chose death rather than slavery, until there remains scarcely a rem-
nant of this once powerful race upon the continent. About 1830, when
population had greatly increased, in common with land values and other
property, the special advantages of chattel-slave labor which was so ap-
parent in a new, unsettled country began to diminish. With a growth of
population came an augmentation of wage-laborers, and the modes of
industry, such as manufacture, etc., where not very well adapted to chattel
labor. It began to appear that wage labor was eheaper and therefore
more remunerative to capital than was chattel-slave labor. There arose
in consequence conflicting interests upon this subject, which by degrees—
as population increased—developed into sectional conflicts, which were
geographically designated “mnorth” and “south.”

For certain forms of labor—agriculture for instance-—chattel-slave
labor was considered to be more profitable than wage labor. But in man-
ufacture and all departments of skilled industry the labor of wage-workers
was preferred because more remunerative. The supply of chattel-slaves
was cut off by a law enacted prohibiting the slave trade, and this fact was
alone sufficient to cause the death-blow to that form of labor. But the
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simple, primitive forms of production for which the labor of chattel-slaves
was adopted caused the owners of that form of capital to invest it where
it would bring the greatest returns. Therefore the slave-holding interests
gravitated to the southern portion of the United States, where a mild
climate, lengthened seasons and eonsequently cheaper clothes, fuel and
shelter was to be obtained. The propertied class—capitalists—were in-
tent only on profits and losses, Out of these two forms of labor—chattel
and wage—arose the “irrepressible conflict” and the political shibboleth,
“America must be all slave or all free.” The slave-holding interests be-
came alarmed at the increasing power of the wage-labor system. They
perceived their ‘“vested right” to lawfully, constltutlonally hold property
in slaves to be threatened. Their power had until now been supreme in
national affairs and they were blinded with arrogance. They refused all
overtures to peaceably manumit their slaves by means of gradual emanci-
pation, to be recompensed out of the public treasury, but, on the contrary,
indignantly rejected all such proposals and insisted upon their constitu-
tional right to extend slavery into the Territories. Their attitude sharp-
ened the contest between the wage-labor capitalists and the chattel slave-
owners. Upon the election of Abraham Lincoln to the Presidency of the
United States in 1860 “the South” seceeded from ‘the North” and set
up a Confederacy which recognized chattle-slave labor as its corner-stone.
Mr. Lincoln, though in sentiment an “Abolitionist,” an ardent defender of
man’s abstract right to life and liberty, was also, for the time being, the
representative of the wage-labor system. The exigenéies of the war of
the rebellion afforded the sought-for opportunity, the Kmancipation
Proclamation was issued as “a military necessity.” Chattel-slave laboi
was abolished and the system of wage-labor established in its stead.
While upon its surface this struggle between the “North” and the
“South’” was waged ostensibly in behalf of ¢ free” against “slave” labor,
and was apparently a political question waged for the preservation of the
Union, it was, in fact, an economic question growing out of the two diverse
and conflicting systems of labor, viz.: chattel and wage. The owners of
capital in the form of chattel-slaves were compelled by armed revolution
to relinquish that form of property. They threw themselves as a barrier
across the pathway of societary evolution, of historic development and
were swept aside by its irresistable force.

The Rebellion of 1861 was a failure. The Rebellion of 1776 was a
success. The former was a struggle against the evolutionary develop-
ment of modern capitalism; the latter was fought on the line with and
for progress. Both contests are generally regarded as political; but the
underlying, moving cause in each was economic. The apparently polit-
ical character of these two revolutionary struggles arises from the fact
the contest in both instances was waged by one portion of the propertied
class against the other upon questions of property.

Ever since the organization of the Government of the United States
there has existed among the people a small, but earnest minority, known
as ‘“Abolitionists,” because they advanced the abstract right of * all men”
to “life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.” But the Abolitionists
were an insignificant minority. Their demands were never heeded until
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the requirements of modern capitalism began to require an extension of
the system of wage labor in preference to the system of ch.attel-slave
labor. Capital invested in wage labor and capital invested in chattel-
slave labor were hostile in their interests. The slave-holding interests
were more sensitive and apprehensive of injury and were in conse-
quence easily mobilized on the political battle-field. From the organi-
zation of the Government up to the slave-holders’ rebellion in 1861 the
propertied interests in chattel-slaves had practical control and direction
of the affairs of Government.

CHAPTER IL

CarrrarisM—ITS DEVELOPMENT IN THE UNITED STATES.—CONTINUED.

With the termination of the war of 1861 began the second epoch of
capitalism in the United States. The ex-chattel slave was enfranchised,
—made a political sovereign. He was now'a “freeman” without an inch
of soil, a cent of money, a stitch of clothes or a morsel of food. He was
free to compete with his fellow wage-worker for an opportunity to serve
capital. The conditions of his freedom consisted in the right to work on
the terms dictated by his employer, or—starve. There no longer existed
any sectional conflicts or other conflicts of a disturbing political nature.
All men were now “free and equal before the law.” A period of unpre-
cedented activity in capitalistic circles set in. Steam and electricity
applied to machinery was employed in almost every .department of
industry, and compared with former times fabulous wealth was created.

Political parties, no longer divided in interest upon property ques-
tions, all legislation was centered upon a development of the resources of
the country. To this end vast tracts of govermentland, amounting to
many million acres, equalling in extent seven states the size of Illinois were
donated as subsidies to the projectors of railways. The national debt,
ineurred to prosecute the rebellion, and amounting to three billion dollars
was capitalized, by ecreating interest upon the bonds. Hundreds of
millions were given as bonuses to proposed railways, steamship lines, ete.
A protective tariff law was enacted which for the past twenty years has
imposed a tax upon the people amounting to one billion dollars annually.
A National Banking system was established which gave control of finance
to a banking monopoly. By means of these and other laws capitalist
combinations, monopolies, syndicates, and trusts were created and fos-
tered, until they obtained absolute control of the principle avenues of
industry, commerce and trade. Arbitrary prices are fixed by these com-
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binations and the consumers—mainly the poor—are compelled by their
necessities to pay whatever price is exacted. Thus during the past
twenty-five years,—since the abolition of the chattel-slave labor system—
twenty-five thousand millionaires have been created, who by their combi-
nations control and virtually own the fifty billion dollars estimate wealth
of the United States, while on the other hand twenty million wage workers
have been created whose poverty forces them into a ceaseless competition
with each other for opportunity to earn the bare necessities of existence.
‘What had, therefore, required generations to accomplish in Great Britain
and the continent, was achieved during the past twenty-five years in the
United States, to wit: The practical destruction of the middle-class (small
dealers, farmers, manufacturers, ete.), and the division of society into two
classes—the wage worker and capitalist. While the fabulous fortunes
resulting from legislation enacted in the name of the people were being
acquired, the people were not conscious of the evil effects which would
flow from those laws. Not until the evil effects were felt were thev aware
of the slavery to which they had been lawfully reduced. The first great
pinch of the laws was felt throughout the whole country in the financial
panic of 1873-77, resulting in the latter year in wide-spread strikes of the
unemployed and poorly paid wage class. In response to the demand for
information upon economic matters, Bureaus of Liabor were established in
many States, as also for the general government at Washington. These
statistics related to operations and effects of capitalism in the chief
departments of industry and trade. The absorption of the smaller indus-
tries ete., ete., into the great corporations, syndicates, etc., was very rapid.
The National commercial agency (Bradstreet’s) furnished statistics showing
unprecedented bankruptcies. The Agricultural Bureaus of the various
‘States gave accounts of simular depressions in agriculture. Illinois, the
richest agricultural State in the United States and for that reason a
criterion for the others, is shown by the statistics of the State Board of
Agriculture for 1886 to have over three-fourths of its farms mortgaged,
and that the crops for the last five years have not paid the cost of produe-
tion! Illinois is the greatest corn producing State in the Union and the
statistics given by the State Board of Agriculture on that crop is as
follows:

For the year 1882 atalossof................... £1,273,571.00
For the year 1883 at a lossof.......... ... 8,621,440.00
For the year 1884 at a loss of ... .. ... 11,780,554.00
For the year 1885 at alossof.............. ..10,831,701.00
For the year 188G at alossof................... 19,070,209.00

Total losgin five years............coovnn.. $51,577,475.00

The Bureau also states that more than two-thirds of the farms which
have suffered these losses are mortgaged. Investigation shows the same
condition exists in every State. Statistics show that the condition of the
farming class, as a class, is far worse than it was twenty or thirty years ago.
The American farmer as a class is enslaved by mortgages, and rapidily
drifting into peasantry and serfdom agriculture. Meanwhile the stupend-
ously increasing aggregation of wealth into the hands of a few is
going on. i
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In manufacture statistics it is shown that while the number of man-
ufacturers are diminishing from 10 to 30 per cent every year the remainder
are inereasing their wealth enormously, and that while the wages of labor
have been diminishing yearly the number of workers wanting work and
unable to procure it have rapidly increased. The TUnited States census
for 1880, gives in Census Bulletin 302 elaborate details of capital invested,
number of persons employed, the amount of wages paid, value of materials
used, the value of all the establishments of manufacturing industry, gas
excepted, in each of the States and Territories as follows:

The number of industrial establishments is 253,840, having a capital of
$2,790,223,506. Of this number New York has 42,739, with a capital of $514,246,575,
employing 364,551 males above sixteen years of age, and 137,393 females above the
age of fifteen years. The total amount paid in wages during that year aggregated

208,634,029, and the value of the products was $1,080,638,696.

Pennsylvania follows the Empire state with 31,225 workshops, 387,112 em-
ployes, and a capital of $447,499,993. The value of its products is $744,748,045,
or 8335,800,651 less than that of New York. In the northern states, including
Maine, New Hampshire, Vcrmont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island,
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana and Michigan, there are
153,453 places of industry, or 8,982 more than in the states of Delaware, Mary-
land, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Kentucky, Ten-
nessee, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, Arkansas and Texas.

Rhode Island, the smallest State in the Union, has 2,205 workshops, which is
1,459 more than Delaware, the next smallest, and only 791 less than Texas, the
largest State in the Union. In amount of capital involved, however, Rhode Island
is 866,330,382 ahead of Texas, and the value of her products is $104,163,621, while
that of Texas is only $20,719,128.

The District of Columbia, with 971 establishments and $5,552,526 capital, is
ahead of Florida and Colorado in the value of its products and in the number of
workshops. The District employs 5,495 males above sixteen years of age, and
1,389 females above fifteen years of age, and 1,389 children and youths. The
establishments pay to these hunds $33,924,612 in wages yearly, and the products
manufactured aggregate $11,882,316, the value of materials used being $3,365,400.

Colorado, the youngest State, which was admitted into the Union in 1876,
can show but very little increase in the value of its products over that of the
District of Columbia. This State has 599 establishments and a capital of
$4,311,714. It employs 4,625 males, 266 females, 156 children, and pays in wages
$2,314,427, or $1,610,185 less than is paid for wages in this District.

Forming the rear of this long line of States and Territories comes Arizona
with 66 workshops and an invested capital of $272,600, There are 216 men em-
ployed in the Territory, which, added to the two females and the two children,
make a total of 220 persons actively engaged in industrial occupations. The total
amount of wages is $111,180, while the value of the products from these establish-
ments is $615,655.

In the 253,840 workshops throughout the country,.the average number of
hands employed is 2,788,950. Of this number 2,025,279 are males, 531,753 females,
and 181,918 children. The total amount of wages paid out during the year is
$947,919,674, and the value of the products is $5,369,667,706.

The list quotes the value of the materials used in manufacturing as aggre-
gating $3,394,340,029, which leaves a profit on products of $1,975,327,677. When
the amount paid for wages is deducted from this, there remains a clear margin
on the figures quoted of $1,027,408,003.

From the statistics given above we learn that the average wages of
each wage worker amounts to $304 per annum, and the average annual
net profit on the labor product of each wage worker is $374. The United
States census for the year 1880 contains tables which show that the daily
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average product of each wage worker in manufacturing industry is
valued at $10, and the daily average wage at $1.15. The increase in
the quantity of wealth which a wage laborer can now produce as com-
pared to 1880 is ascribed to the increased application of machinery and
the increased sub-division and consequent simplification of the process
of production. To this fact is also due the diminution of the share
(wages) of their product, which the workers now receive, as well as the
increase of the number of enforced idle since 1880.

The United States Census for 1880 gives the annual average wages of
each laborer engaged in manufacture at $304, and the annual average net
profit on capital invested at $374. In other words, each laborer produced
values amounting to $678, for which they received $£304 in wages, the
remaining $374 being the amount which the owners of capital charged
them for its use.

The wage system is the foundation upon which the United States
Government, in common with all other governments, rests. This founda-
tion was laid in the Constitutional Convention of 1787, as described by
John Adams when he said: “ What matters it whether you give the food
and clothes to the slave direct, or whether you just give him enough in
wages to purchase the same ?”” Nearly one hundred years later the citizens
of the United States appealed to armed revolution; the Constitution was
set aside and millions of property and nearly a million human lives were
sacrificed in order to place the chattel slave upon the same industrial
plane as the wage worker. Before the inauguration of the war of the
rebellion offers were made to the slaveholders to pay them $1.000 a
piece for their slaves, as being far cheaper and more humane than to em-
broil the nation in civil war. That price was indignantly rejected, as be-
ing too small; besides the slaveholders held that chattel slavery was a
“divine institution,” and it would, therefore, be sacrilege to attempt its
abolition. In 1880, sixteen years after the close of the rebellion, the
United States Census states there was invested in the woolen industries
of the country capital amounting to $159,000,000, and the number of wage
workers employed 100,000. The capital represented an average invest-
ment of $Y95 to each wage laborer. The cost of raw material was
$164,000,000; the value of manufactured material was placed at $267,-
000,000. © The increased value of the manufactured material over the raw
is placed at $107,000,000. That upon $995 invested. an annual profit of
$343 was obtained, while the average annual wages of each operative was
8293, or fifty dollars less than the income derived from the $995. .

Chattel slaves before the war were valued at $1,000 apiece. Sixteen
years after the abolition of chattel slavery, wage workers employed in
manufactures in John Adams’ State (Massachusetts) were worth, commer-
cially, $850, or $150 less than the former chattel slave.

These statistics prove the claim made by the supporters of the wage
system of labor that wage labor is cheaper than chattel labor. They
demonstrate the economic law of competition. which is the rule of the
cheapest. 'The propertyless class— the wage workers—are by competition
forced to sell their labor—themselves—to the lowest bidder, or starve.
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CHAPTER IIL

CaprTaLisMm.—ITs DEVELOPMENT IN THE UNITED STATES.—CONTINUED.

)

With the close of tke rebellion of 1861, what is now known as the
Jabor movement, began to assume large proportions. Not until now was
there a very numerous and stationary wage class. In consequence, that
state of affairs predicted by Lord Macauley, and quoted in our opening chap-
ter, began to appear. Trades unions, labor unions, ete., composed of wage
laborers had heretofore existed in small numbers, but were now rapidly
formed as production in mass was increasingly developed. Strikes began
to be frequently resorted to in order to prevent a reduction or to cause an
increase of wages. The first national movement of organized labor was
the effort made to inaugurate the eight-hour system throughout the
United States in 1868. That attempt was defeated.

The effort to introduce the eight-hour system has been made repeat-
edly since., sometimes by isolated trades unions, at other times by national
or international unions, and lastly by the Federated Trades’ Unions of the
United States and Canada. This latter body, representing 400,000 organ-
ized workmen, met in Chicago, in 1884, in what they styled an ‘“Interna-
tional (Jonorreb% of Organized Labor,” and fixed upon a date, ’\Iav 1, 1886,
to maucurate the elght hour system. The organization of the nghte of
Labor in 1869 had increased its membership to 400,000 in 1884. One of
the principal objects of this organization was the establishment of the
eight-hour system of labor. At this date, 1884, a million organized wage-
workers in the United States considered the establishment of the eight-
hour system one of the main objects of their organization. The agitation
for a reduction of the hours of labor culminated in the strike of 360.000
men on May 1, 1886. In Chicago, the center of the eight-hour move-
ment, over 40,000 workingmen went on a strike for the eight-hour work-
day. On May 3 some of tho strikers were fired on by the police, killing
one and wounding several. On May 4 workingmen held an indignation
meeting which was broken up by the police, when a dynamite bomb was
thrown, which killed seven policemen and wounded fifty.

The effort to inangurate the eight-hour work-day again proved a

failure. The phlloaophy of the eight- hour movement, defined by the Bos-
ton Kight-Hour League, is as follows

! ]“ Resolved, That poverty is the great fact with which the labor movemen*
deals;

“That co-operation in labor is the final result to be obtained;

“That a reduetion of the hours of labor is the first step in labor-reform; and
that the emancipation of labor from the slavery and ignorance of poverty solves
all the problems that now most disturb and perplex mankind.

“That cight hours do not mean less wages;

r (a) ol
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“That men are never paid, as a rule, aceording to what they earn, but accord-
ing to the average cost of living;

“That in the long run—within certain limits—less hours means more pay—
whether they work by the day or by the piece;

“ That reducing the hours increases the purchasing power of wages as well
as the amount of wealth produced;

“That dear men mean cheap productions, and. cheap men mean dear pro-
ductions;

“That six cents a day in China is dearest, and three dollars a day in America
is cheapest;

“That the moral causes that have made three dollars a day cheaper than six
cents a day will make higher wages still cheaper;

“That less hours mean reducing the profits and fortunes that are made on
labor and its results;

“ More knowledge and more capital for the laborer; the wages system grad-
ually disappearing through higher wages;

“TLess poor people to borrow money, and less wealthy ones to lend it, and a
natural decline in the rates of interest on money;

“ More idlers working, and more workers thinking; the motives to fraud re-
duced, and fewer calls for special legislation;

“Women’s wages increased, her household labor reduced, better opportuni-
ties for thought and action, and the creation of motives strong enough to secure
the ballot; -

“Reaching the great causes of intemperance—extreme wealth and extreme

overty;
ik Ayﬁd the salvation of Republican institutions;

“That whether national banks are abolished or bonds are taxed, or whether
taxes or tariffs are high or low, or whether greenbacks or gold, or any system of
finance proposed is adopted, or a single tax on land, or civil service, or one term
for president shall prevail, are not laborer’s questions, because they have no ap-
preciable relation to the wage-system, through which the wage classes secure all
that they can ever obtain of the world’s wealth until they become sufficiently
wealthy and intelligent to co-operate in its production: and whether the masses
‘have anything to choose between a democrat, or republican, or other candidate
turns entirely upon the question which one of the candidates will be most likely
to secure the legislation for reduced hours of labor, as well as the enforcement
upon all government works of the lawalready enacted.

“Resolved, That the factory system of our country that employs tens of
‘thousands of women and children eleven and twelve hours a day; tuat owns or
contirols in its own selfish interest the pulpit and the press; that prevent the
operative classes from making themselves felt in behalf of less hours, through a
remorseless exercise of the power of discharge; that is rearing a population of
children and youth whose sickly appearance and scanty or utterly neglected
schooling, is proving year by year that the “lords of the loom and the lords of
the lash were natural allies in the conflict between freedom and slavery.”
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CHAPTER IV.

Caprrarism—ITs OriciN AxD DEVELOPMENT 1IN EUROPE.

The wage system of labor is a’despotism It is coercive and arbi-
trary. It compels the wage-worker, under a penalty of hunger, misery
and distress of wife and children to obey the dictation of the employer.
The individuality and personal liberty of the wage-worker, and those
dependent upon him is destroyed by the wage-system. A republican
form of government does not alter the class servitude of the wage-worker.
While governments are necessarily despotic—they may differ in degree.
But all governments based upon the wage-labor system are essentially
the same. The government of the United States, based upon the wage-
labor system, does not, and cannot guarantee the inalienable right of the

wage-workers to “llfe, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.”” This fact
is more apparent each day. TUnder the republie, the politician is a mere
spoils-hunter. Bribery, intimidation and hypocriey is practiced upon the
poor and ignorant voter, who is given a choice between capitalist candi-
dates and measures. Halls of legislation are mere debating clubs of the
rich—the propertied class—where legislation has for its sole object, the
adjustmens of the special, and sometimes conflicting, interest of this class.

The judicial and executive departments of a republican form of gov-
ernment are the officers or committees who administer the laws of the
propertied class. The wage-class are by their economic dependence kept
in ignorance and fear. Thoy vote, but vote as a class only upon capitalist
questlom The government itself is the instrument of capitalism to per-
petuate the wage-system. Within this circle of government the votes of
the workers have been unable to effect any amelioration of their condition.
This is the experience of one hundred years of representative government
in the United States, with- the inecrease of population from 8,500,000 in
1776 to 65,000,000 in 1886 has also developed the Wage-system upon
which the government was founded. One hundred years’ experience
proves, that those who control the industries of the country—control its
votes; that wealth votes; that poverty cannot vote; that citizens who must
sell their labor or starve, will sell their votes' when the same alternative
is presented. - The working-class of the United States have been deluded
for one hundred years, with the belief that they possessed political sov-
ereignty and law-making powers. They have believed that they could
make laws in their own behalf, although they have not made or compelled
the enforcement of any laws outside of capitalist interests. The wage-
system of labor subjects the man of labor to the control of the monopo-
lizers of the means of labor—the resources of life. Social misery, mental
degredation and political dependence is the state of those who are
deprived of the means of existence. Political liberty is possessed by those



322 THE PHILOSOPHY OF ANARCHISM.

only who also possess economic liberty. The wage-system is the economic
servitude of the workers. Four hundred years ago, the wage-system in
Burope began to gradually supercede the surfage-system of labor. Previ-
ous to the fourteenth century, a system of vassalage existed in all nations,
except a few guilds or trades in the larger cities. Under vassalage, the
proprietor of an estate was owner of the men, women and children upon
that estate, and when the estate was sold, these men, women and children
were inventoried and sold to the purchaser. The law, defined the status
of the vassal or serf as a fixture to the soil. The law was that they
could not be parted from each other, or removed from the estate. In this
respect vassalage differed from chattel slave labor. As at the present
time, so in the past, the history of society is the history of class strug-
gles. Freemen and slaves, patricians and plebeians, nobles and serfs,
guild members and journeymen; in other words, the oppressors and
oppressed have engaged each other in this class-struggle. These conflicts
have sometimes been open, at other times concealed, but never ceasing.
This continuous struggle has invariably terminated in a revolutionary alter-
ation of the social system, or in the total destruction of the contending
classes.

In earlier historical epochs, we find almost everywhere a minute
division and subdivision of society into classes or castes—a variety of
grades in social life. In ancient Rome were the partricians, knights,
plebeians, slaves; in Mediseval Europe, feudal lords, vassals, burghers jour-
neymen, serfs; and in each of these classes there were again grades and
distinetions. : :

Modern Bourgeois (capitalist) society, which arose from the ruins
of the feudal system has not wiped out the antagonism of classes. New
classes, new conditions of oppression, new modes and forms of carrying
on the struggle, have been substituted for the old enes. The characteristic
of our epoch—the epoch of the Bourgeoisie, or middle class—is that the
struggle between the various social classes has been reduced to its simplest
form. Society tends more and more to be divided into two great hostile
classes—to-wit: The Bourgeoisie and the Proletariat. This class strug-
gle arises from and is inherent in the wage-system.

How that system operates in minutia, in detail; how it effects the
laborer and the capitalist has been clearly and scientifically formulated
by Karl Marx in his work entitled “Capital,” a chapter from which is
here quoted.

Wacee-LiaBor axp Caprrar.—WuAT ARE WacEs axo How are THEY
"DETERMINED ?

“If we were to ask the laborers, ‘ How much wages do you get ¥’ one
would reply, ‘I get a couple of shillings a day from my employer ;' an-
other, ‘I get half-a-crown,” and so on. According to the different trades
to which they belong, they would name different sums of money which
they receive from their particular employers, either for working for a
certain length of time, or for performing a certain piece of work ; for ex-
ample, either for weaving an ell of cloth, or for setting up a certain
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amount of type. But in spite of this difference in their statements there
is one point in which they would all agree; their wages are the amount of
money which their employer pays them either for working a certain length
of time, or for a certain amount of work done.

“Thus their employer buys their work for money. For money they
sell their work to him. With the same sum for which the employer has
bought their work, as for instance, with a couple of shillings, he might
have bought four pounds of sugar, or a proportionate amount of any other
wares. The two shillings with which he buys the four pounds of sugar,
are the price of four pounds of sugar. The two shillings with which he
buys labor for twelve hours, are the price of twelve hours’ work. Work
- is therefore as much a commodity as sugar, neither more nor less, only
they measure the former by the clock, the latter by the scales.

“The laborers exchange their own commodity with their employers’
— work for money; and this exchange takes place according to a fixed pro-
portion. So much money forso much work. For twelve hours’ weaving,
two shillings. And donot these two shillings represent two shillings worth
of all other commodities? Thus the laborer has, in fact, exchanged his
own commodity—work, with all kinds of other commodities, and that in a
fixed proportion. His employer in giving him two shillings, has given
him so much meat, so much clothing, so much fuel, light, and so on, in
exchange for his day’s work. The two shillings, therefore, express the
proportion in which his work is exchanged with other commodities—the
exchange-value of his work; and the exchange-value of any commodity
expressed in money is called its price. Wage is, therefore, only another
name for the price of work—for the price of this peculiar piece of pro-
perty which ean have no local habitation at all except in human flesh and
blood.

“Take the case of any workman, a weaver for instance. The employer
supplies him with thread and loom. The weaver sets to work, and the
thread is turned into cloth. The employer takes possession of the cloth
and sells it, say for twenty shillings. Does the weaver receive as wages a
share in the cloth—in the twenty shillings—in the product of his labor ?
By no means. The weaver receives his wages long before the product is
sold. The employer does not, therefore, pay his wages with the money
he will get for the cloth, but with money previously provided. Loom and
thread are not the weaver’s product, since they are supplied by the em-
ployer, and no more are the commodities which he receives in exchange
for, his own commodity, or in other words for his work. It is possible
that the employer finds no purchaser for his cloth. It may be that by its
sale he does not recover even the wages he has paid. It may be that in
comparison with the weaver’s wages hemade a great bargain by its sale. But
all this has nothing whatever to do with the weaver. The employer pur-
chases the weaver's labor with a part of his available property— ot his
capital—in exactly the same: way as he has with another part of his pro-
perty bought the raw material—the thread—and the instrument of labor
—the loom. As soon as he has made these purchases—and he reckons
among them the purchase of the labor necessary to the production of the
cloth-—ho proceeds to produce it by means of the raw material and the
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instruments which belong to him. Among these last is, of course, reckon-
ed our worthy weaver, who has as little share in the product, or in the
price of the product, as the loom itself.

i “ Wages, therefore, are not the worker’s share of the commodities
which he has produced. Wages are the share of commodities previously
produced, with which the employer purchases a certain amount of pro-
ductive labor.

“ Labor is, therefore, a commodity which its owner, the wage worker,
sells to capital. 'Why does he sell it? In order to live.

“But labor is the peculiar expression of the energy of the laborer’s
life. And this energy he sells to another party, in order to secure for
himself the means of living. For him, therefore, his energy is nothing but
a means of ensuring his own existence. He works to live. He does not
count the work itself as a part of his life, rather is it a sacrifice of his life.
It is a commodity which he has made over to another party. Neither is
its product the aim of his activity. What he produces for himself is
not the silk he weaves, nor the palace that he builds, nor the gold that he
digs from out the mine. What he produces for himself is his wage; and
silk, gold, and palace are transformed for him into a certain quantity of
means of existence—a cotton shirt, some copper coins, and a lodging in a
cellar. And what of the laborer, who for twelve hours weaves, spins,
bores, turns, builds, shovels, breaks stones, carries loads, and so on? Does
his twelve hours’ weaving, spinning, boring, turning, building, shoveling,
and stone-breaking represent the active expression of hislife? On the
contrary. Life begins for him exactly where this activity of his ceases
—at his meals, on_the public-house bench, in his bed. His twelve hours’
work has no meaning for him as weaving, spinning, boring, ete., but only
as earnings whereby he may obtain his meals, his seat in the public-
house, his bed. If the silkworm’s object in spinning were to prolong its
existence as a caterpillar, it would be a perfect example of a wage-
worker. .
¢ Labor was not always a commodity. ILabor was not always wage-
work, that is, a marketable commodity The slave does not sell his labor
to the slave-owner. The slave along with his labor is sold once for all to
his owner. He is a commodity which can pass from the hand of one
owner to that of another. He himself is a commodity, but his labor is
not his commodity. The serf sells only a portion of his labor. He does
not receive his wages from the owner of the soil; rather the owner of
the soil receives a tribute from him. The serf belongs to the soil, and to
the lord of the soil he brings its fruits. The free laborer, on the other
hand, sells himself, and that by fractions. From day to day he sells by
auction eight, ten, twelve, fifteen hours of his life to the highest bidder—
to the owner of the raw material, the instruments of work, and the means
of life; that is, to the employer. The laborer himself belongs neither to an
owner nor to the soil; but eight, ten, twelve, fifteen hours of his daily life
belong to the man who buys them. The laborer leaves the employer to
whom he has hired himself whenever he pleases; and the employer dis-
charges him whenever he thinks fit; either as soon as he ceases to make a
profit out of him, or fails to get so high a profit as he requires. But the
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laborer, whose only source of earnings is the sale of his labor, cannot
leave the whole class of its purchasers, that is, the capitalist class, without
renouncing his own existence. He does not belong to this or that particu-
lar employer, but he does belong to the employing class; and more than
that, it is his business to find an employer; that is, among this employing
class, it is his business to discover his own particular purchases.

- “Before going more closely into the relations between capital and
wage-work, it will be well to give a brief survey of those general relations
which are taken into consideration in determining the amount of wages.

“As we have seen, wages are the price of a certain commodity—
labor. Wages are thus determined by the same law which regulates the
price of any other commodity.

“Thereupon the question arises, how is the price of a commodity
determined ?

“ By what means s the price of a commodity determined?

“By means of competition between buyers and sellers, and the rela-
tion between supply and demand—offer and desire. And this competition
by which the price of an article is fixed is three-fold.

“The same commodity is offered in the market by various sellers.
Whoever offers the greatest advantage to purchasers is certain to drive
the other sellers off the field, and secure for himself the greatest sale.
The sellers, therefore, fight for the sale and the market among themselves.
Everyone of them wants to sell, and does his best to sell much, and if pos-
sible to become the only seller. Therefore each outbids the other in
cheapness, and a competition takes place among the sellers which lowers
the price of the goods they offer.

“But a competition also goes on among the purchasers, which on
their side raises the price of the goods offered.

“Finally there arises a competition between buyers and sellers; the
one set wants to buy as cheap as possible, the other to sell as dear as pos-
gible. The result of this competition between buyers and sellers will de-
pend upon the relations of the two previous aspects of the competition;
that is, upon whether the competition in the ranks of the buyers or that
in those of the sellers is the keener. ~Business thus leads two opposing
armies into the field, and each of them again presents the aspect of a
battle in its own ranks between its own soldiers. That army whose troops
are least mauled by one anothér carries off the victory over the opposing
host.

* Let us suppose that there are a hundred bales of cotton in the mar-
ket, and at the same time buyers in want of a thousand bales. In this
case the demand is greater than the supply. The competition between
the buyers will therefore be intense; each of them will do his best to get
hold of all the hundred bales of cotton. This example is no arbitrary
supposition. In the history of the trade we have experienced periods of
failure of the cotton plant, when particular companies of capitalists have
endeavored to purchase, not only a hundred bales of cotton, but the whole
stock of cotton in the world. Therefore in the case supposed each buyer
will try to beat the others out of the field by offering a proportionately
higher price for the cotton. The cotton-sellers, perceiving the troops of
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the hostile host in violent combat with one another, and being perfectly
secure as to the sale of all their hundred bales, will take very good care
not to begin squabbling among themselves in order to depress the price
at the very moment when their adversaries are emulating each other in
the process of screwing it higher up. Peace is therefore suddenly pro-
claimed in the army of the sellers. They present a united front to the
purchaser, and fold their arms in philosophic content; and their claims
would be absolutely boundless if it were not that the offers of even the
most pressing and eager of the buyers must always have some definite
limit.

“Thus if the supply of a commodity is not so great as the demand for
it, the competition between the buyers waxes. Result: A more or less
important rise in the price of goods.

“As a rule the converse case is of commoner occurrence, producing an
opposite result. Large excess of supply over demand; desperate compe-
tition among the sellers; dearth of purchasers; forced sale of goods dirt
cheap.

“But what is the meaning of the rise and fall in prices? What is the
meaning of higher price or lower price? A grain of sand is high when
examined through a microscope, and a tower is low when compared with
a mountain. And if price is determined by the relation between supply
and demand, how is the relation between supply and demand itself
determined ?

“Let us turn to the first worthy citizen we meet. He will not take
an instant to consider, but like a second Alexander the Great will cut the
metaphysical knot by the help of his multiplication table. ‘If the pro-
duction of the goods which I sell, he will tell us, ‘has cost me £100,
and I get £110 by their sale—within the year, you understand—that’s
what I call a sound, honest, reasonable profit. But if I make £120 or
£130 by the sale, that is a higher profit; and if T were to get a good £200,
that would be an exceptional, an enormous profit.” What is it then that
serves our citizen as the measure of his profit? The cost of production of
his goods. If he receives in exchange for them an amount of other goods
whose production has cost less, he has lost by his bargaiu. If he receives
an amount whose production has cost more, he has gained. And he
reckons the rise and fall of his profit by the number of degrees at which
it stands with reference to his zero—the cost of production.

“We have now seen how the changing proportion between supply and
demand produces the rise and fall of prices, making them at one time high,
at another low. If through failure in the supply. or exceptional increase
in the demand, an important rise in the price of a commodity takes place.
then the price of another commodity must have fallen; for, of course, the
price of a commodity only expresses in money the proportion in which
other commodities can be exchanged with it. For instance, if the price
of a yard of silk rises from five to six shillings, the price of silver has fal-
len in comparison with silk; and in the same way the price of all other
commodities which remain at their old prices has fallen if compared with
silk. We have to give a larger quantity of them in exchange in order to
obtain the same quantity of silk. And what is the result of a rise in the
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price of a commodity? A mass of capital is thrown into that flourishing
branch of business, and this immigration of capital into the province of
the privileged business will last until the ordinary level of profits is at-
tained; or rather, until the price of the products sinks through overpro-
duction.

“Conversely, if the price of a commodity falls below the cost of its
production, capital will be withdrawn from the production of this com-
modity. Except in the case of a branch of industry which has become
obsolete and is therefore doomed to disappear, the result of this flight of
capital will be that the production of this commodity, and therefore its
supply, will continually dwindle until it corresponds to the demand; and
thus its price rises again to the level of the cost of its production; or
rather, until the supply has fallen below the demand; that is, until its
price has again risen above its cost of production; for the price of any
commodity is always either above or below its cost of production.

“We see then how it is that eapital is always immigrating and emi-
grating, from the province of one industry into that of another. It is
high prices that bring about an excessive immigration, and low prices an
excess. of emigration.

“We might show from another point of view how not only the sup-
ply, but also the demand is determined by the cost of production; but
this would lead us too far from our present subject.

“We have just seen how the fluctuations of supply and demand
always reduce the price of a commodity to its cost of production. It is
true that the precise price of a commodity is always either above or below
its cost of production; but the rise and fall reciprocally balance each other,
so within a certain period, if the ebb and flow of the business are reckoned
up together, commodities are exchanged with one another in accordance
with their cost of production; and thus their cost of production deter-
mines their price.

“The determination of price by cost of production is not to be under-
stood in the sense of the economists. The economists declare that the
average price of commodities is equal to the cost of production; this,
according to them, isalaw. The anarchical movements in which the riseis
compensated by the fall, and the fall by the rise, they ascribe to chance.
With just as good a right as this, which the other economists assume, we
might consider the fluctuations as the law, and aseribe the fixing of price
by eost of production to chance. But if we look closely, we see that it is
precisely these fluctuations, although they bring the most terrible desola-
tion in their train and shake the fabric of bourgeois society like earth-
quakes, it is precisely these fluctuations which in their course determine
price by cost of production. In the totality of this disorderly movement
is to be found its disorder. Throughout these alternating movements, in
the course of this industrial anarchy, competition, as it were, cancels one
excess by meansg of another.

“We gather, therefore, that the price of a commodity is determined
by its cost,of production, in such manner that the periods in which the
price of this commodity rises above its cost of production are compensatéd
by the periods in which it sinks below this cost, and conversely. Of course
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this does not hold good for one single particular product of an industry,
but only for that entire branch of industry. So also it does not hold good
for a particular manufacturer, but only for the entire industrial class.

“The determination of price by cost of production is the same thing
as its determination by the duration of the labor which is required
for the manufacture of a commodity; for cost of production may be
divided into (1) raw material and implements, that is, products of industry
whose manufacture has cost a certain number of days’ work, and which
therefore represents a certain duration of labor, and (2) actual labor,
which is measured by its duration.

‘““Now the same general laws, which universally regulate the price of
commodities, regulate, of course, wages, the price of labor.

“Wages will rise and fall in accordance with the proportion between
demand and supply, that is, in accordance with the conditions of the com-
petition between capitalists as buyers, and laborers as sellers of labor.
The fluctuations of wages correspond in general with the fluctuations in
the price of commodities. Within these fluctuations the price of labor
is regulated by its cost of production, that is, by the duration of labor
which is required in order to produce this commodity, labor.

“Now what is the cost of production of labor itself ?

“It is the cost required for the production of a laborer and for his
maintenance as a laborer.

“The shorter the time requisite for instruction in any labor, the less
is the laborer’s cost of production, and the lower are his wages, the price
of his work. In those branches of industries which scarcely require any
period of apprenticeship, and where the mere bodily existence of the
laborer is sufficient, the requisite cost of his production and maintenance
are almost limited to the cost of the commodities which are requisite to
keep him alive. The price of his labor is therefore determined by the
price of the bare necessaries of his existence.

“Here, however, another consideration comes in. The manufacturer,
who reckons up his expenses of production and determines accordingly
the price of the product, takes into account the wear and tear of the
machinery. If a machine costs him £100 and wears itself out in ten years,
he adds £10 a year to the price of his goods, in order to replace the worn-
out machine by a new one when the ten years are up. In the same way
we must reckon in the cost of production of simple labor the cost of its
propagation; so that the race of laborers may be put in a position to
multiply and to replace the worn-out workers by new ones. Thus the
wear and tear of the laborer must be taken into account just as much as
the wear and tear of the machine.

“Thus the cost of production of simple labor amounts to the cost of
the laborer’s subsistence and propagation, and the price of this cost
determines his wages. When we speak of wages we mean the minimum
of wages. This minimum of wages holds good, just as does the deter-
mination by the cost of production of the price of commodities in
general, not for the particular individual, but for the species. Individual
laborers, indeed millions of them, do not receive enough to enable them
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to subsist and propagate; but the wages of the whole working class with
all their fluctuations are nicely adjusted to this minimum.

“Now that we are grounded on these general laws which govern
wages just as much as the price of any other commodity, we can examine
our subject more exactly.

“ Capital consists of raw material, implements of labor, and all kinds
of means of subsistence, which are used for the production of new imple-
ments and new means of subsistence. All these factors of capital are
created by labor, are products of labor, are stored-up labor. Stored-
up labor which serves as the means of new production is capital.”

“So say the economists.

“ What is a negro slave? A human creature of the black race. The
one definition is just as valuable as the other.

“A pegro 1s a negro. In certain conditions he is transformed into a
slave. A spinning-jenny is a machine for spinning cotton. Only in cer-
tain conditions is it transformed into capital. "When torn away from these
conditions, it is just as little capital as gold is money in the abstract, or
sugar the price of sugar. In the work of production men do not stand in
relation to nature alone. They only produce when they work together in
a certain way, and mutually exchange their different kinds of energy. In
order to produce, they mutually enter upon certain relations and condi-
tions, and it is only by means of these relations and conditions that their
relation to nature is defined, and production becomes possible.

“These social relations upon which the producers mutually enter,
the terms upon which they exchange their energies and take their share
in the collective act of productics, will of ‘course differ according to the
character of the means of production. With the invention of firearms as
implements of warfare the whole organization of the army was of necessity
altered; and with the alteration in the relations through which individuals
form an army, and are enabled to work together as an army, there was a
simultaneous alteration in the relations of armies to one another.

“Thus with the change in the social relations by means of which
individuals produce, that is, in the social relations of production, and with
the alteration and development of the material means of production, the
powers of production are also transformed. The relations of production
collectively form those social relations which we call a society, and a socie-
ty with definite degrees of historical development, a society with an
appropriate and distinctive character. Ancient society, feudal society, bour-
geois society, are instances of this collective result of the relations of
production, each of which marks out an important step in the historical
development of mankind.

“Now capital also is a social condition of production. It is a bour-
geois condition of production, a condition of the production of a bourgeois
society. Are not the means of subsistence, the implements of labor, and
the raw material, of which capital consists, the results of definite social
relations; were they not produced and stored up under certain social con-
ditions? Will they not be used for further production under certain
social conditions? And is it not just this definite social character which
transforms into capital that product which serves for further production?
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“Capital does not consist of means of subsistence, implements of
labor, and raw material alone, nor only of material products; it consists
just as much of exchange-values. All the products of which it consists
are commodities. Thus capital is not merely the sum of material pro-
ducts; it is a sum of commodities, of exchange-values of social quantities.

“(Capital remains unchanged if we substitute cotton for wool, rice for
corn, and steamers for railways; provided only that the cotton, the rice,
the steamers—the bodily form of eapital—have the same exchange value,
the same price, as the wool, the corn, the railways, in which it formerly
embodied itself. The bodily form of capital may change continually,
while the capital itself undergoes not the slightest alteration. |

“But though all capital is a sum of commodities, that is, of exchange
values, it is not every sum of commodities, of exchange values, that is
capital.

“Every sum of exchange values is an exchange value. For instance,
a house worth a thousand pounds is an exchange value of a thousand
pounds. A penny-worth of paper is the sum of the exchange values of a
hundred-hundredths of a penny. Products which may be mutually
exchanged are commodities. The definite proportion in which they are .
exchanoreable forms their exchange value, or, expressed in money, their
price. “The amount of these product% can do nothing to alter their defini-
tion as being commodities, or as representing an' exchange value, or as
having a certain price. Whether a tree is large or small, it remains a
tree. 'Whether we exchange iron for other wares in ounces or in hundred-
weights, that makes no difference in.its character as a commodity possess-
ing exchange value. According to its amount it is a commodity of more
or less worth, with a higher or lower price.

“How then can a sum of commodities, of exchange values, become cap-
ital ?

“By maintaining and multiplying itself’as an independent social
power, that is, as the power of a portion of society, by means of its
exchange for direet, living labor. Capital necessarily pre-supposes the
existence of a class which possesses nothing but labor-force.

‘It is the lordship of past, stored-up, realized labor over actual, liv-
ing labor that transforms the stored-up labor into capital.

“ Capital does not consist in the fact that stored-up labor is used by
living labor as a means to further production. It consists in the fact
that living labor serves as the means whereby stored-up labor may
maintain and multiply its own exchange-value.

“What is it that takes place in the exchange between capital and
wage-work ?

“The laborer receives in exchange for his labor the means of sub-
sistence; but the capitalist receives in exchange for the means of subsist-
ence labor, the productive energy of the laborer, the creative force
whereby the laborer not only replaces what he consumes, but also gives
to the stored-up labor a greater value than it had before. The laborer
receives from the capitalist a share of the previously provided means of
subsistence. To what use does he put these means of subsistence? He
uses them for immediate consumption. But as soon as I consume my
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means of subsistence, they disappear and are irrecoverably lost to me;
it therefore becomes necessary that I should employ the time during which
these means keep me alive in order to produce new means of subsistence;
so that during their consumption I may provide by my labor new value
in the place of that which thus disappears. But it is just this grand
productive power which the laborer has to bargain away to capital in
exchange for the means of subsistence which he receives. To him there-
fore it 1s entirely lost.

“Let us take an example. A farmer gives his day-laborer two shill-
ings a day. For this two shillings he works throughout the day on the
farmer’s field, and so secures him a return of four shillings. The farmer
does not merely get the value which he had advanced the day-laborer
replaced; he doubles it. He has thus spent or consumed the two shillings
which he gave to the day-laborer in a fruitful and productive fashion.
He has bought for his two shillings just that labor and force of the day-
laborer which produces fruits of the earth of twice the value, and turns
two shillings into four. The day-laborer on the other hand receives in
place of his productive force, which he has just bargained away to the
farmeér, two shillings; and these he exchanges for means of subsistence;
which means of subsistence he proceeds with more or less speed to consume,
The two shillings have thus been consumed in double fashion; productively
for capital, since they have been exchanged for the labor-force which
produced the four shillings; unproductively for the laborer, since they
have been exchanged for means of subsistence which have disappeared for-
ever, and whose value he can only recover by repeating the same bargain
with the farmer. Thus capital pre-supposes wage-labor, and wage-labor
pre-supposes capital. They condition one anotlier; and each bring the
other into play.

“Does a laborer in a cotton factory produce merely cotton? No,
he produces capital. He produces value which serves afresh to command
his own labor, and to create new value by its means.

“ Capital can only increase when it is exchanged for labor, when it
calls wage-labor into existence. Wage-labor can only be exchanged for
capital by augmenting capital and strengthening the power whose slave it
is. An increase of capital is therefore an increase of the proletariat, that
is, of the laboring class.

“The interests of the capitalist and the laborer are therefore identi-
cal, assert the bourgeoisie and their economists. And, in fact, so they
are! The laborer perishes if capital does not employ him. Capital per-
ishes if it does not exploit labor; and in order to exploit it, it must buy
it. The faster the capital devoted to production—the productive capital—
increases, and the more sugcessfully the industry is carried on, the richer
do the bourgeoisie become, the better does business go, the more labor-
ers does the capitalist require, and the dearer does the laborer sell him-
self.

“Thus the indispensable condition of the laborer’s securing a toler-
able position is the speediest possible growth of productive capital.

“But what is the meaning of the increase of productive capital? The
increase of the power of stored-up labor over living labor. The increase
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of the dominion of the bourgeoisie over the laboring class. As
fast as wage-labor creates its own antagonist and its own master in the
dominating power of capital, the means of employment, that is, of subsist-
ence, flow back to it from its antagonist; but only on the condition that it
is itself transformed afresh into a portion of capital, and becomes the lever
whereby the increase of capital may be again hugely accelerated.

“Thus the statement that the interests of capital and labor are iden-
tical comes to mean merely this: capital and wage-labor are the two
terms of one and the same proportion. The one conditions the other, just
in the same way that the usurer and the borrower condition each other
mutually.

“So long as the wage-laborer remains a wage-laborer, his lot in
life is dependent upon capital. That is the exact meaning of the famous
community of interests between capital and labor.

“The increase of capital is attended by an increase in the amount of
wage-labor and in the number of wage-laborers; or, in other words, the
dominion of capital is spread over a larger number of individuals. And,
to give the most fortunate event possible, with the increase of productive
capital there is an increase in the demand for labor. And thus wages,
the price of labor, will rise.

“A house may be large or small; but as long as the surrounding
houses are equally small, it satisfies all social expectations as a dwelling
place. But let a palace arise by the side of this small house, and it
shrinks from a house into a hut. The smallness of the house now gives it
to be understood that its occupant has either very small pretentions or
none at all; and however high it may shoot up with the progress of eivili-
zation, if the neighboring palace shoots up also in the same or in greater
proportion, the occupant of the comparatively small house will always
find himself more uncomfortable, more discontented, more confined within
his four walls.

“A notable advance in the amount paid as wages brings about a
rapid increase of productive capital. The rapid increase of productive
capital calls forth just as rapid an increase in wealth, luxury, social wants,
and social comforts. Therefore, although the comforts of the laborer
have risen, the social satisfaction which they give has fallen in comparison
with these augmented comforts of the capitalist which are unattainable
for the laborer, and in comparison with the general development of com-
forts. Our wants and their satisfaction have their origin in society; we
therefore measure them in their relation to society, and not in relation to
the objects which satisfy them. Since their nature is social, it is there-
fore relative.

“As a rule then, wages are not determined merely by the amount of
commodities for which they may be exchanged. They depend upon
various relations.

“What the laborer immediately receives for his labor is a certain
sum of money. Are wages determined merely by this money price ?

“In the sixteenth century the gold and silver in circulation in Europe
was augmented in consequence of the discovery of America. The value of
gold and silver fell, therefore, in proportion to other commodities. The
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laborers received for their labor the same amount of silver coin as
before. The money price of their labor remained the same, and yet their
wages had fallen, for in exchange for the same sum of silver they obtained
a smaller quantity of other commodities. This was one of the circum-
stances which furthered the increase of capital and the rise of the bour-
~geoisie in the sixteenth century.

“Tet us take another case. In the winter of 1847, in consequence of
a failure in the crops, there was an important increase in the indispensable
means of subsistence, corn, meat, butter, cheese, and so on. We will sup-
pose that the laborers still received the same sum of money for their
labor as before. Had not their-wages fallen then? Of course they had.
For the same amount of money they received in exchange less bread,
meat, ete.; and their wages had fallen, not because the value of silver had
diminished, but because the value of the means of subsistence had
increased.

“Let us finally suppose that the money price of labor remains the
same, while in consequence of the employment of new machinery, or on
account of a good season, or for some similar reason, there is a fall in
the price of all agricultural and manufactured goods. For the same
amount of money the laborers can now buy more commodities of all
kinds. Their wages have therefore risen, just because their money price
has not changed. N :

“The money price of labor, the nominal amount of wages, does not
therefore fall together with the real wages, that is, with the amount of
commodities that may practically be obtained in exchange for the wages.
Therefore if we speak of the rise and fall of wages, the money price of
labor, or the nominal wage, is not the only thing which we must keep in
view. §

“But neither the nominal wages, that is, the amount of money for
which the laborer sells himself to the employer, nor yet the real wages,
that is, the amount of commodities which he can buy for this money,
exhaust the relations which are ¢comprehended in the term wages.

“For the meaning of the word is chiefly determined by its relation to
the gain or profit of the employer—it is a proportionate and relative
expression.

“The real wage expresses the price of labor in relation to the price
of other commodities; the relative wage, on the contrary, expresses the
price of direct labor in relation to that of stored-up labor, the relative
value of wage-labor and capital, the proportionate value of capitalist and
laborer. g

“Real wages may remain the same, or they may even rise, and yet
the relative wages may none the less have fallen. Let us assume, for
example, that the price of all the means of subsistence has fallen by two-
thirds, while a day’s wages have only fallen one-third, as for instance, from
three shillings to two. Although the laborer has a larger amount of
commodities at his disposal for two shillings than he had before at three,
vet his wages are nevertheless diniinished in proportion to the capitalist’s
gain. The capitalist’s profit—the manufacturer’s, for instance—has been
augmented by a shilling, since the smaller sum of exchange-value which
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he pays to the laborer, the laborer has to produce a larger sum of
exchange-value than he did before. The value of capital is raised in pro-
portion to the value of labor. The division of social wealth between
capital and labor has become more disproportionate. The capitalist
commands a larger amount of labor with the same amount of capital.
The power of the capitalist class over the laboring class is increased; the-
social position of the laborer has deteriorated, and is depressed another
degree below that of the capitalist.

“What then is the general law which determines the rise and fall of
wages and profit in their reciprocal relation?

“They stand in inverse proportion to one another. Capital’s
exchange-value, profit, rises in the same proportion in which the exchange-
value of labor, wages, sinks; and conversely. The rise in profit is
exactly measured by the fall in wages, and the fall in profit by the rise
in wages.

“The objection may perhaps be made that the capitalist may have
gained a profit by advantageous exchange of his products with other capi-
talists, or by a rise in the demand for his goods, whether in consequence
of the opening of new markets, or of a greater demand in the old markets;
that the profit of the capitalist may thus increase by means of over-reach-
ing another capitalist, independently of the rise and fall of wages and the
exchange-value of labor; or that the profit of the capitalist may also rise
through an improvement in the implements of labor, a new application
of natural forces, and so on.

“But it must nevertheless be admitted that the result remains the
same, although it is brought about in a different way. The capitalist has
acquired a larger amount of exchange-value with the same amount of
labor, without having had to pay a higher price for the labor on that
account; thht is to say, a lower price has been paid for the labor in pro-
portion to the net profit which it yields to the capitalist.

“Besides we must remember that in spite of the fluctuations in the
price of commodities, the average price of each commodity—the propor-
tion in which it exchanges for other commodities—is determined by its
cost of production. The over-reaching and tricks that go on within the
capitalist class therefore necessarily cancel one another. Improvements
in machinery, and new applications of natural forces to the service of pro-
duction, enable them to turn out in a given time with the same amount of
labor and eapital a larger quantity of products, but by no means a larger
quantity of exchange-value, If by the application of the spinning-jenny
I can turn out twice as much thread in an hour as I could before its in-
vention, for instance, a hundred pounds instead of fifty, that is because
the cost of production has been halved, or because at the same cost I can
turn out double the amount of produects.

“Tinally in whatsoever proportion the capitalist classes—the bour-
geoisie—whether of one country or of the market of the whole world—
share among themselves the net profits of production, the total amount of
these net profits always consists merely of the amount by which, taking all
in all, direct labor has been increased by means of stored-up labor.
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This sum total increases, therefore, in the proportion in which labor aug-
ments capital; that is, in the proportion in which profit rises as compared
with wages.

“Thus we sce that even if we confine ourselves to the relation between

capital and wage-labor, the interests of capital are in direct antagonism
to the interest of wage-labor.

“A rapid increase of capital is equal to a rapid increase of profits.
Profits can only make a rapid increase, if the exchange-value of labor—
the relative wage—makes an equally rapid decline. The relative wage
may decline, although the actual wage rises along with the nominal wage,
or money price of labor; if only it does not rise in the same proportion
as profit. For instance, if when trade is good, wages rise five per cent.,
and profits on the other hand thirty per cent., then the proportional or
relative wage has not increased but declined.

“Thus if the receipts of the laborer increase with the rapid advance
of capital, yet at the same time there is a widening of the social gulf which
separates the laborer from the capitalist, and also an increase in the
power of capital over labor and in the dependence of labor upon capital.

“The meaning of the statement that the laborer has an interest in
the rapid increase of capital is merely this; the faster the laborer in-
creases his master’s dominion, the richer will be the crumbs that he will
get from his table; and the greater the number of laborers that can be
employed and called into existence, the greater will be the number of
slaves of which capital will be the owner.

“We have thus seen that even the most fortunate event for the work-
ing class, the speediest possible increase of capital, however much it may
improve the material condition of the laborer, cannot abolish the opposi-
tion between his interests and those of the bourgeois or capitalist class.
Profit and wages remain just as much as ever in inverse proportion.

“When capital is increasing fast, wages may rise, but the profit of
capital will rise much faster. The actual position of the laborer has im-
proved, but it is at the expense of his social position. The social gulf
which separates him from the capitalist has widened.

“Finally, the meaning of fortunate conditions for wage-labor, and of
the quickest possible increase of productive capital, is merely this; the
faster the working classes enlarge and extend the hostile power that domi-
nates over them, the better will be the conditions under which they will
be allowed to labor for the further increase of bourgeois dominion and for
the wider extension of the power of capital, and thus contentedly to forge
for themselves the golden chains by which the bourgeois drags them in its
train.

“But are tho increase of productive capital and the rise of wages so
indissolubly connected as the bourgeois economists assert? We can
hardly believe that the fatter capital becomes, the more will its slave be
pampered. The bourgeoisie is too much enlightened, and keeps its
accounts much too carefully, to care for that privilege of the feudal nobil-
ity, the ostentation of splendor in its retinue. The very conditions of
bourgeois existence compel it to keep careful accounts.



36 THE PHILOSOPHY OF ANARCHISM.

“ We must therefore inquire more closely into the effect which the
increase of productive capital has upon wages.

“With the general increase of the productive capital of a bourgeois
society a manifold accumulation of labor-force takes place. The capital-
ists increase in number and in power. The increase in the number of
capitalists increases the competition between capitalists. Their increased
power gives them the means of leading into the industrial battle-field
mightier armies of laborers furnished with gigantic implements of war.

“The one capitalist can only succeed in driving the other off the field
and taking possession of his capital by selling his wares at a cheaper rate.
In order to sell more cheaply without ruining himself, he must produce
more cheaply, that is, he must heighten as much as possible the produe-
tiveness of labor. But the most effective way of making labor more pro-
ductive is by means of a more complete subdivision of labor, or by the
more extended use and continual improvement of machinery. The more
numerous the departments into which labor is divided, and the more
gigantic the scale in which machinery is introduced, in so much the greater
proportion does the cost of production decline, and so much the more
fruitful is the labor. Thus arises a manifold rivalry among capitalists
with the object of increasing the subdivision of labor and machinery, and
keeping up the utmost possible progressive rate of exploitation.

“Now if by means of a greater subdivision of labor, by the employ-
ment and improvement of new machines, or by the more skillful and pro-
fitable use of the forces of nature, a capitalist has discovered the means
of producing a larger amount of commodities than his competitors with
the same amount of labor; whether it be stored-up labor or direct—if he
can, for instance, spin a complete yard of cotton in the time that his com-

. petitors take to spin half-a-yard—how will this capitalist proceed to aet?

“He might go on selling half-a-yard at its former market price; but
amt would not have the effect of driving his opponents out of the field
and increasing his own sale. , But the need of increasing his sale has in-
creased in the same proportion as his production. The more effective and
more expensive means of production which he has called into existence
enable him, of course, to sell his wares cheaper, but they also compel him
to sell more wares and to secure a much larger market for them. Our
capitalist will therefore proceed to sell his half-a-yard of cotton cheaper
than his competitors.

“The capitalist will not, however, sell his complete yard so cheaply
as his competitors sell the half, although its entire production does not
cost him more than the production of half costs the others. For in that
case he would gain nothing, but would only get back the cost of its pro-
duction. The contingent increase in his receipts would result from his
having set in motion a larger capital, but not from having made his capi-
tal more profitable than that of the others. Besides he gains the end he
is aiming at, if he prices his goods a slight percentage lower than his
competitors. He drives them off the field, and wrests from them at any
rate a portion of their sale, if only he undersells them. And finally we
must remember that the price current always stands either above or be-
Jow the cost of production, according as the sale of a commodity is trans-
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acted at a favorable or unfavorable period of business. According as the
market price of a yard of cloth is above or below its former cost of pro-
duction, the percentage will alter in which the capitalist who has employed
the new and profitable means of production exceeds in its sale the
actual cost of its production to him.

“But our capitalist does not find his privilege very lasting. Other
rival capitalists introduce with more or less rapidity the same machines
and the same subdivision of labor; and this introduction becomes general,
until the price of the yard of cloth is reduced not only below its old, but
below its new cost of production.

“Thus the capitalists find themselves relatively in the same position
in which they stood before the introduction of the new means of produc-
tion; and if they are by these means enabled to offer twice the product
for the same price, they now find themselves compelled to offer the
doubled amount for less than the old price. From the standpoint of these
new means of production the old game begins anew. There is greater
subdivision of labor, more machinery, and a more rapid progress in the
exploitation of both. Whereupon competition brings about the same
reaction against this result.

“Thus we see how the manner and means of production are continu-
ally renewed and revolutionised; and how the division of labor necessarily
brings in its train a greater division of labor; the introduction of machin-
ery, a still larger introduction; and the rapidity of progress in the effi-
cieney of labor, a still greater rapidity of progress.

“That is the law which continually drives bourgeois production out
of its old track, and compels capital to intensify the productive powers of
labor for the very reason that it has already intensified them—the law
that allows it no rest, but for ever whispers in its ear the words, ¢ Quick
March ! .

“This is no other law than that which, cancelling the periodical fluc-
tuations of business, necessarily identifies the price of a commodity with its
cost of production.

“However powerful are the means of production which a particular
capitalist may bring into the field, competition will make their adoption
general; and the moment it becomes general, the sole result of the greater
fruitfulness of his capital is that he must now for the same price offer ten,
twenty, a hundred times as much as before. ~But as he must dispose of
perhaps a thousand times as much, in order to outweigh the decrease in
the selling price by the larger proportion of products sold; since a larger
sale has now become necessary, not only to gain a larger profit, but also to
replace the cost of production; and the implements of production, as we
have seen, always get more expensive; and since this larger sale has become
a vital question, not only for him, but also for his rivals, the old strife con-
tinues with all the greater violence, in proportion as the previously dis-
covered means of production are more fruitful. Thus the subdivision of
labor and the employment of new machinery take a fresh start, and pro-
ceed with still greater rapidity. - 3

“And thus, whatever be the power of the means of production
employed, competition does its best to rob capital of the golden fruit which it
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produces, by reducing the price of commodities to their cost of production;
and, as fast as their production is cheapened, compelling by a despotic
law the larger supply of cheaper products to be offered at the former
price. Thus the capitalist will have won nothing by his exertions beyond
the obligation to produce faster than before, and an enhancement of the
difficulty of employing his capital to advantage. While competition con-
tinually persecutes him with its law of the cost of production, and turns
against himself every weapon which he forges against his rivals; the eapi-
talist continually tries to cheat competition by incessantly introducing
further subdivision of labor, and replacing the old machines by new ones,
which, though more expensive, produce more cheaply; instead of waiting
till competition has rendered them obsolete.

“Let us now look at this feverish agitation as it affects the market of
the whole world, and we shall understand how the increase, accumulation,
and concentration of capital bring in their train an uninterrupted and
extreme subdivision of labor, always advancing with gigantic strides of pro-
gress, and a continual employment of new machinery together with
improvement of the old.

“But how do these circumstances, inseparable as they are from the
increase of productive capital, affect the determination of the amount of
wages ?

“The greater division of labor enables one laborer to do the work of
five, ten, twenty; it therefore multiplies the competition among laborers five,
ten or twenty times. The laborers do not only compete when one sells
himself cheaper than another; they also compete when one does the work
of five, ten or twenty; and the division oflabor which capital introduces and
continually increases, compels the laborers to enter into this kind of com-
petition with one another.

“Further; in the same proportion in which the division of labor is
increased, the labor itself is simplified. The special skill of the laborer
becomes worthless. * It is changed into a monotonous and uniform power
production, which can give play neither to bodily nor to intellectual elas-
ticity. Its labor becomes accessible to everybody. Competitors therefore
throng into it from all sides; and besides we must remember that the more
simply and easily learnt the labor is, and the less it costs a man to make
himself master of it, so much the lower must its wages sink; since they
are determined, like the price of every other commodity, by its cost of
production.

“Therefore exactly as the labor becomes more unsatisfactory and
unpleasant, in that very proportion competition increases and wages
decline. The laborer does his best to maintain the rate of his wages by
performing more labor, whether by working for a greater number of hours,
or by working harder in the same time.  Thus, driven by necessity, he
himself increases the evil of the subdivision of labor. So the result is
this; the more he labors, the less reward he receives for it; and that for
this simple reason—that he competes against his fellow-workmen, and thus
compels them to compete against him, and to offer their labor on as
wretched conditions as he does; and that he thus in the last result com-
petes against himself as a member of the working class.
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“Machinery has the same effect, but in a much greater degree. It
supplants skilled laborers by unskilled, men by women, adults by chil-
dren; where it is newly introduced, it throws the hand-laborers upon the
streets in crowds; and where it is perfected or replaced by latter improve-
ments and more inventions, discards.them by slightly slower degrees. We
have sketched above in hasty outlines the industral war of capitalists with
one another; and the war has this peculiarty, that its battles are won less
by means of enlisting than of discharging its industrial recruits. The
generals or capitalists vie with one another as to who can dispense with
the greatest number of his soldiers.

“The economists repeatedly assure us that the laborers who are ren-
‘dered superfluous by the machines find new branches of employment.

“They have not the hardihood directly to assert that the laborers
who are discharged enter upon the new branches of labor. The facts
cry out too loud against such a lie as this. They only declare that for
other divisions of the laboring class, as for instance, for the rising gener-
ation of laborers who were just ready to enter upon the defunct branch
of industry, new means of employment will open out. Of course that is a
great satisfaction for the dismissed laborers. The worshipful capitalists
will not find their fresh supply of exploitable flesh and blood run short,
and will let the dead bury their dead. This is indeed a consolation with
which the bourgeois comfort themselves rather than the laborers. If the
whole class of wage-laborers were annihilated by the machines, how
shocking that would be for capital, which without wage-labor ceases to
act as capital at all.

“But let us suppose that those who are directly driven out of thewr
employment by machinery, and also all those of the rising generation who
were expecting employment in the same line, find some new employment.
Does any one imagine that this will be as highly paid as that which they
have lost? Such an idea would be in direct contradiction to all the laws
of economy. We have already seen that the modern form of industry
always tends to the displacement of the more complex and the higher kinds
of employment, by those which are more simple and subordinate.

“How then could a crowd of laborers, who are thrown out of one
branch of industry by machinery, find refuge in another, without having
to content themselves with a lower position and worse pay ?

“The laborers who are employed in the manufacture of machinery
itself have been instanced as an exception. As soon as a desire arises and
a demand begins in an industry for more machinery, it is said that there
must necessarily be an increase in the number of machines, and therefore
in the manufacture of machines, and therefore in the employment of
laborers in this manufacture; and the laborers who are employed in
this branch of industry will be skilled, and indeed even educated laborers.

“TEver since the year 1840 this contention, which even before that time
was only half true, has lost all its specious color. For the machine which
are employed in the manufacture of machinery have been quite as numerous
as those used in the manufacture of cotton; and the laborers who are
employed in producing machines, instead of being highly educated, have
<only been able to play the part of utterly unskilled machines themselves.
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*But in the place of the man who has been dismissed by the machine
perhaps three children and one woman are employed to work it. And was.
it not necessary before that the man’s wages should suffice for the support.
of his wife and his children? ‘Was not the minitaum of wages necessarily
sufficient for the maintenance and propagation of the race of laborers?
There is no difference, except that now the lives of four times as many
laborers as before are used up in order to secure the support of one
laborer’s family. 3

“To repeat our deductions; the faster productive eapital increases,
the more does the division of labor and the employment of machinery
extend. The more the division of labor and the employment of machin-
ery extend, so much the more does competition increase among the labor-
ers, and so much the more do their average wages dwindle.

¢ And besides, the laboring class is recruited from the higher strata
of society; or else there falls headlong into it a crowd of small manufact-
urers and small proprietors, who thenceforth have nothing better to do
than to stretch out their arms by the side of those of the laborers. And
thus the forest of arms outstretched by those who are entreating for work
becomes ever denser and the arms themselves grow ever leaner.

“That the small manufacturer cannot survive in a contest, whose first.
condition is production on a continually increasing scale, that is, that he
cannot be at once both a large and a small manufacturer, is self-evident.

¢ That the interest on capital declines in the same proportion as the
amount of capital increases and extends, and that therefore the small capi-
talist can no longer live on his interest, but must join the ranks of the
workers and increase the number of the proletarlat —all this reqmres no
further exemplification.

“T'inally, in the proportion in which the capitalists are compelled by
the causes here sketched out to exploit on an ever increasing scale yet
more gigantic means of production, and with this object to set in motion
all the mainsprings of credit, in this same proportion is there an increase
of those earthquakes wherein the business world can only secure its own
existence by the sacrifice of a portion of its wealth, its produets, and even
its powers of production to the gods of the world below—in a word, crises
increase. They become at once more frequent and more violent; because
in the same proportion in which the amount of production, and therefore
the demand for an extension of the market, increases, the market of the
world continually contracts, and ever fewer markets remain to be exploited;
since every previous crisis has added to the commerce of the world a
market which was not known before, or had been only superficially -
exploited by commerce. But capital not only lives upon labor. Like a
lord, at once distinguished and barbarous, it drags with it to the grave
the corpses of its slaves and whole hecatombs of laborers who perish in
the crisis. Thus we seethat if capital increases fast, competition among the
laborers increases still faster, that is, the means of employment and sub-
sistence decline in proportion at a still more rapid rate; and yet, none the
less, the most fortunate conditions for wage-labor lie in the speedy
increase of capital.”
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CHAPTER V.

CarrTaLIsM.—ORIGIN OF THE BOURGEOISIE AND PROLETARIAT.

In February, 1848, the now historical “ Communist Manifesto '
appeared in London, England. It was translated into all the European lan-
guages and spread broadeast by the workingmen’s societies of those
countries. An extract from it is here given as follows:

“From the serfs of the middle ages sprang the burgesses of the early
Communes; and from this municipal class were developed the first elements
of the bourgeoisie. The discovery of America, the circumnavigation of
Africa, gave the bourgeoisie or middle class—then coming into being—
new and wider fields of action. The colonization of America, the opening
up of the East Indian and Chinese markets, the colonial trade, the increase
of merchandise and of currency, gave an impetus—hitherto unknown—to
commerce, shipping and manufactures, and aided the rapid development
of the revolutionary element in the old decaying form of feudal society.

“The old feudal way of managing the industrial interests through
guilds was found no longer sufficient for the increasing demands of new
markets. It was replaced by the manufacturing system. Guilds gave
way to the industrial middle class, and the division of labor between the
different corporations was succeeded by the division of labor between the
workmen of one and the same workshop.

“New markets multiplied; the demand still increased. The manu-
facturing system in its turn was found to be inadequate. Then industrial
production was revolutionized by machinery and steam. The modern
industrial system was then developed in all its gigantic proportions; instead
of the industrial middle-class we find industrial millionaires, chiefs ‘of
whole industrial armies—the modern bourgeoisie, or middle-class capital-
ists. This system of modern industry founded a world-wide market, which
the discovery of America had prepared, and thereby an immense develop-
ment was given to commerce, and to the means of communication by sea
and land. This again reacted upon the industrial system, and in the
same degree that industry, trade, shipping and railroads have increased,
so have the bourgeoisie developed and increased their capital, and at the
same time have driven to the wall all classes then remaining from feudal
times.

“We find, therefore, that the modern bourgeoisie are themselves the
result of a long process of development, of a series of revolutions in the
modes of production and exchange. Each of these stages in the evolution
of the bourgeoisie was accompanied by corresponding progress. It was an
oppressed class under the old feudal barons; in the mediseval communes it
assumed the form of armed and self governing associations; in one county
we find it existing as a commerecial republic or free city; in another, as the
third taxable estate of the monarchy; then during the prevalence of the
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manufacturing system (before the introduction of steam) the middle-class
was a counterpoise to the nobility in absolute monarchies, and the ground-
work of the powerful monarchial states generally. Finally, since the ad-
vent of the modern industrial system, with its world-wide markets, this
class has gained exclusive possession of political power in modern repre-
sentative states. Modern governments are merely committees for manag-
ing the affairs of industry in the interest of the bourgeoisie.

“The bourgeoisie have played an extremely revolutionary role in
society! :

“The bourgeoisie have destroyed all feudal, patriarchal and idylic
relations wherever they have come into power. They relentlessly tore
asunder the many-sided ties of that chain which bound men to their ‘nat-
ural superiors,” and they left no bond of union between man and man,
save that of bare self-interest—of cash payments. They resolved personal
dignity into market value, and substituted the single unprincipled idea of
freedom of trade for the numerous, well-earned, chartered liberties of the
middle ages. Chivalrous enthusiasm, the emotions of piety, and all prin-
ciples of personal honor have vanished before the icy breath of their selfish
calculations. In a word, the bourgeoisie substituted shameless, direct
open spoliation, for the previous system of spoliation concealed under
religious and political illusions.

“The bourgeoisie divested of their sanctity all institutions heretofore
regarded with pious veneration. They converted the physician, the jurist,
the priest, the poet, the philosopher, into their paid tools and servants.

“The bourgeoisie have torn the tender veil of sentiment away from
domestic ties and reduced the family relations to a mere question of dol-
lars and cents.

“The bourgeoisie have demonstrated how the brutal force of the mid-
dle ages, which is so much admired by reactionists, has found its most
befitting fulfilment to-day in the laziest ruffianism. They have also shown
what human activity is capable of accomplishing. They have executed
work more marvelous than Egyptian Pyramids, Roman Acqueducts, or
Gothic Cathedrals; and their expeditions have surpassed by far all former
crusades and migrations of nations.

“The bourgeoisie cannot exist, without continually revolutionizing
machinery and the instruments of production, and consequently changing
all our social institutions. Persistence in the established modes of pro-
duction was, on the contrary, in former years, the first condition of exist-
ence for all other industrial classes. A continual change in the modes of
production, a never ceasing state of agitation and social insecurity, distin-
guish the bourgeois epoch from all preceding ones. The ancient ties
between men—their opinions and belief, hoary with antiquity—are fast
disappearing, and new ones become worn out ere they become firmly
rooted. Everything fixed and stable vanishes; everything holy and vener-
able is profaned; and men are forced to look at their mutual relations, at
the problem of life, in the soberest, most matter-of-fact manner.

“The need of an ever increasing market for their produce drives the
bourgeoisie all over the entire globe—they found settlements, form con-
nections and set up means of communication everywhere. Through their
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control of the world’s markets they have given a cosmopolitan tendency to
the production and consumption of all countries. To the great regret of
the reactionists the bourgeoisie have deprived modern industry of its
national foundation. The old national manufactures have been in some
cases annihilated and are still being destroyed. They are superseded by
new modes of industry, the introduction of which is becoming a vital ques-
tion for all civilized nations, where raw materials are not indigenous, but
are brought from the remotest countries; and whose products are not
merely consumed in the home market, but throughout the the whole world.
Instead of the old primitive wants, supplied only by home production,
we now find new wants supplied by the products of the most distant lands
and climes. Instead of the old local, national feeling of independence
and isolation, we find universal intercourse and inter-dependence among
nations. The same fact obtains in the intellectual world! The intel-
lectual productions of each nation become the common property of all
nations. National partiality aud prejudice are fast becoming impossible
and a universal literature is being formed from the numerous local and
national literatures.

“Through incessant improvements in machinery and the means of
communication, the bourgeoisie draw the most barbarous nations into the
magic circle of civilization. Cheap goods are their artillery for battering
down Chinese walls and to overcome the obstinate hatred entertained
towards strangers by semi-civilized  nations. Under penalty of ruin, the
bourgeoisie compel by competition the universal adoption of their system
of production; they force all nations to accept what is called civilization—
to become bourgeois—and thus the middle class shapes the world after its
own image.

“The bourgeoisie have subjected the rural districts to the ascendancy
of the town; they have created enormous cities, and by causing an
immense increase of population in manufacturing districts, compared with
agricultural, have removed a greater part of the population from the sim-
plicity of country life. Not only have they made the country subordinate
to the town, they have also made barbarous and half civilized tribes
dependent on civilized nations, the agricultural on the manufacturing
nations, the East on the West. The division of property, of the means of
production disappear under the rule of the bourgeoisie. They agglomer-
ate population, they centralize the means of production, and concentrate
property in the hands of the few. Political centralization is the natural
result. Independent provinces, with different interests, each affected by
separate customs and under separate local government are brought together
as one nation, under the same government, the same laws, customs, and
tariff—under the same national class interest.

“The rule of the bourgeoisie has only prevailed for about a century,
but during that time it has called into being greater gigantic powers of
production than all preceding generations combined. The subjection of
the elements of nature, the development of machinery, the application of
chemistry to agriculture and manufactures, railways, telegraphs, steam-
ships, the clearing and cultivation of whole continents, the canalizing of
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rivers,—large populations, whole industrial armies, springing up as if by
magic. What preceding century ever even dreamed of these productive
powers slumbering in the bosom of society ?

“We have seen that these means of production and traffic which
serve as the foundation of middle class development, originated in feudal
times. At a certain stage in the evolution of these means, the conditions
under which feudal society produced and exchanged—the feudal system
of agriculture and industry—in a word the feudal conditions of property
no longer sufficed for the increased productive powers of mankind. These
conditions then became a hindrance to production; instead of an assistance,
they were so many fetters which had to be broken and they were broken.

“ They were superseded by unrestricted competition with its appropri-
ate social and political constitutions, with the economic and political
supremacy of the middle class. At the present moment a similar move-
ment is going on. Modern middle class society which has revolutionized
the conditions of property and called forth such collossal powers of pro-
duction and exchange, resembles the wizard who loses control of the infer-
nal powers he has conjured. The history of manufactures and commerce
has been for many years the history of the revolts of the modern powers
of production against the modern conditions of production—against the
very conditions of property which are vital to the existence and supremacy
of the middle class. = It is sufficient to refer to the panies or commercial
crises, which in their periodical recurrence, more and more endanger the
existence of the middle class. In such a crisis is not only a larger quan-
tity of social products destroyed, but also a large portion of the produe-
tive power itself.

“ During such panics a social epidemic breaks forth, which in all
former epochs whould have appeared a paradox—the epidemic of over-
production. Society finds itself suddenly thrown back into momentary
barbarism; famine or devastating war seem to have deprived it of the
means of subsistence,—industry and trade appear destroyed. And is it
becanse society possesses too much civilization, too much sustenance, too
much industry, too much trade? The powers cf production at the dispo-
sal of society, no longer serve to advance the middle class ownership of
property; on the contrary they have become too powerful for these condi-
tions; they are hampered by them and whenever these obstructions are
overcome, they throw all middle class society into confusion and imperil
the existence of middle class property. The social system of the middle
class has become too narrow to hold the wealth it has called into being.
How does the middle class try to withstand these panies? On the one
hand by destroying masses of productive power, on the other hand by the
conquest of new markets and by exhausting the old ones more thoroughly.
That is they prepare the way for still more universal and dangerous pan-
ics and reduce the means of withstanding them.

“The weapons with which the middle class overthrew feudalism are
now turned against itself. The middle class not only has forged the
weapons for its own destruction, it has also produced the men who will
wield these weapons—the modern workmen, the proletariat.
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“In the same degree in which the bourgeoisie and capital have
developed, so the proletariat has developed. And this is the class that
live only when it can find work, and it finds work only as long as its toil
will increase capital. These workers who must sell themselves piceemeal
to the highest bidder, like all other articles of commerce, are equally
exposed to all the variations of competition and to all the fluctuations of
the market.

* Through the extension of machinery and the division of work, daily
labor has lost all its independent character and all attraction for the work-
ingman. He becomes merely an appendage to a machine, and only the
simplest, most monotonous, and most easily learnt operation is demanded.
The expenses of the workingman, are therefore almost entirely limited to
the means of subsistence required for his support and for the propagation
of his race.

* The price of a commodity, likewise of labor, is measured by its cost
of production. In the same degree that the repulsiveness of labor
increases, wages decrease. Still further in proportion as machinery and
division of labor increase, the burdens of labor increase either through
increase of the hours of labor, or in the quantity of work required in a
given time, or through increased speed of machinery, ete. -

* Modern industry has transformed the small workshop of the artisan
into the larger factory of the capitalist. Masses of operatives crowded
together in factories are organized on a military basis. They are placed
as common soldiers, under the superintendence of a complete hierarchy of
officers and subalterns. They are not alone slaves of the middle class, of
the government; but they are also daily and hourly the slaves of the
machine, the foreman, and above all the individual employer. This des-
potism is all the more hateful, contemptible and aggravating since it
openly proclaims that gain is its only object and aim.

“The less skill and exertion of force manual labor requires, the more
modern industry develops; the more the labor of men is displaced by that
of women. Neither sex” nor age have any social existence for the work-
ing class. = They are merely so many instruments costing different sums
according to age or sex.

“When the plundering of the warkingman by the manufacturer has
ceased in so far that he has been paid his cash wages, then step in the
other portions of the middle class to prey upon the worker, viz: the land-
lord, storekeeper, pawnbroker, ete.

“The small middle class, the artisans, merchants, mechanies, shop-
keepers, and farmers, are all doomed to fall into the ranks of the prole-
tariat, because their small capital can not compete with that of the mill-
ionaire, and partly because their skill is depreciated by new modes of pro-
duction. Thus the proletariat recruits from all classes of population.

“The proletariat has passed through many phases of development,
but its struggle with the bourgeoisie dates from its birth. At first the
struggle is waged by individual workingmen, then by the workingmen of
one factory, next by the workingmen of an entire trade in the same local-
ity against an individual employer who directly despoils them. They
attack not only the capitalistic conditions of production, but even the
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instruments of production; they destroy competing merchandise from for-
eign countries, they break machines, burn factories and seek to regain the
position of the workers in the middle ages. At this stage the workers.
form a disorganized mass scattered all over the country divided by com-
petition. A more compact union then comes, not so much the effect of
their own development, as it is the consequence of the organization of the:
bourgeoisie. This class requires and does set in motion the whole work-
ing class for the furtherance of its own political interests. And thus the
working class do not fight their own enemies, but rather the enemies of
their masters, such as absolute monarchy wherever it exists, the land-
owners, the non-employing capitalists, the shopkeepers; the benefits of
every such movement are thus concentrated in the hands of the bourgeo-
isie, who are opposed to these classes; every victory thus gained is won
for them. ' :

“ With the development of industry not only does the proletariat.
increase, it also concentrates into greater masses and learns its own
strength and power. The interests and conditions of different trades are
more and more equalized, because machinery-destroys more and more the
difference in labor and reduces wages to the same low level generally.
The increasing competition of the bourgeoisie among themselves and the
commercial panics resulting therefrom make the wages of workingmen
more uncertain; the continual and rapid improvement in machinery makes
their conditions in life more precarious. The collisions between individual
workingmen and individual masters assume more and more the character
of outbreaks between the two classes. The workingmen form coalitions
against the masters, they unite in trade unions to maintain their wages.
They form permanent associations for mutual aid and to prepare for these
occasional outbreaks. And at times the struggle assumes the form
of riots. From time to time the workingmen are victorious, but only
momentarily. The actual result of their struggle is not immediate suec-
cess, but leads to ever increasing combination among workingmen. Their:
unions are favored by the ever growing facility of communication, fostered
by modern industry, whereby the workingmen of the remotest districts are
placed in closer connection. All that is required is a closer union to cen-
tralize the many local struggles of the same character into one grand
national struggle, into a class revolt. Every class struggle is a political
one. The combination, which took the burghers of the middle ages with
their common highways centuries to accomplish, ecan be now established
in a few years by the modern working class, through the aid of railroads.

“This organization of the workingmen into a class and thereby into-
a political party is often destroyed by the competition of workingmen
among themselves.  Yet the organization of labor always reappears, and
each time stronger, firmer and more extensive. It enforces the legal rec-
ognition of some particular interest of the workingmen, profiting by dis-
sensions among the bourgeoisie—as in the case of the ten-hour law in
England. The dissensions of the ruling class among themselves are favor-
able in many respects to the advancement of the proletariat. The bour-
geoisie have always been in a state of perpetual warfare, first against the
aristocracy, then against that part of its own class whose interests are
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opposed to the further development of industry, and thirdly against the
bourgeoisie of other countries. In all these struggles it is obliged to
appeal to the working class, to invoke their help, and so the working class
is drawn into pohtlcal movements. It therefore places in the hands of
the proletariat its ownmeans of advancement-—and furnishes the weapons.
against itself.

“As we have already seen, the evolution of industry throws a large
part of the ruling class into the ranks of the proletariat, or at least rend-
ers their condition in life more precarious. Thus a mass of enlightened
elements are driven into the ranks of the working class.

“Finally, as the settlement of this class -struggle nears an end, then
the process of dissolution goeson so rapidly within the ruling class—within
the worn out body politic—that a small fraction of this class separates
from the bourgeoisie and unites with the revolutionary class—that class
which holds the future in its own hands.

‘“As in former times, a part of the nobility joined the bourgeoisie, so
now a part of the bourgeoisie joins the proletariat, and particularly that
part of the bourgeoisie who have attained a theoretical and historical
knowledge of the whole movement.

“The working class is the only true revolutionary class among all the
enemies of the bourgeoisie to-day. The remaining classes are degenerat-
ing; destroyed by modern industry. The proletariat is its only product!

“The middle class, the artisans, the shopkeepers, mechanics and
farmers, all oppose the bourgeoisie in order to defend their position as
small capitalists. They are not revolutionary, but conservative. Yea
more—they are reactionary, they seek to turn backward the wheels of
history. When they are revolutionary, they are only so in view of their
impending absorption by the proletariat, hence they do not defend their
present but their future interests; they abandon their own position in
order to take up that of the proletariat.

“The vagabond proletariat—the rowdies and bummers—that passive
rot of the lowest strata of modern society, will be partially drawn into this
movement but from its peculiar social status will be ever found a ready
and venal tool for reactionary intrigues.

“The conditions of existence for modern society are already destroyed
throucrh the conditions imposed upon the working class. The working-
man has no property; the relation in which he stands to his family has noth-
ing in common with the bourgois family relation. Modern industrial labor,
the modern slavery of labor to capital, the same in England as in France,
in America as in Germany, has divested him of all national character.
Law, morality, religion are for him only so much middle class prejudice,
behind which are concealed so many middle class interests.

¢ All dominant classes in the past have sought to preserve the position
they attained, by subjecting society to the conditions which gave those
classes their possessions. The proletarians can gain control of the produc-
tive powers of society—of the instruments of labor—only by annihilating
all acknowledged modes of spoliation by which they have been plundered,
and with it the entire system of spoliation and robbery. The proletar-
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ians have nothing of their own to protect, they must destroy all existing
capitalistic security and capitalistic guaranties.

“All previous movements were movements of minorities or in the
interest of minorities. The labor movement is an independent movement
of the immense majority in behalf of the immense majority. The prole-
tariat, the lowest strata of existing society, cannot arise without disrupting
the entire superstructure of classes above it, and that hold it down.

‘ Although the struggle of the proletariat against the bourgeoisie is
not national in its nature, yet it is so in form. The proletariat of each
country must naturally first settle accounts with the bourgeoisie of that
country. .

“We have thus sketched the general aspect presented by the devel-
opment of the proletariat, and at the same time followed the more or less
concealed ‘civil war pervading modern society up to that point, where
it must break forth into open revolution, and then the proletariat will arrive
at supremacy through the forcible downfall of the bourgeoisie.

“All previous forms of society rested as we have seen, upon the
antagonisms of oppressing and oppressed classes. But, in order to oppress
a class, the conditions must be secured under which it can at least continue
its slavish existence. The serf in the middle ages found it possible to
become a member of the commune. The burghers could enter the middle
class even under the yoke of feudal monarchy. The modern workingman
on the contrary, instead of improving his condition with the progres« of
industry, is daily sinking lower and lower, even below the conditions of
existence for his own class. The workingman is becoming a pauper, and
pauperism develops even more rapidily than population and wealth. This
clearly proves that the bourgeoisie is incapable of holding its position any
Jonger as the ruling class. It can nolonger force upon society its conditions
as the rule of action. Itis unable to rule because it is unable even to
secure the existence of its slaves in their slavery, as it lets them sink into
a lot where it must nourish them, instead of being nourished by them.
Society can not longer exist under this class, as the existence of this class
is no longer compatible with that of society.

“The most important condition for the existence and supremacy of
the bourgeoisie, is accumulation of wealth in the hands of private individ-
uals; the formation and increase of capital.

“The condition upon which capital depends is wages-labor. Wages-
labor rests exclusively on the competition of the workingmen among them-
selves. The progress of industry, tends to supersede the isolated action
of the workingmen by the revolutionary union of their class, and to replace
competition by association. With the development of modern industry
therefore the basis on which the bourgeoisie manages production and appro-
priates the products of labor is drawn from under its feet. Thus the
bourgeoisie produces its own grave. Its downfall and the victory of the
proletariat are alike unavoidable.”
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* But occult theft, theft which hides itself, even from itself, and is legal, respectable, and cow-
ardly, corrupts the body and soul »f man to the last fibre of them. And the guilty t:llie‘{es of
Euarope, the real sources of all deadly war in it, are the capitalists—that is to say, people who live by
percentages on the labor of others, instead of by fair wages for theirown. The real war in Europe,
of which this fighting in Paris is the inauguration, is between these and the workman, such as these
have made him. They have kept him poor, ignorant and simple, that they might, without his
knowledge. gather for themselves the produce of his toil. Atlast a dim insight into the fact of this
dawns on him, and as they have made him, he meets them, and will meet.—Extract from John Bus—
kin’s letters to workmen and laborers (FORS CLAVIGERA) upon the Paris Commune of 1871.
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CHAPTER 1

ANARCHY ON TRIAL.

“Black says they are humanitarians. Don’t try, gentlemen, to shirk the
issue. Anarchy is on trial; the defendants are on trial for treason and murder.”

Mr. Black—The indictment does not charge treason; does it, Mr. Grinnell?

Mr. Grinnell—No, sir.—Extract from closing speech of the State’s Attorney.

Not until this announcement, in the closing words of the last speech
by the attorney representing the States were the eight defendants apprised,
officially, or otherwise, that the question at issue was anarchy; for profess-
ing which, a verdict of death was then demanded.

This announcement was all the more startling from the fact that fre-
quent attacks had been made upon them as socialists and anarchists
throughout the trial; and the defendants had demanded of their counsel
the privilege of introducing witnesses, to explain to the judge, and the
country, what was the meaning and purpose of the doctrine of which they
were disciples, if not the apostles in America; and for entertaining which
they were informed the death sentence was now invoked, not, however,
until a few moments before the case was given to the jury.

Mzr. Foster, who came into the case, with some local reputation in the
State of his former residence as a criminal lawyer, persisted in trying the
same, as one purely of homicide; to be determined upon the plain issue of
law and facts pertaining to the alleged killing (as charged in the indict-
ment) of one Matthias J. Degan.

He scouted the idea that either the court or jury would try the politi-
cal opinions of the defendants; as a criminal issue to be adjudged worthy
of death as social heretics. Mr. Foster’s idea, however, prevailed, though
not without opposition from Capt. Black, who was overruled by the
majority.

In the words of a Wisconsin, Eay Claire, correspondent to a leading
Chicago journal:

“Midway in the trial, while this question was still unsettled, there
came a message from Chicago to Tau Claire summoning a well-known citi-
zen of this city to appear at a conclave of the Chicago anarchists. The
distinguished citizen was no other than Alderman Charles L. James, a
person who, during a residence of over twenty years in this community,
has been generally known as an.advanced type of anarchistic socialism;
that he had laid the literatures of several languages under contribution to
furnish food for his theorizing, and, finally, that besides being a scholar
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himself, he was the youngest son of no less a scholar and Utterateur than
George P. R. James, the historiographer of William IV, the author of a
whole library of romances—no other, indeed, than the °Solitary Horse-
man.’
“Mr. James was one of the victims of that exclusive policy of Mr.
Foster which choked the explanation of the propaganda. He came back
from Chicago wearing a disappointment in his heart for that he was not
allowed to speak. This disappointment, however, he shortly assuaged by
addressing a communication embodying what he would have said, to the
North American Review. The discriminating editor of that periodieal
published the letter in his July number, of which the following is an
extract, and which is here given, because it is an embodyment of what
would have been, and should have been, presented to the jury and the
country, on the trial by Mr. James:

¢¢ ANARCHY FROM AN ANARCHIST’S STANDPOINT.— Competition among cap-
jtalists is continually reducing the price of commodities to the cost of pro-
duction. This necessitates inereasingly minute subdivision of labor,
destroying that technical skill which made the old-fashioned shoemaker or
blacksmith independent; degrading the laborers into portions of the
machine they operate; stimulating the competition for employment which
prevails among them; increasing the frequency of those periods when
they are thrown out of work and reduced from comfort to beggary, and of
course contributing to increase the revolutionary discontent of edu-
cated men, nurtured in hope and enjoyment, who see themselves hopelessly
distanced by those whom they can in no way regard as their superiors.
The chasm which threatens to engulf our social system is still further
widened by the destruction of small capitalists in the battle of competition
and the growth of great monopolies, advancing pari passu with the pau-
perization of the laboring class. 'The miseries and dangers thus engendered
by the very nature of modern trade and industry are greatly aggravated
by the periodical gorging of the market with goods produced in excess of
the demand during seasons of speculation, and the consequent forced
migration of capital to other branches by the dreary road along which lie
bankruptcy, stagnation, reduced consumption, reduced production, slow
liquidation, and that gradual revival of business which closes a financial
crisis. The critical character of these periodical revulsions is greatly
aggravated by the fluctuations of that uncertain currency which speculative
business has everywhere introduced. It has so far been palliated by the
extension of the market into new countries— America, India, Egypt,
China, ete. But when this process reaches an end and one commercial
system extends over the world, then, if not sooner, prices will actually fall
to the cost of production, and the catastrophe of production for profit will
be reached. Anarchy, therefore, according to anarchists, is the inevitable
end of the present drift and tendency of things. Trimmers may devise
means to put it off; Napoleons and Bismarcks may, for a time, stifle it in
blood, but the longer it is deferred the more violent will be the reaction
which brings it in at last. That only is wise statesmanship which gives
up moribund institutions to die. That only is reform which anticipates
in a less painful manner the work of revolution.’



THE PHILOSOPHY OF ANARCHISM. 53

Dyer D. Lum, C. S. Griffin, Mrs. Lucy E. Parsons, Mrs. Holmes, Mrs.
Ames, A. W. Simpson, John A. Henry, William Holmes, and many other
well-known anarchists, including the elght prisoners at tho bar, requested
repeatedly throughout the trial permission to explain and define to the
court and jury tho speculative philosophy known as anarchism, but were
always told by thoe lawyers for the defense that it was entirely unnessary,
sinee their belief in the doctrines of ‘“anarchy” was not upon trial. That
anarchy really was on trial was made known when it was too late to
explain or define it. At the close of the #rial the prosecution sprung a
new case upon the defendants, a charge which was not in the indictment,
and against which these defendants were not permitted to defend them-
selves.

In their closing speeches the prosecution declared: “Law is upon
trial. Anarchy is on trial. These men have becn selected, picked out by
the grand jury and indicted because they were leaders. They are no more
guilty than the thousands who follow them. Gentlemen of the jury; con-
vict these men, make examples of them, hang them and you save our insti-
tutions, our society.”

It is mainly, if not wholly, on account of the declarations made by
the prosecution in the paragraph quoted above that the author has written
and compiled this work, towit: that not being permitted to defend or
explain the belief we entertained; that having been condemned unheard
for social heresy,—the world which is our final judge and to which we
appeal, may know, as it has a right to know, in what our offense consisted.

CHAPTER IL
VIEWS OF THE PRISONERS.

Following are extracts from the speeches of the eight Chicago anarch-
ists, relating to anarchy, made by them in reply to the question of the
court why sentence should not be pronounced; including also other extracts
from their writings:

AvcusT SPIES 0N ANARCHY.

* * %  “Trom their testimony one is forced to conclude that we
had, in our speeches and publications, preached nothing else but destrue-
tion and dynamite. The court has this morning stated that there is no
caso in history like this. I have noticed, during this trial, that the gentle-
men of the legal profession are not well versed in history. In all histori-
cal cases of this kind truth had to be perverted by the priests of the estab- -
lished power that was nearing its end.

“What have we said in our speeches and publications ?

“We have interpreted to the people their conditions and relations in
society. 'We have explained to them the different social phenomena and
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the social laws and circumstances under which they occur. We have, by
way of scientific investigation, incontrovertibly proved and brought to their
knowledge that the system of wages is the root of the present social
iniquities—iniquities so monstrous that they cry to Heaven. We have
further said that the wage system, as a specific form of social develop-
ment, would, by the necessity of logic, have to make room for higher forms
of civilization; that the wage system must prepare the way and furnish
the foundation for a social system of co-operation—that is, socialism.
That whether this or that theory, this or that scheme regarding future
arrangements were accepted was not a matter of choice, but one of histori-
cal necessity, and that to us the tendency of progress seemed to be
anarchism—that is, a free society without kings or classes—a society of
sovereigns in which the liberty and economic equality of all would furnish
an unshakable equilibrium as a foundation and condition of natural order.

Tt is not likely that the honorable Bonfield and Girinnell can conceive
of a social order not held intact by the policeman’s club and pistol, nor
of a free society without prisons, gallows, and State’s attorneys. In such
a society they probably fail to find a place for themselves. And is this
the reason why anarchism is such a ‘pernicious and damnable doctrine

“Grinnell has intimated to us that anarchism wason trial. The theory
of anarchism belongs to the realm of speculative philosophy. There was
not a syllable said about anarchism at the Haymarket meeting. At that
meeting the very popular theme of reducing the hours of toil was dis-
cussed. But, ‘anarchism is on trial’ foams Mr. Grinnell. If that is the
case, your honor, very well; you may sentence me, for I am an anarchist.
I believe with Buckle, with Paine, Jefferson, Emerson, and Spencer, and
many other great thinkers of this century, that the state of castes and
classes—the state where one class dominates over and lives upon the labor
of another class, and calls this order—yes; I believe that this barbaric
form of social organization, with its legalized plunder and murder, is
doomed to die, and make room for a free society, voluntary association, or
universal brotherhood, if you like. You may pronounce the sentence upon
me, honorable judge, but let the world know that in' A. D. 1886, in ‘the
State of Illinois, eight men were sentenced to death because they believed
in a better future; because they had not lost their faith in the ultimate
victory of liberty and justice! ¢You have taught the destruction of society
and ecivilization,” says the tool and agent of the Bankers’ and Citizens’
Association, Grinnell. That man has yet to learn what civilization is. It
is the old, old argument against human progress. Read the history of
Greece, of Rome; read that of Venice; look over the dark pages of the
church, and follow the thorny path of science. ‘No change! No change!
You would destroy society and civilization!” has ever been the ery of the
ruling classes. They are so comfortably situated under the prevailing sys-
tem that they naturally abhor and fear even the slightest change. Their
privileges are as dear to them as life itself, and every change threatens
these privileges. But civilization is a ladder whose steps are monuments
of such changes! Without these social changes—all brought about against
the will and the force of the ruling classes—there would be no civiliza-
tion. As to the destruction of society which we have been accused of seek-
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ing, sounds this not like one of Aisop’s fables—like the cunning of the fox?
‘We, who have jeopardized our lives to save society from the fiend—the
fiend who has grasped her by the throat; who sucks her life-blood, who
devours her children—we, who would heal her bleeding wounds, who
would free her from the fetters you have wrought around her; from the
misery you have brought upon her—we her enemies!!

“Honorable judge, the demons of hell will join in the laughter this
irony provokes! %

“We have preached dynamite. Yes; we have predicted from the les-
sons history teaches, that the ruling classes of to-day would no more listen
to the voice of reason than  their predecessors; that they would attempt
by brute foree to stay the wheel of progress. Is it a lie, or was it the
truth we told? Are not already the large industries of this once free coun-
try conducted under the surveilance of the police, the detective, the military
and the sheriffs—and is this return to militancy not developing from day to
day. American sovereigns—thiuk of it—working like the galley convicts
under military guards! We have predicted this, and prediet that soon
these conditions will grow unbearable. Whatthen? . The mandate of the
feudal lords of our time is slavery, starvation and death! This has been
their programme for the past years. 'We have said to the toilers, that
science had penetrated the mystery of nature—that from Jove’s head once
more has sprung a Minerva—dynamite! If this declaration is synony-
mous with murder, why not charge those with the erime to whom we owe
the invention? To charge us with an attempt to overthrow the present
system on or about May 4th by force, and then establish anarchy, is tyo
absurd a statement, I think, even for a political office-holder to make. 1If
Grinnell belived that we attempted such a thing, why did he not have Dr.
Bluthardt make an inquiry as to our sanity? Only mad men could have

planned such a brilliant scheme, and mad people cannot be indicted or-

convicted of murder. If there had existed anything like a conspiracy or
a pre-arragement, does your honor believe that events would not have
taken a different course than they did on that evening and later? This
‘conspiracy’ nonsense is based upon an oration I delivered on the anni-
versary of Washington’s birthday at Grand Rapids, Mich., more than a
year and a half ago. I had been invited by the Knights of Labor for that
purpose. I dwelt upon the fact that our country was far from being what
the great revolutionists of the last century had intended it to be. I said
that those men if they lived to-day would clean the Augean stables with
iron brooms, and that they, too, would undoubtedly be characterized as
‘wild socialists.” It is not unlikely that I said Washington would have been
hanged for treason if the revolution had failed. Grinnell made this
‘sacreligious remark’ his main arrow against me. Why? Because he
intended to inveigh the know-nothing spirit against us. But who will deny
the correctness of the statement? That I should have compared myself
with Washington, is a base lie. But if I had, would that be murder? I
may have told that individual who appeared here as a witness that the
workingmen should procure arms, as force would in all probability be the
ultima ratio; and that in Chicago there were so and so many armed, but
I certainly did not say that we proposed to ‘inaugurate the social revolu-

.
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tion.” And let me say here: Revolutions are no more made than earth-
quakes and cyclones. Revolutions are the effect of certain causes and
conditions. I have made social philosophy a specific study for more than
ten years, and I could not have given vent to such nonsense! I do believe,
however, that the revolution is near at hand—in fact, that it is upon us.
But is the physician responsible for the death of the patient because he
foretold that death? If any one is to be blamed for the coming revolution
it is the ruling class who steadily refused to make concessions as reforms
became necessary; who maintain that they can call a halt to progress, and
dictate a stand-still to the enternal forces, of which they themselves are
but the whimsical ereation.

“The position generally taken in this case is that we are morally
responsible for the police riot on May 4th. Four or five years ago I sat
in this very court room as a witness. The workingmen had been trying
to obtain redress in a lawful manner. They had voted, and among others,
had elected their aldermanic candidate from the fourteenth ward. But the
street, car company did not like that man. And two of the three election
judges of one precinct, knowing this, took the ballot box to their home
and ‘ corrected’ the election returns, so as to cheat the constituents of
the elected candidate of their rightful representative, and give the repre-
sentation to the benevolent street car monopoly. The workingmen spent.
$1,500 in the prosecution of the perpetrators of this crime. The proof
against them was so overwhelming that they confessed to having falsified
the returns and forged the official documents. Judge Gardner, who was
presiding in this court, acquitted them, stating that ‘that act had appar-
ently not been prompted by criminal intent.” I will make no comment.
But when we approach the field of moral responsibility, it has an immense
scope! Every man who has in the past assisted in thwarting the
efforts of those seeking reform is responsible for the existence of the revo-
lutionists in this city to-day! Those, however, who have sought to bring
about reforms must be exempted from the responsibility—and to these I
belong.

“ng the verdict is based upon the assumption of moral responsibility,
your honor, I give this as a reason why sentence should not be passed.

‘“ If the opinion of the court given this morning is good law, then
there is no person in this country who could not lawfully be hanged. I
vouch that, upon the very laws you have read, there is no person in this
courtroom now who could not be ¢fairly, impartially and lawfully’
hanged! Fouche, Napoleon’s right bower, once said to his master: ‘Give
me a line that any one man has ever written, and I will bring him to the
scaffold’ And this court has done essentially the same. Upon that law
every person in this country can be indicted for conspiracy, and, as the case
may be, for murder. Every member of a trade union, Knights of Labor,
or any other labor organization, can then be convicted of conspiracy,
and in cases of violence, for which they may not be responsible at all, of
murder, as we have been. This precedent once established, and you force
the masses who are now agitating in a peaceable way into open rebellion!
You thereby shut off the Jast safety valve—and the blood which will be:
sbed, the blood of the innocent—it will come upon your heads!
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“Seven policemen have died,’ said Grinnell, suggestively winking at
the jury. You want a life for a life, and have convicted an equal num-
ber of men, of whom it cannot be truthfully said that they had anything
whatsoever to do with the killing of Bonfield’s victims. The very same
principle of jurisprudence we find alnong various savage tribes. Injuries
among them are equalized, so to speak. The Chinooks and the Arabs,
for instance, would demand the life of an enemy for every death that
they had suffered at their enemy’s hands. They were not particularin
regard to the persons, just so long as they had a life for alife. This
principle also prevails to-day among the natives of the Sandwich Islands.
If we are to be hanged on this principle then let us know it, and let the
world know what a civilized and christian country it is, in which the
Goulds, the Vanderbilts, the -Stanfords, the Fields, Armours, and other
local money hamsters have come to the rescue of liberty and justice!

“Grinnell has repeatedly stated that our country is an enlightened
country, (sarcastically.) The verdict fully corroborates the assertion!
This verdict against us is the anathema of the wealthy classes over their
despoiled victims—the vast army of wage workers and farmers. If your
honor would not have these people believe this; if you would not have them
believe that we have once more arrived at the Spartan Senate, the Athenian
Areopagus, the Venetian Council of Ten, ete., then sentence should not be
pronounced. But, if you think that by hanging us, you can stamp out
the labor movement—the movement from which the downtrodden millions,
the millions who toil and live in want and misery—the wage slaves—
expect salvation—if this is your opinion, then hang us! Here you will
tread upon a spark, but there, and there; and behind you, and in front of
you, and everywhere, flames will blaze up. It is asubterranean fire. You
cannot put it out.

“The ground is on fire upon which you stand. You can’t under-
stand it. You don't believe in magical arts, as your grandfathers did who
burned witches at the stake, but you do believe in conspiracies; you believe
that all these occurrences of late are the work of conspirators! You resem-
ble the child that is looking for his picture behind the mirror. What you
see, and what you try to grasp is nothing but the deceptive reflex of the
stings of your bad econscience. You wantto ¢ stamp out the conspirators'—
the ‘agitators ¥ Ah, stamp out every factory lord who has grown wealthy
upon the unpaid labor for his employes. Stamp out every landlord who
has amassed fortunes from the rent of over-burdened workingmen and
farmers. Stamp out every machine that is revolutionizing industry and
agriculture, that intensifies the production and ruins the producer, that
increases the national wealth, while the creator of all these things stands
amidst them, tantalized with hunger! Stamp out the railroads, the tele-
graph, the telephone, steam and yourselves—for everything breathes the
revolutionary spirit.

“You, gentlemen, are the revolutionists! You rebel against the
effects of social conditions which have tossed you, by the fair hand of for-
tune, into a magnificent paradise. Without inquiring, you imagine that
no one else has a right in that place. You insist that you are the chosen
ones, the sole proprietors. 'The forces that tossed you into the paradise,
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‘the industral forces, are stlll at work. They are growing more active and
intense from day to day. Their tendency is to elevate all mankind to the
same level, to have all humanity share in the paradise you now monopo-
lize. You, in your blindness, think you can stop the tidal wave of civili-
zation, and human emancipation by placing a few policemen, a few gat-
ling guns, and some regiments of militia on the shore—you think you can
frighten the rising waves back into the unfathomable depths, whence they
have risen, by erecting a few gallows in the perspective. You, who
oppose the natural course of things, you are the real revolutionists. You
and you alone are the conspirators and destructionists!

“Said the court yesterday, in referring to the board of trade demon-
stration: ¢These men started out with the express purpose of sacking
the board of trade building.” While I can’t see what sense there would
have been in such an undertaking, and while I know that the said demons-
tration was arranged simply as a means of propaganda against the system
that legalizes the respectable business carried on there, I will assume that
the three thousand workingmen who marched in that procession really
intended to sack the building. In this case they would have differed from
the respectable board of trade men only in this—that they sought to
recover property in an unlawful way, while the others sack the entire
country lawfully and unlawfully—this being their respectable profession.
‘This court of “justice and equity ”’ proclaims the principle that when two
persons do the same thing, it is not the same thing. I thank the court
for this confession. It contains all that we have taught, and for which we
are to be hanged, in a nut shell! Theft is a felony when resorted to in
self preservation by the other class. Rapine and pillage are the order of
a certain class of gentlemen who find this mode of earning a livelihood
-easier and preferable to honest labor— this is the kind of order we have
attempted, and are now trying, and will try as long as we live to do away
with. Look on the economic battle fields. Behold the carnage and plun-
der of the christian patricians! Accompany me to the quarters of the
wealth-creators in this city. Go with me to the half-starved miners of
the Hocking Valley. Look at the pariahs in the Monongahela Valley, and
many other mining districts in this country, or pass along the railroads of
that great and most orderly and law-abiding citizen, Jay Gould. And
tell me whether this order has in it any moral principle for which it should
be preserved. I say that the preservation of such an order is criminal,
is murderous. It means the preservation of the systematic destruction of
children and women in factories. It means the presérvation of enforced
idleness of large armies of men and their degradation. It means the pre-
servation of misery, want, and servility on one hand, and the dangerous
accumulation of spoils, idleness, voluptuousness and tyranny on the other. .
It means the preservation of vice in every form.

¢ And last but not least, it means the preservation of the class strug-
gle of strikes, riots and bloodshed. That is your ‘order,” gentlemen;
yes, and it is worthy of you to be the champions of such an order. You
are eminently fitted for that role. You have my compliments!

“Grinnell spoke of Viector Hugo. I need not repeat what he said,
but will answer him in the language of one of our German philosphers:
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“Our bourgeoisie erect monuments in honor of the memory of the classics. ]
If they had read them they would burn them!” Why, amongst the arti- -
cles read here from the Arbeiter-Zeitung, put in evidence by the State, by

" which they intend to convince the jury of the dangerous character of the
accused anarchists, is an extract from Goethe’s Faust.

¢ Es erben sich Gesetz und Rechte,
We eine ew’ge Krankheit fort,” etc.

(‘Law and class privileges are transmitted like an hereditary disease.’)
And Mr. Ingham in his speech told the christian jurors that our comrades,
the Paris communists, had in 1871, dethroned God, the Almighty, and had
put up in his place a low prostitute. The effect was marvelous! The
good christians were shocked.

“I wish your honor would inform the learned gentlemen that the
episode related occurred in Paris nearly a century ago, and that the sacri-
legious perpetrators were the cotemporaries of the founders of the Repub-
lic—and among them was Thomas Paine. ~Nor was the woman a prosti-
tute, but a good citoyenne de Paris, who served on that occasion simply
as an allegory of the goddess of reason. y

“ Referring to Most’s letter, read here, Mr. Ingham said: ¢ They,
meaning Most and myself, ¢ They might have destroyed thousands of
innocent lives in the Hocking Valley with that dynamite.” I have said
all I know about the letter on the witness stand, but will add that two
years ago I went through the Hocking Valley as a correspondent. While
there I saw hundreds of lives in the process of slow destruction, gradual
destruction. There was no dynamite, nor were they Anarchists who did
that diabolical work. It was the work of a party of highly respectable
monopolists, law-abiding citizens, if you please. It is needless to say the
murderers were never indicted. The press had little to say, and the State
of Ohio assisted them. What a terror it would have created if the victims
of this diabolical plot had resented and blown some of those respectable
cut-throats to atoms. When, in East St. Louis, Jay Gould’s hirelings,
‘the men of grit, shot down in cold blood and killed six inoffensive
workingmen and women, there was very little said, and the grand jury
refused to indict the gentlemen. It was the same way in Chicago, Mil-
waukee and other places. A Chicago furniture manufacturer shot down
and seriously wounded two striking workingmen last spring. He was
held over to the grand jury. The grand jury refused to indict the gen-
tleman.

“But when, on one occasion, a workingman in self defense resisted
the murderous attempt of the police and threw a bomb, and for once blood
flowed on the other side, then a terrific howl went up from the land:
¢ Conspiracy has attacked vested rights””  And eight victims are demanded
for it. There has been much said about the public sentiment. There
has been much said about the public clamor. Why, it is a fact, that no
citizen dared express ancother opinion than that prescribed by the author-
ities of the State, for if one had done otherwise, he would have been
locked up; he might have been sent to the gallows to swing, as they will



60 THE PHIHLOSOPHY OF ANARCHISM.,

have the pleasure of doing with us, if the decree of our ‘honorable court’
is consummated.

“¢These men,” Grinnell said repeatedly, ‘have no principles; they
are common murderers, assassins, robbers,” ete. I admit that our aspira-
tions and objects are incomprehensible to unprincipled ruffians, but surely
for this we are not to be blamed. The assertion, if I mistake not, was
based on the ground that we sought to destroy property Whether this
perversion of fact was intentional, I know not. But in justification of our
doctrines I will say that the assertion is an infamous falsehood. Articles
have been read here from the Arbeiter-Zeitung and Alarm to show the
dangerous characters of the defendants. The files of the Arbeiter-Zeitung
and Alarm have been searched for the past years. Those articles which
generally commented upon some atrocity committed by the authorities
upon striking workingmen were picked out and read to you.  Other arti-
cles were not read to the court. Other articles were not what was wanted.
The State’s Attorney upon those articles (who well knows that he tells a
falsehood when he says it), asserts that ‘theseé men have no principle.’

“ A few weeks before I was arrested and charged with the crime Jfor
which I have been convicted, I was invited by the clergymen of the Con-
gregational Church to lecture upon the subject of socialism, and debate
with them. This took place at the Grand Pacific Hotel. = And so that it
cannot be said that after I have been arrested, after I have been indicted,
and after I have been convicted, I have put together some principles to
justify my action, I will read what I said then—.

“ Capr. Brack: ‘Give the date of the paper.’

“Mgr, Seres: ‘January 9, 1886.

“Capr. Brack: ¢ What paper, the Alarm?

“Mr. Seies: ‘The Alarm. When I was asked upon that occasion
what socialism was, I said this:

“Socialism is simply a resume of the phenomena of the social life of
the past and present traced to their fundamental causes, and brought into
logical connection with one another. It rests upon the established fact
that the economic conditions and institutions of a people form the ground
work of all their social conditions, of their ideas—aye, even of their relig-
ion, and further, that all changes of economic conditions, every step in
advance, arises from the struggles between the dominating and dominated
class in different ages. You, gentlemen, cannot place yourselves at this
standpoint of speculative science; your profession demdnds that you
occupy the opposite position, that which professes acquaintance with things
as they actually exist, but which presumes a thorough understanding of
matters which to ordinary mortals are entirely incomprehensible. It is
for this reason that you cannot become Socialists (cries of ‘Oh! oh!’).
Lest you should be unable to exactly grasp my meaning, however, I will
now state the matter a little more plainly. It cannot be unknown to you
that in the course of this century there have appeared an infinite number
of inventions and discoveries, which have brought about great, aye,
astonishing changes in the production of the necessities and comforts of life.
The work of machines has to a great extent, replaced that of men.
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‘“Machinery involves a great accumulation of power, and always a
greater division of labor in consequence.

“The advantages resulting from this centralization of production
were of such a nature as to cause its still further extension, and from this
concentration of the means of labor and of the operations of laborers,
while the old system of distribution was (and is) retained, arose those
improper conditions which ails society to-day.

“The means of production thus came into the hands of an ever decreas-
ing number, while the actual producers, through the introduction of
machinery, deprived of the opportunity to toil, and being at the same
time disinherited of the bounties of nature, were consigned to pauperism,
vagabondage—the so-called crime and prostitution—all these evils which
you gentlemen would like to exorcise with your little prayer-book.

“The socialists award your efforts a jocular rather than a serious
attention—[symptoms of uneasiness]—otherwise, pray let us know how
much you have accomplished so far by your moral lecturing toward
ameliorating the condition of those wretched beings who through bitter
want have been driven to crime and desperation? [Here several gentle-
men sprang to their feet, exclaiming, ‘We have done a great deal in some
directions!’] Aye, in some cases you have perhaps given a few alms; but
what influence has this, if I may ask, had upon societary conditions, or
in affecting any change in the same? Nothing; absolutely nothing.
You may as well admit it, gentlemen, for you cannot point me out a single
instance.

“Very well. Those proletarians doomed to misery and hunger
through the labor-saving of our centralizéd production, whose number
in this country we estimate at about a million and a half, is it likely that
they and the thousands who are daily joining their ranks, and the mill-
ions who are toiling for a miserable pittance, will suffer peacefully and
with christian resignation their destruction at the hand of their theivish
and murderous, albeit very christian wage-masters? They will defend
themselves. It will come to a fight.

“The necessity of common ownership in the means of toil will be
realized, and the era of socialism, of universal co-operation begins. The
dispossesssing of the usurping classes—the socialization of these posses-
sions— and the universal co-operation of toil, not for speculative pur-
poses, but for the satisfaction of the demands which we make upon life;
in short co-operative labor for the purpose of continuing life and of
enjoying it—this in general outlines, is socialism. This is not, however,
as you might suppose, a8 mere ‘beautifully conceived plan,’ the realization
of which would be well worth striving for if it could only be brought
about. Noj this socialization of the means of production, of the machin-
ery of commerce, of the land and earth, ete., is not only something desir-
able, but has become an imperative necessity, and where ever we find in
history that something has once become a necessity there we always find
that the next step was the doing away with that necessity by the supply-
ing of the logical want. &

“Our large factories and mines, and the machinery of exchange and
transportation, apart from every other co'nsideration, have become too
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vast for private control. Individuals can no longer monopolize them.

“Everywhere, wherever we cast our eyes, we find forced upon our
attention the unnatural and injurious effects of unregulated private pro-
duction. We see how one man, or a number of men, have not only
brought into the embrace of their private ownership a few inventions in
technical lines, but have also confiscated for their exclusive advantage
all natural powers, such as water, steam, and electricity. Every fresh
invention, every discovery belongs to them. The world exists for them
only. That they destroy their fellow-beings right and left they little
care. That, by their machinery, they even work the bodies of little
children into gold pieces they hold to be an especially good work and a.
genuine christian act. They murder, as we have said, little children
and women by hard labor, while they let strong men go hungry for lack
of work.

“People ask themselves how such things are possible, and the answer
is that the competitive system is the cause of it. The thought of a
co-operative, social, rational, and well-regulated system of management.
irresistibly impresses the observer. The advantages of such a system
are of such a convincing kind, so patent to observation—and where could
there be any other way out of it? According to physical laws a body
always moves itself, consciously or unconsciously, along the line of least
resistance. So does society as a whole. The path to co-operative labor
and distribution is leveled by the concentration of the means of labor
under the private capitalistic system. We are already moving right in
that track. We cannot retregt even if we would. The force of circum-
stances drives us on to socialism.

“¢And now, Mr. S., won’t you tell us how you are going to carry
out the expropriation of the possessing classes?’ asked Rev. Dr. Scudder.

“‘The answer is in the thing itself. The key is furnished by the
storms raging through the industrial life of the present. You see how
penuriously the owners of the factories, of the mines, cling to their
privileges, and will not yield the breadth of an inch. On the other
hand, you see the half-starved proletarians driven to the verge of violence.’

“‘So your remedy would be violence ?’

“‘Remedy? Well, I should like it better if it could be done without
violence, but you, gentlemen, and the class you represent, take care that
it cannot be accomplished otherwise. Let us suppose that the working-
men to-day go to their employers, and say to them: ‘Listen! Your
administration of affairs don’t suit us any more; it leads to disastrous
consequences. While one part of us are worked to death, the others out
of employment, are starved to death; little children are ground to death
in the factories, while strong, vigorous men remain idle; the masses live
in misery while a small class of respectables enjoy luxury and wealth;
all this is the result of your maladministration, which will bring misfor-
tune even to yourselves; step down and out now; let us have your prop-
erty, which is nothing but unpaid labor; we shall take this thing in our
hands now; we shall administrate matters satisfactorily, and regulate the
institutions of society; voluntarily we shall pay you a life-long pension.
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Now, do you think the ‘bosses’ would accept this proposition? You
certainly don’t believe it. Therefore force will have to decide—or do you
know of any any cther way?

“‘So you are organizing a revolution P

“It was shortly before my arrest, and I answered: ‘Such things are:
hard to organize. A revolution is a sudden upwelling—a convulsion of
the fevered masses of society.

“We are preparing society for that, and insist upon it that working-
men should arm themselves and keep ready for the struggle. The better
they are armed the easier will the battle be, and the less the bloodshed.

“‘What would be the order of things in the new society ¥’

“¢‘I must decline to answer this question, as it is, till now, a mere.
matter of speculation. . The organization of labor on a co-operative basis.
offers no difficulties. The large establishments of to-day might be used
as patterns. Those who will have to solve these questions will expedi-
ently do it, instead of working according to our prescriptions (if we should
make anything of the kind); they will be directed by the circumstances and.
conditions of the time, and these are beyond our horizon. About this you
needn’t trouble yourselves.’

““‘But, friend, don't you think that about a week after the division,
the provident will have all, while the spendthrift will have nothing?’

“‘The question is out of order,” interfered the chairman; ‘there was.
not anything said about division.’

SProf. Wilcox: ‘Don’t you think the introduction of socialism will
destroy all inviduality ¥

“‘How can anything be destroyed which does not exist? In our
times there is no individuality; that only can be developed under social-
ism, when mankind will be independent economically. Where do you
meet to-day with real individuality ? Look at yourselves, gentlemen! You
don’t dare to give utterance to any subjective opinion which might not
suit the feeling of your bread-givers and customers. You are hypocrites
[murmurs of indignation]; every business man is a hypocrite. Every-
where is mockery, servility, lies and fraud. And the laborers! There you
feign anxiety about their individuality; about the individuality of a class
that has been degraded to machines—used each day for ten or twelve
hours as appendages of the lifeless machines! About their individuality
you are anxious!’

“Does that sound as though I had at that time, as has been imputed
to me, organized a revolution—a so-called social revolution, which was to
occur on or about the 1st of May to establish anarchy in place of our pres-
ent ‘ideal order? I guess not.

“So socialism does not mean the destruction of society. Socialism is.
a constructive and not a destructive science. While capitalism expropri-
ates the masses for the benefit of the privileged class; while capitalism is
that school of economics which teaches how one can live upon the labor
(i. e., property) of the other; socialism teaches how all may possess prop-
erty, and further teaches that every man must work honestly for his own
living, and not be playing the ‘respectable board of trade man, or any
other highly (?) respectable business man or banker, such as appeared here
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as talesman in the jurors’ box, with the fixed opinion that we ought to be
hanged. Indeed, I believe they have that opinion! Socialism, in short,
seeks to establish a universal system of co-operation, and to render acces-
sible to each and every member of the human family the achievements and
benefits of civilization, which, under capitalism, are being monopolized by
a privileged class and employed, not as they should be, for the common
good of all, but for the brutish gratification of an avaricious class. Under
capitalism the great inventions of the past, far from being a blessing for
mankind, have been turned into a curse! Under socialism the prophecy
of the Greek poet, Antiporas, would be fulfilled, who, at the invention of
the first water-mill, exclaimed: ‘This is the emancipator of male and
female slaves’; and likewise the prediction of Aristotle, who said: ‘When,
at some future age, every tool, upon command or by predestination, will
perform its work as the art-works of Dzdalus did, which moved by them-
selves; or like the three feet of Hephsestus, which went to their sacred
work instinctively, when thus the weaver shuttles will weave by themselves,
then we shall no longer require masters and slaves.” Socialism says this
time has come, and can you deny it? Yousay: ‘Oh, these heathens, what
did they know? True! They knew nething of pelitical economy; they
knew nothing of christendom. They failed to conceive how nicely these
man-emancipating machines could be employed to lengthen the hours of
toil and to intensify the burdens of the slaves. ~These heathens, yes, they
excused the slavery of one on the ground that thereby another would be
afforded the opportunity of human development. But to preach the
slavery of the masses in order that a few rude and arrogant parvenues
might become ‘eminent manufacturers,” ‘extensive packing-house owners,’
or ‘influential shoe-black dealers,” to do this they lacked that specific
Christian organ.

“Socialism teaches that the machines, the means of transportation and
communication are the result of the combined efforts of society, past and
present, and that they are therefore rightfully the indivisible property of
society, just the same as the soil and the mines and all natural gifts should
be.  This declaration implies that those who have appropriated this wealth
wrongfully, though lawfully, shall be expropriated by society. The expro-
priation of the masses by the monopolists has reached such a degree that
the expropriation of the expropriateurs has become an imperative nesessity,
an act of social self-preservation. Society will reclaim its own, even
though you erect a gibbet on every street corner. And anarchism, this
terrible ‘ism,” deduces that under a co-operative organization of society,
under economic equality and individual independence, the ‘State’—the
political State—will pass into barbaric antiquity. And we will be where
all are free, where there are no longer masters and servants, where intel-
lect stands for brute force, there will no longer be any use for the police-
men and militia to preserve the so-called ‘peace and order’—the order
that the Russian general spoke of when he telegraped to the-Czar after he
had massacred half of Warsaw, ‘Peace reigns in Warsaw.’

“Anarchism does not mean bloodshed; does not mean robbery, arson,
ete. These monstrosities are, on the contrary, the characteristic features
of capitalism. Anarchism means peace and tranquility to all. Anarchism,
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or socialism, means the reorganization of society upon scientific principles
and the abolition of causes which produce vice and crime. Capitalism
first produces these social diseases and then seeks to cure them by pun-
ishment.

“Your honor has said this morning, ‘ we must learn their objects from
what they have said and written,” and in pursuance thereof the court has
read a number of articles.

“ Now, if I had as much power as the court, and were a law-abiding
citizen, I would certainly have the court indicted for some remarks made
during this trial. I will say thatif I had not been an anarchist at the
beginning of this trial I would be one now. I quote the exact language
of the court on one occasion. ‘It does not necessarily follow that all laws
are foolish and bad because a good many of them are so.” That is trea-
son, sir! if we are to believe the court and the state’s attorney. But, aside
from that, I cannot see how we shall distinguish the good from the bad
laws. Am Ito judge of that? No;I am not. Butif I disobey a bad
law, and am brought before a bad judge, I undoubtedly would be convicted.

“In regard to a report in the Arbeiter-Zeitung, also read this morn-
ing, the report of the Board of Trade demonstration, I would say—and
this is the only defense, the only word I have to say in my own defense,
that I did not know of that article until I saw it in the paper, and the
man who wrote it, wrote it rather as a reply to some slurs in the morning
papers. He was discharged. The language used in that article would
never have been tolerated if I had seen it.

“Now, if we cannot be directly implicated with this affair, connected
with the throwing of the bomb, where is the law that says, ‘that these
men shall be picked out to suffer?” Show me that law if you haveit. If
the position of the court is correct, then half of this city—half of the
population of this city—ought to be hanged, because they are responsible
the same as we are for that act on May 4th. And if not half of the popu-
lation of Chicago is hanged, then show me the law that says, ¢ eight men
shall be picked out and hanged as scapegoats!” You have no such law.
Your decision, your verdict, our econviction is nothing but an arbitrary will
of this lawless court. It is true there is no precedent in jurisprudence in
this case. It is true we have called upon the people to arm themselves.
It is true that we have told them time and again that the great day of
change was coming. It was not our desire to have bloodshed. We are
not beasts. We would not be socialists if were beasts. It is because of
our sensitiveness that we have gone into this movement for the emancipa-
tion of the oppressed and suffering. It is true we have called upon the
people to arm and prepare for the stormy times before us.

“This seems to be the ground upon which the verdict is to be sus-
tained.

“But when a long train of abuses and usurpations pursuing invariably the
same object evinces a design to reduce the people under absolute despotism, it is
their right, it is their duty, to throw off such government and provide new guards
for their future safety.”

“This is a quotation from the Declaration of Independence. Have
we broken any laws by showing to the people how these abuses, that have
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occurred for the last twenty years, are invaribly pursuing one object, viz =
to establish an oligarchy in this country as strong and powerful and mon-
strous as never before has existed in any country? I can well understand
why that man Grinnell did not urge upon the grand jury to charge us
with treason. I can well understand it. You cannot try and conviet a
man for treason who has upheld the constitution against those who try to
trample it under their feet. It would not have been as easy a job to do
that, Mr. Grinnell, as to charge ‘these men’ with murder.

“Now, these are my ideas. They constitute a part of myself. I can-
not divest myself of them, nor would I, if I could. And if you think that
you can crush out these ideas.that are gaining ground more and more
every day, if you think you can crush them out by sending us to the gal-
lows—if you would once more have people to suffer the penalty of death
because they have dared to tell the truth—and I defy you to show us
where we have told a lie—I say, if death is the penalty for proclaim-
ing the truth, then I will proudly and defiantly pay the costly price !
Call your hangman. Truth crucified in Socrates, in Christ, in Giordano
Bruno, in Huss, Gallileo, still lives—they and others whose number is
legion have preceded us on this path. We are ready to follow!

ApprESs oF MICHAEL ScHWAB.
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