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ing spontaneous relationships between persons there is 
no ubiquitous policeman interceding (yet); nonetheless, 
most transactions, conversations, even quarrels, are ac­
complished without resort to , coercion. Government's 
standard operating procedure is to use coercion first and 
discuss matters afterward: "Under penalty of three years 
in the federal penitentiary or $10,000 fine, or both, you 
are herewith required to... " etc. This reversal of proper 
order, and exaggerated tendency to resort to force, is 
completely typical of governments; the tendency , to 
place social compulsion uppermost is certainly not nat­
ural or justified. Itshould be noted that even those peo­
ple who defend government get along fine without it in 
their relations with friends or neighbors, most of the 
time, and would think a person rude, insulting and vio­
lent who behaved privately as governments do publicly. 

I reply to the above questions thusly: To the extent 
that people have been able to ignore their various gov­
ernments, civilization has progressed. If we were to have 
a method to calculate what the world would be like to­
day had the thousands of wars of history not occurred; if 
we could determine what negative effect was exercised 
by the numberless benighted laws, arrogances, and inter­
ference of governments, we would see that their exist­
ence has retarded and hampered the actual advance of 
of mankind, rather than aiding it. 

And true, governments 'are familiar and predictable 
enough. In all the literature ofthe subject there is not one 
recorded instance of a government following any other 
course than that of compulsion and arbitrary authority, 
growing constantly ' in power, until it intrudes into the 
whole of society, at which point society can no longer 
function and a revolution is made necessary to throw off 
the chains of bureaucracy and repression. Then, promptly, 
tragicomically, they institute a new government which it­
self travels full cycle and has to be overthrown in a few 
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years more. Yes, this is all quite familiar. 
But the social principle of Anarchy is familiar and 

predictable also. Whenever one person helps another; 
whenever people solve their problems and no policeman 
or law instructs or compels-in short, at the taking place 
of any human development which is not mandated, or­
dained, decreed, controlled or interfered in by a legisla­
ture or by someone acting so as to force a result, we have 
the principle of Anarchy at work. It is ordinarily claimed 
that this social Anarchy, which is thought to be evil, can 
only be overcome and regulated by governments, which 
are thought to be necessary,so that society can "work". 
I assert that this explanation is false and the exact op­
posite of the correct description of affairs, which is that 
the social principle of government, itself evil (in the 
sense that it does harm) is only overcome so that society 
can work, by the principle of Anarchy, or freedom, spon­
taneously asserting itself in the uncontrolled interstices 
of the social matrix. 

Only selective enforcement of the laws and wide­
spread disobedience of them prevents the chaos of un­
workable regimentation. If the laws are "made to be 
broken, why make them at all? 

Whoever has had an idea which would have increased 
the leisure and pleasure of all people, (this is the pur­
pose and definition of progress) has labored to defy the 
massed force of social compulsion-government-and, 
when succeeding, has achieved a true victory for Anarchy. 

The self-styled revolutionary nature of some govern­
ments deserves only contemptuous disdain from Anarch­
ists. Some crisis of "the heroic party" or some alleged 
danger to "the people's State" inevitably provides a jus­
tification for suspension of civil liberties, crackdowns on 
artists, stoppage of critical commentary, etc. If such so­
cieties continue to function, it is in a limited sense: the 
people are watched and checked, and everyone salutes, 
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robotlike, or parrots slogans. These are not "closer" to 
the Anarchist position, but rather, more remote from it. 
But wouldn't an Anarchist society be just as repressive 
as the Statist ones, only to a different class of people? 
For instance, wouldn't the occasional governmentalist 
be in the same position then that the Anarchist is now, 
that is, as a persecuted "radical"? 
Today there is a legal-judicial system in existence, 
responsive to the whims of the ruling class, which car­
ries out sanctions against people who are "different". In 
the contemplated Anarchy there is neither a judicialsys­
tern nor a ruling class. Nor are Anarchists worried about 
"subversion" of their society's principles because the 
very same forces that grew powerful enough to force the 
demise of the State through refusal to support it any long­
er, would presumably act to assure that it did not re­
appear. Provided that there was anybody who felt maso­
chistically displeased at the scarcity of bosses or 
tyrants or ruling cliques to order their lives for them, 
perhaps such pathetic individuals would cater to each 
other's peculiar deviance. If there were any such frustrat­
ed authoritarians, they would naturally be quite free to 
denounce the Anarchist society through their own press 
and through speeches, and so on. Undoubtedly they would 
provoke lively discussions and disagreements-perhaps 
even serve a necessary function by way of contrasting as 
"horrible examples" and so illustrate the advantages of 
the free society. 

The Anarchist revolution is not intended tosubsti­
tute any new ruling group for old. Unlike other revolution­
aries, Anarchists have no "ulterior motives" for carrying 
on their work: no promised positions in a "provisional 
government" or assured berths as prominent officials" after 
the revolution." There's nothing in it for Anarchists ex­
cept the satisfaction of working for their own freedom and 
that of others. 
Can the goal of Anarchism be achieved, and if so, how? 
A considerable amount of re-education will have to be ac­
complished before people come to see the desirability of 
ending the perpetuation of government. Unless people 
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agree that government is unnecessary, simple destruc­
tion of the existing government can accomplish nothing; 
popular demand. would immediately put a new one in its 
place. When people do agree that government is un­
needed, total withdrawal of support will render their gov­
ernments impotent without resources and will signal their 
imminent collapse. As there is no Anarchist society with­
out Anarchists, and as Anarchi sts are only "made" by 
rational discourse and understanding, these processes 
ought to be encouraged and actively helped along by all 
those who oppose government already. 

It is both easy and difficult to be a "member" of the 
Anarchist movement. There are no entrance fees or mem­
bership cards, but everyone who has a sincere wish 
to participate in this quest for freedom, is welcome. Seek 
out other Anarchists and add your efforts to theirs; add 
their efforts to yours. Improve your understanding of all 
subjects which can be useful in this work. Constantly 
question every aspect of authoritarian society; launch an 
unremitting assault on all ignorance and superstition, and 
upon every common, unthinkingly-accepted notion which 
helps to justify the continuing delay of total emancipa­
tion. Read and listen to what other Anarchists have had 
to say , and disagree with them unhesitatingly at those 
points where they seem to be wrong. Publish, speak; 
write, or assist these activities; organize like-minded 
people so that collective as well as individual effort can 
be put to use to achieve our common goal! 

Even so doing, success is not guaranteed. Can An­
archy be achieved? Even among Anarchists the spectrum 
of opinion ranges from that of the extreme pessimists, 
who believe that Anarchy is a beautiful .ideal, but one 
which we will never reach, to those cheerful optimists 
who predict that government is all but dead already. And 
today"s pessimists are the optimists of two years ago. 

Somewhere in between these positions of great cer­
tainty, the remainder of Anarchists go on, 'sometimes 
doubtfully, but always hopefully. 
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