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~ cepitalistic society, but also to look’
| ﬁmﬂngﬂt its hopes of re- organlmtmn %
This is the task which we haye prupﬂsed to fulfil. Uur llttle
- work “will r‘therefﬂre be divided into four parts or books,
In the first book we shall set forth a resumé of the doctrine of
Karl Marx and of his disciples. i S ANy

4

5 The second bpok will be devoted to a refutatmn of the»crumal’“
=7 argument of the Lnllectwlﬂt-s
e Tha third will contain an inquiry into the advautagféﬂ sl 40 |
~.  conveniences which the Collectivist system would present, if it ever
. game to be realised, and continued to exist. ey 8

In the fourth we finally examine the future of HDEIEtY\Ei.GGDI‘dIHg

"“---"- A
tn the views of the Liberal School of Socialism, *



COLLECTIVISM.

v AND THE

-
e

SOCIALISM OF THE LIBERAL SCHOOL

A CRITICISM AND AN EXPOSITION

BY

AL NAOUET

Depredt dfﬁpﬁ, Ap~on Professoyr dg rf_ét‘ @ la Facnlté de Medicine de Pﬂr_:'f__,"r

TRANSLATED BY

WILLIAM HEAFORD

LONDON
SWAN SONNENSCHEIN & CO.
PATERNOSTER SOUARE
| 1891






- e |

TaE *ung-nal title of this book is Socch’zma C'olfecttmte et
Socialisme Ezbéml.l | : / -

%Lf kﬂ«cnnvmced Socialiat myaelf I confess that M. N a.quut’

bun]! qd# me a3 a J008t concise and valuable contnbut on fe-~

&
‘the dlacussmn nf the social question. = I felt that the scientific t.

in which M, ! 3 "V attempts the confutation of ﬁle’c}b{
d,ﬂerves full co*mderatmn at the band8 of English §

N thuse Iterested in the topics with which the

I *n“*a the appearance of this translation, in making w.

not allqwed tke commentator to usurp the functions of tl,

lntr:-// My chief aim has been to repmduﬂe the thought 0
autuor, and_ not to add any meretricious embellishments of p
'jwn

l.' "\.

L

anunot conclude without expressing my very sincere thanks to.
m'yj Larpent, whose counsel greatly lightened mﬂaak and who
Ry compargd my translation with the mlg;nal

WILLIAM HEAFORP.

r oo

A3 ~il, 1891, ~

78/rE Dentu, edisenr. Libraire do la Socidte des Gens de Lottres,

Ll H— L



CONTENTS.

L "4 A
- ’ an C . PAGE
TRANSLATOR'S PREFACE : : . .. . i
INTRODUCTION . . ‘ : : : : : . ea Vi
H .
BOOK LI _ -

Analytical . "xposition of the Collectivist Doclrine.
In Op=e CuaPTEr—THE CRITICISM BY KARL MARX j;y.n, -5

~ ScHOOL oF THE CAPITALIST SOCIETY .. . 3
| BOOK I - -

Refutatiog of the Critical Argument of the Gouﬁﬁtit:llﬁfs: P

I Tre THEORY OF VALUE . . """'--K_‘.-"‘ . . . 1t

Tayr Iron Law . . . Rl . e, 19-
YDUCTIVENESS OF CAPITAL—INTEREST sNDPrOFITS . 28

" Law oF POPULATION . . . . /'"““-
£ PRIMITIVE ACOCUMULATION . . A &
" BOOK I1L " ]
An Analytical and Scientific Criticism of Collectivism. "
I. A GENERAL SURVEY . : . .. : (1)
II On THE DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH UNDER CﬂLLE(,Tw-
184 . . . . . .'*‘.’M.'i’&r
HI. ON “HE PRrODUCTION OF WEALTH AND ON Pnnﬂﬂﬂss*f
UNPER COLLECTIVISM : . : v e
IV. ONLUXURY .~ . -+« « = . v . AN
V GnLLl‘ﬂ:urIaM AND LiBerTY . . o ._.,_li

CDLLELTI\FISM WOULD BRYNG ABOUT THE STAGT ATTION, AND
" EYEN “THE RETROGHESSIDH oF THE HUMAN RACE

»

) BOOK ¥V, |

‘ _  Practical Leforms. ;o
1. Tue TworoLp CHARACFER oF HUMANITY ' 122'
II. DivERSE ANTINOMIES—THEIR SOLUTIOX ALy

-111. ‘SorLurioN . . : . L

- r



COLLECTIVISM AND THE SOCFALISM
OF THE LIBERAL SCHOOL

./
INTRODUCTION.

Tae "“oueu':cmatﬂ through “the matrumeutaht‘y of their diffe .EHE‘
griters, foremosf amongst whom Karl Marx desegves to br- placed,
on account of tiie mur clearness, and precision of »“.y eriticism,
have .indulged m - violent attack upon the existing-#7stem of
gociety—an attack which, despite the numerous ¢ and fundamental,
ert#iA_with whlch it abounds, is none the less ‘f‘{’“ erful, ﬂﬂd is
"“trtled none the less to a serious examination.
" Their doctiine consists quite naturally of two part&—:—thﬂ one
" critical, and the other organic, embodying a plan of s®cial re-
nrgylﬂatmn Concerning this latter scheme the fathﬁﬂ. ﬂﬂ”,
Coliectivism—Lassalle, Marz—are sober in their details. Tb
<~confine~hamselves to an impeachment of modern capitalism, and
\\,ia only through occasional glimpses that they exhibit tous -
~jr ideas on the future of society. Itis to their Sommentators.——.
agville, to SchifRe—that one must have recourse in order to
waint oneself with the ideas of the school as a"whole,
Both parts—~ the -criticism and the plen of ﬂrganisatiﬂn—lgw’/
nemselves equally to a scientific refutation, and necessarily sq, for
- tha two parts hang together; and the one cannot be false unless
wherqther is likewise false. Let us add, however, that the scheme
)_f I uum}t):rwiﬂn raises by far the greatest of all the ubjectiﬂns

- Uue 0 t1e points on which Collectivist-Socialism is essentially

fpuug, t-hﬁ ®h the fact is ignored by its devotees—and thlE, too, in

.--f"‘

-l'h
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spife ol its constant affirmations of materialism—is tha* it acis
~ practically as a religion. This position, if quite lﬂgica-l Eﬂ“‘ui.xgu"
~=Ff the Chr:stmn Socialists, is absolutely illogical on the part of the
LS sotivists, y ~

It i clear that if we start from the idea that there exists an
immanent Justlce, and if we believe that, by the workmg of some
universal law, everything must finally result in good, it Wil b
_sufficient to demonstrate the existence of evil in order to b~ jnsti-
“fied in concluding the't there exists an efficacious remed}

But when one adm ts neither immanent justice nor providence,
nothing remains to pro+e that it is possible to remedy the imper-
fggtions one discovers in nature ; nothing is left to protZ ¢} at thase

Ampmfectmna are not imherent in the very natnre of ~hings, and
are -t in accordance with the laws of the UNLVOrse ; m;uthn.d that
vouches ~+he conclusion that it is possible to suhstitute, for tho

Eﬂﬂiﬂl E.}'ﬂﬁ?n the Socialists so righteously d*nt‘uuce a systemy

L %

The geuelal 13/w ﬂf the -universe, without dould, grievously
wounds that ﬂ}” :ntiment of justice which, with the progr:: 39 t,'lf |
civilisation, b’ﬂ.ﬂ slowly gained possession of the human mind, a.n 1
which does” not seem to correspond to any ﬂ,ctual raality outside
manking’

'l}ré general law may be summed up in that precept, as terrible
”ii’"‘*lt is fatal,—Eat one anothoer,

" Throughout mature, the strong destroy the weak, the” great de~
vour the small. ’J
~~ Tbig-rule «verywhere prevails, even in the mineral kingd™
Place in a glass receptacle a saturated solution of any salt, putf.
therein a large number of undissolved crystals of 4he-same &
Nt_aking care that the trystals are of varioussizds. Close t*..,
recepracle, expose it during several years to the changes of the
seasons, and you will discover that, by a mechanical process, the-
operation of which can easily be explained, the largé crystals --ill
have become larger, whilst the small ones will have dip “ishe ~r-

volume or entirely disappeared. - A~ )
A terrible cmnpetltmn is waged in the vegetable ~ orid, ord

'-'h..
2 . e
E Y
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Plant stampiigrout anether. The animals devour the plants, And
e VOUL. ‘other. Man himself, after ages of cannilalism, still .
tZ7ours the animals, and probably always will devour theme
Where, then, can we go to find the principle of the righ? to lis ¢
. Assuredly not in nature, since it contains not = trace”of swch o
principle. - )
iy dods suclran arrangement of things exist at all?

TE l?ll a sheep in order to eat it violates the idea we form of |
justice! and ovérthrows the principle of the risht to live—at lemst,
so far as fnimals are- concerned. Yet we cavnot give up eating
if we want to live at all, and we cannot auatain life except with

- dead Yilienw Our life is bound up with the destruction of thou-

~ sands ﬂf’]};ing beings, animals or plants, and, similarly, there is _
nothif™ to show that among human ageregations some of the im-
perfections which distress us are not inevitable. ,

Man, by this racta*one that he is the superior among beings,
raiges his mind to conceptions which—since they are absolzi¢—have
nowhere any g_bfer:tive reality, and justice might very well be one ~

~of tliesg subjective coneeptions. Tt is quite possible that this idea
m:y'bé ong of those which can never step outside the domain of
imagination into that of fact. No doubt it has not been demon-
strated to be so, but the contrary idea equally lacks demonstra-
tion, and the fact-that we find it certainly impossible to realise
our ideal in many cases, notably in the question of food, Teave—
:ﬂge stagl clear to those who maintain that the same JDowerlessnéss
liNits equally our efforts in many other matters. .
’}ia not enough, then, for the Collectivists to establish thas the.
,m;,lyéy existing to-day is bad. It would, moreover, be Nnecessary
for them to proxe that it is possible to establish “w better society
on the ruins o the old, and that this new slciety would ba
o/ arged with abuses and injustice than that which it would l%aﬁn:
superseded., .

If~they canrot prove that, all their criticisms, for that very
reass hegy':ﬂe mere declamation, and remain a dead letter.

Ttris inoymbent, therefore, upon those who do not wish to pro-
né=uce aa - neongiderate opinion, not only to weigh the obiections
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" BOOK L
Analytical Exposition of the Collectivist Doctrine,

——— [ ——

IN ONE CHAPTER.

TDE CRITICISM BY KAHL MARX AND HIS SCHOOL OF THE
CAPITATISTIC SOCIETY,
. g »
'Tuge principal work of Xarl Marx is exténded to a great length,
and developed in a very methodical manner, It may, however,
be rather briely summarised. In fact, although the authe«
*hought” it~useful, in order to demonstrate the cxgcetness of his
plopositions, to enter into a crowd of algebraical illustrations,
these latter are useless to one who wishes to confine himself to an
t-‘:'%'ﬁcaitian of the leading features of the system. |
Marx, therein agrecing with the orthodox political cconomy,
adraits that all'objects the fruit of human lalour have two kyﬁ
d” value—their value in use, otherwise called the utility waich
*they derive from their individual qualities and from the services
whioh can be derived from them—and their value in exchange, by
virpa of p¥ich, objects whose use is different—and for the very
"reusﬁn..tb&tp their use ¢g diffcrent—may enter into equivalence and
b'}:—fmhangﬂd one with the other,
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~A coat, & pair of shoes, a hat, a pnund/ of meat apé use-valaes
which aré servieeable to man cither as. clothifig or as Nﬁ‘\n
~this pmnt of view the ong article gannot. be substitutéd for tne
other. A coat cannot take tha place of a pound of . meat, any
more thel. a pair of boots can be used in the stead of & ‘hat.

"But if T "have two coats, one of thém is uselea& to- r.p'e If some
one else has two pounds of meat, he will not “want to eat more-
than one. One of us lacks an use-value, the meat; the-other i is
withont another use-value, a coat, It js just.at this mument that
the exchange takes place. I give up the eXtra coat to some one
who has a pound of m=at more than he can eat, and this individual
_yields me his meat in return. Both of fis rra.mliythe Lra.nsaotmn
each. having relinquished something setuglly usﬂa&%ﬁo himself,
and obtaining mome object for which he felt an 1mmed1a¢ , need.

. Before the exchange tock place, one of us had nﬂthlng 'tq eat, and
the other had not a coat. After the emha-%e, huwever, each of
us ha¢ found what is necessary for his protéctign against the in-

" clemency of the weather or to nourish his body. .

The guestion now arises—in what proportion will this exchange
be transacted? It is at this pr::mt that*the idea of exchﬂnﬁbe-
value or social-value crops np. -That idea may be defined as the
proportion according to which exchangeable objects, that is to say,
articles of commodity, will exchange one with annther 111 the
~afional market, or in the market of the world. -

As, however, it would be difficult, if not impossible; o eatﬂ.blts i
the equivalence of one commodity in gelation to all others,ihe

. process adopted in chemistry, wherein a certain body is chuaen a8
the standard by which to establish the equivalence of ali thé
other bodies, 1f adnpted in economic®; and a special commedity is

\-e.kpted-a—mmley—-.,us a common measure of value to &ut a8- the
mewns of exchange, circulation, and payment. M

So far Karl Marx ig simply an economist who anyalyses with far-f
sighted profundity of mind the laws that regulate~human so~iety,
The same observation applics to him in his studies ™€ mo*‘ﬁtary
circnlation, the development of credit, cte. .

His divergencies from the orthodox pc:-hticul econolny b in
. . |
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wien hé glaims to huve discovered not only a relative buflian
absolyp~ 41-5’?'51;!_'3 of value, | |
value-#by which we thcan, exchange-valug, unless otherwise, exa
preaﬁjr Indicated —is measured according to the school®f Marx,
by.the guantities of human labour neccssary for ita&lﬁoductiﬂn.
1f it takes Bix hours’ labour;to ipako a pairs of shoos and twelve
hours in order ta"make g coat, a goat is worth two pairs of shoes,
~or, expeessing the same thitig_-,i'n terms of money, the cost, the
price of thg coat will be twice.that of a pair of shocs.
The value of gold,<like that of»every ether commodity, is what
it has cost to produce i, If we admit, aga hypothesis, that the
| extran;ﬁ:ur‘gi_ & gromne of - _g';:ald cnsp;&-,six hours of humay labmix
and if We grée Tiq;ta.];f a franc as representing the valug of onme
third of tﬁ:ﬁﬁmhunt, the statement that an object” is warth a
franc 18 },&ﬁﬁammuut to saying that its production has entailed a8
" mueh lapour as was necessary to extract' the third of a gramme
of gﬁld'uut of }_hg ‘mine, in other words, two hours® labo,  Ac-
cording to Mayx, it is because the object produced has used up the
same quantity of labout as the extraction of a gramme of gold,
mfd solely for that meason, that it can be exchanged for that
) qu.ﬂ:ntity of thg precious metal, or is said to be worth a frane.” -
After having laid down these premises, the foundations of which
we shall shortly examine, Marx studies the formation of what he
'_f:ﬂlls surplus-value. ] = -
¢ A capitatist employs a certain fixed sum in purchasing objects,
and these he couverts, gxports, or warehouses, He afterwards
sells them: when they havé gone throngh one of these three pro--
EEEEEE_;_ and the amount realised by the sale excecds what he had
eipehded for the purchase, even adding the expéises incurred in
their conversion, warehousing, and exportacion, This excess
fae selling price beyond the amount at which the articles wege
~ pumhased represents the merchant’s reward, the profit, the surplus-
valee, and thig profit, unless it is eaten up by the capitalist in the
satifactiow of his personal wants, will be added to his former
“capitad, will cause it fo Increase by so much, and will become in

{tesourn & fountain-head of fresh surplus-value.

.
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‘“Where does. this surplus-value come froin ?
~ If, on the market, there is always an equahtyr "he'“““ﬂn the
~values exchanged, the commodities gold by the capitalist wﬂl ﬂnw
be worta what he has paid for them ; and as he cannot sell them
hﬂjﬂ"ld {. 1;:ir value, the sale price equals the purchasing price.
The merchant will get back his money, nnthmg more_and. nothing
less. He disbursed a hundred pounds in order to prﬂcure them,
he recovers a hundred pounds in selling them, and not~ penny
more. | ' "o o
" Tt cannot at all be supposed that on the market there exists
‘any difference tendine to the advantage of the buyer, or. to that
«f the seller, or that the vendor has the curious privilege of
selling his commodity dearer than it is worth. _Monézznv;;, if it
- did “exist, such privilege would not in any way éxplain'“'the
economic phenomenon analysed by Marx. What is a purchese
for one of the contracting parties is a sale fomthe other; and each
of thém is &lterndt&y buyer and seller. If| tl;grefﬂre the man
who exchanges sells’ above the price, and if this, too, is the
general rule, he has similarly bought above the price when he
was a buyer, and thus the end of it all is that the two diﬁ'ﬂ:ﬂnﬂea
are compensated. Instead of buying a cﬂmmnlltr for a hundred
pounds to sell it again at a hundred, he lays out a hundréd and
ten pounds in buying it, and gets back again a hundred aud tqﬂ
~y selling it. The proportion of equality still remains, and no:
where does amsurplus-value make an appearance, ~ =
Let us cven suppose that one party has succeeded in decewmg
the other, and has got more for his commodity than it was worth ;
even that docs not explain the surplus-value. The _dedeiver
becomes enriclied, no doubt; there has been a change in the dis-
Q;Qutmn of n-:,hes but, after the fraud is transacted, society is
neither richer nor poorer than before. The sum of existing valuds
has_not varied ; it has only changed hands. A robbery has been™
committed ; there has been no new production of value, that is to
say, of surplus-value. |
What is it, then, $hat can indeed produge the surplusvelus? -
ﬁﬁfter;haviqg deduced the impossibility of making “out *>at
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surplugyalue is derivable from the pmce&a of sale ﬂl'npnruhase,
the=3 to sag, after having eliminated the hy pﬂthﬂ%]ﬁ according tu
which surplus-value would nutum its origin Trom the cimeulation”
ﬂf commodities, Karl Marx adds a5 follows :— -

““There remains a final supposition, in other wordy, that #ie
transfurmatmn pracecds from the use-value of the commodity,
dhat 13 to say, from its usc or its consumption. Now we are
dealing “with alteration, an augmentation of the exchange-
value, In order to ohtain an exchange-value from the use-value
of a commodity, it would be necessary for the man with money to
have t good fortune to discover, amid':?t_ the cirenlation of
commoditées, and on the market itself, a commodity the use-valud

“of which fight possess”the peculiar virtue of being the source of
ﬂxchangﬁ value, so that to counsume it would be to re*ﬂlse 8OME
lﬂbnur, and, as a consequence, to creaté some value.

“ And in reality"the man we are dealing with finds upen the
market a comnfOdity endowed with this spebific virtue, which is
called the Pqur of labour or labour-force,

# Under this name we must include the whole of the physical
or Mtellectual facultics existing in the body of a man in his living
‘personality, and which he must put in motion in order to produce
useful things.” | ' T

" One step more in the analysis, and the idea of the great Germ{ul
::m:mhs’e-ndl appear in all its perspicuity,

Yalue is the representation of labour, and can ﬂnly be produced
by labour,

But, in order to work, two things arc neccessary: the labour-
fD[’EE, inherent 111 man, and the elements, instraments, or raw
materials by whlch or upon which, labour car-be exercised.

Now,” in the capitalistic socicty, labour-force is~not fnun(V'/
«the possession of the seli-same individuals as those who own “the
clements on which, or the means by which, the labour has to be
employed. AThe labour falls to the lot of the worker. The rest
belongs tg that of the capltulmt 4

_Aud as.the capitalist can no more produce without labour than

~ 1 Karl Marx. * Capiial (French Fditton}, p. ?
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the worker without the raw materials or the instrumentsof pro-
gactiﬂn, a contract on the market is freely entered into befwTil
these tw~ individuals. . |
¥ The wevker sells for a limited time his labour-power to the
eali‘italist‘. “The latter, after having bought it, makes use of it as
one does of any other use-value that one buys,in consuming it.
Now, the way to consume this Jabour-force is to make if work. ~
He thercfore sets it to-work, and to him belongs the value 1t creates.
We have now to examine what is the value of this labour-power,
and what it is able to produce. |
There is one fact which is undeniable, namely, the* raan can
produce more than he consumes. If thie case were otherwise no
accumulation of wealth would have been réalised, and no progress
wounld have been possible. .
Now, as, according to the Marxist theory, a fhing 18 neveér worth
but what its production has cost, this law applies to labour-power
as to all the other commodities. -
What does it cost to produce labour-power ¥
The totality of all the objects necessary for the sustenance of
the worker during the time he has parted with his activities,
angmented by what I purposely term the restoration of the worker,
that ig to say, by the cost of reproduction, in other words, the
mpﬁﬂtmmnce of the family dnring the same period. '
~ Let us hlfﬁﬂthﬂti{}ﬂu}’ admit that the daily sunt »ecessary to
secure the maintenance and reproduction of the worker is four
francs. The labour-force, or the wages that pay for it, are, there-
fore, worth four francs. The law which regulates value does not
permit the wag~ to raise itself above that amount., This limita-
tion of wages to the amount absolutely indispensable to the
worser in ordCr to live and reproduce himself, proceeds from an
unconquerable law, one which Lassalle has called the wron law,
Let us continue this supposition by admitting that, in order to
earn the four fraucs, six hours of effort, of humam labour, are
needed, and that the worker only works six hours. The wage
will just simply be refunded ; not an atom of supplementary value
will ”berc’f'catedv, and no surplus-value will be produced. .

i
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But if, instead of working six hours, the worker works twel/-"
and if he gives to the capitalists, beyond the six hours »:::nf Necessary
work or paid labour, another”ix hours of supplementary work, or®
unpaid labour, that i3 to say, o oL surplus-labour, he thug entlrelyx:
creates a fresh value of four franes, which belongs to the uapl'ta.hﬂt
and goes tosdncregge his capital, and constitutes surplus-value or
_profit, '

KarMarx aster this shows how the capitalist, in consequence of
competitior; and without, on that account, any reproach being due
to the individuals w ho arc subject to the law which regulates the
economyi¢ relations, and which the capitalisf™is unable to evade‘ i8
always. {:-hllged to aim far the continual diminution of the necessarx
labou in#%s relation with surplus-labour ; how he is compeiled to
strive to obtain every day a greater proportion of unpaid labour,
atd how, in short, he realises these ends either by prolonging
the labour-day whén the law does not step in to limit it, by
inereasing the mtensity of labour, or by augmenting its pmdlm—
‘tiveness by m%ans of co-operation or of muchinery. But all these
aw sccondary developments which, though indispensable i a
cosnplete and masterly work like that of Marx, have no need to
oceupy us now, They do not bring any fresh light to assist us 11
understandmg the doctrine we arc analysing.

Thus man, being endowed with a productive power superior to
*hig needs of consumption, can cx eate more wealth than he destro7™.
On the DthEI‘ hand, in consequence of the differerce that existe
between those who own labour, and those in whom this labous-
force resides, the latter are obliged to sell that commodity at
what may be pmpeﬂ} called its value, that is to say, for an exact
cquwalent of the consumption necessary for the worker. - The
excess in production over consumption belongs hepceforth to st
capitalist, who thus sces his fortunc Increase d.w by da,y, whilst
the worker never succeeds in appropriating to syond
what 18 Ett;lcﬂ} necessary for him to live and reproduce himself—.
_ the smallest particle of the values he creates.

r AJvanclng still further, Karl Marx lays down that the conse
quence Df machmery is to develop every day, more and more, the

-~
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Jat enterprises to the detriment of the small, to expropriate
“gFadually the worker who owns the instruments of labour, then
#*he small tradesman ~and, finally, tb» middleman, to the advan-
“tage of fue great capitalist—the ™ number of those owning capital
‘thus aequring tendency to rapidly diminish, while the wealth
of those who remain capitalists increases, and the number of paid
workers, on the contrary, incessantly augmenting. | R
~ Marz, as we have said, does ngt impute any blame for thay gtate
of things to the individual capitalists who are under the fatal laws
of competition. He recognises, moreover, the utility of capital,-
and considers the cap™alistic era through which we ﬁﬁe Jassing.
B8 a necessary phase in the development of gociety, DBut.he none
the less holds that, on the whole, capital is evolved tC<he preju-
dice of labour, and constitutes a great spoliation.
The chief of the Collectivist school foresees, it is true, one objeé-
tion. In order to produce a primitive surplisyalue, there must
have bten an accumulation anterior to that suralus-value, and .
this accumulation may have been, as the ecomomiste contend, the
fruit of labour, H A
But this oljection does not in any way incommode him. By
means of an assemblage of facts often convincing but always
partial, and lacking in generality, he strivesto prove that the
primitive accumulation was due to war, to conquest, violence,-
co~fiscation of property, to wiste of the national property, and to
the usurpation~of the common lands. He adds, moreover, that
even if it were due to Iabour, the fact would not touch his system.,
Capital being, in his eyes, a dead thing, and consequently unpro-
ductive, it is clear that, according to these premises, the primitive
accumulation must have been promptly consumed and replaced
by surplus-value pure and simple, that is to say, by unpaid labour.
-~ Marx comes to the conclusion that all the instriments of labour
should be common to all, The soil, the tines, the tools of all
kinds, the raw materials, the means of storing ﬁndﬁ transport
would all appertain to socloty. 'The only things that woull e
personal property are products intended for~individual, consiimp~
tion, the tools that one can handle without the co-operation o1
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others, -or any mechanical aid—ifor example, a needle—but und’er
tho proviso that none of these-things would be made use of iR*-
order to perform labour for whch & remuneratson would be sought.

" 8ociety would thus be substit/ted for capitalistic in{?:ﬁtry for
the. production of all useful objects, which would be placed at the
disposal of tke congumers in the general storehouses. |
_. How would the products, thus created, get afterwards into the
hande o the comsumers ? ‘ -

It is at this point that the modern Collectivist school separates
itself from the old sontimental communism. With the old com-
munists_consumption, like production, was %0 be collective, Ob-
jects of lugury, or useloss objects would, according t0 their views,.
' coase &0 berproduced ; and every one would freely take of all in-
. dispensable objects as much ag he desired. The doctrine was
sutnmed up in the motto, which Loulis Rlane has made his own :
“Tg each accordipg to his needs, from each according tohis
powers.” In’ a Avord, one would consume as much as he wants,
and would work as little as he wishes. |

&t is clear that such a doctrine could not be upheld by minds
so powerful and 30 scientifically constituted as those of Marx and
Laagalle. . ' _

To admit that doctrine would be to launch oneself into the
chimera of labour made attractive and production unlimited. As
eoon as gne gives up such fantastic premises, the notion will ne*
bear examination. If labour is an effort naturally vepugnant tc
man, although existencc cannot be conceived without it ; if, more
over, the products of labour are not, like the air, to that degree
anlimited that everyone can draw upon them without discretion.
and without resericting the consumption of others ; if, in a word,
work is painful and its preducts are limited, the abgnrdity of the
_metaphysical comsmnuism of "the end of last century and the
‘beginning of this must be appatent to the eyes of the least ohser-
vant, Laﬂﬂi}_uﬂ?uld Marx took care not to indulge in such dreams.

W2o-these great thinkers, whose ideas we do not cntertain but

_to~whdse "groat intcllectual power we pay our homage, consump-
- ought to continue the same as it is to-day-—personal, free,

Lo
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ﬁited by.the labour of each individual. The only difference is
tkat—capital, being no longer in a position o deduct, ag its profi,
" part of production-"-the objec’s priduced would be more equit-
ably distributed. ‘

Mefallic rioney would be suppressed, at least for the purpose of
exchange within the Collectivist community. Tt-would be replaced
by labour-notes, which would become the true and only money of
the future. Each worker would receive a certesn quafniﬂy of
‘these notes in- proportion to the duration of the labdur he fur-
nishes—it being quite understood that this duration would be
proportionally diminisiied to the extent of the sums representing
the expenses of general utility, that is to say, the expen~es which
are now provided for by taxation. . ~. -

Let us make a auppmmtmn in order to determine these notions ;
‘let us admit that a third of the total production is destined to meet

that category of expenses which may be desigmated by the name

of % collective consumption ;” in that case, every ~vorker who has
given three hours’ labour would receive a mnote for two hours’
labour. | n

Karl Marx, as we have alrcady said, 18 not explicit on these
points ;.and we must go to his commentators—to Deville, and
Schiifle—in order to know somewhat completely the idcas of the
school on this head. |

—— -
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Refutation of the Critical Avqument of the Collectivists.

- . O

CHAPTER I..
THE THEORY OF VALUER

Tae first objection that may be raised against the eriticism, 51
Karl Marx rests ~n his theory of value, which is tufallx /nti-
gcientific. ~-
According o Karl Marx, as we have seen, an object is strictly
wérth what it has cost to produce, and is worth nothing more.
" Tles conception is absolutely erroncous. The cost of production,
if it enters asan element in the fixing of value, does 80 only in a
subsidiary manner, simply as a matter of . cﬂuaequencé, and leaves
the chief and fundamental place to utility. 1
~ Dealing wi#¥ the economists who say that “the value- of Tn
ﬂbj_i_iﬂ_t is that which the consumer is willing to paj for it,” Marx
contends that this is simply a tautology, a vicious circle, as though
one had said, “the value of an object 18 what an object is worth.”
We shall I_Jrreaeutly see that, under an appearance of precision
that dazzles at the first glance, the definition. of Marx containg a
tautology identical with the one with wliich he reproachesthe
» current political economy. - | -
An object 38 j,reely furnished by the hand of nature, say a frait,
wild rgame, g diamond. We mny suppose that it had cost nothing
to tuwe Ppssessiun of it. It presented itself at hap-hazard to the
. _@ﬂﬂef'-hy who did not~ecek it, and who only had to take it without

labour. From the point of view at which the Collectiwist school
“ Il
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\Ihues itself —and Marx is very positive on this point—this object
ismwithout value, ’ - o o

= Yet who does not sce that i™will have a value, and thuf that
value will-be found in its srzﬂ,rcit_;', combined with its utility; and
in the desize felt by a Iarge number of human beings, to possess.
its use-value ! ~ .

Will the Marxist school contend that this is to streteh the use.
of the term value beyond its proper seuse? Wilk it Bay hit to
receive the price of a diamond found without effort is®equivalent
to-a robbery? But if such is the case, to whom shall the diamond
belong? Who will ha7e the right to make use of it 1 —— '
~ If there only exists but one diamond, and all the world~wants it,
we shall certainly have to find out to whom it will fiave *o go,
unless by a sentiment of equality we deprive everybody equally of
oNgse. o

Tt means of determining the one to whom 4he diamond shall
apperta-in can be found only in the sum of the ~acrifices which
every one will consent to make in exchange for it, otherwise called
the price which it will suit the purchasers to pay n order to procu’e
it. Thig price will constitute the value of the gem, for 1t cammot
be admitted that the price—that is to say, a value—would be given
in exchange for a non-value, -

It is therefore contrary to science to say that an object is withs
ouT value if it has cost nothing to produce. This alds good, no -
doubt, if the Chject is suthciently general to be at the disposal of
all, 8o that we can all consume as much of it as is necessary, with-
out depriving anybody else ; as, for stance, the atmospheric air,
or the water in_the river. But as soon as the object no longer
sufliciently abounds tg be at the disposal of all in unlimited quanti-
tieSiat assumes a value, and that value is proportioned to its

sscarcity aud uiility, |

Thus, water which has no price attached to it an the banks of

~ the -Leman, becomes of immense value -in ncl'ta,fﬂ-..regimlg of
Western Africa where it runs short. There, the negro who Frows.
the.whereabouts of a well, even though it b= a natural well, takes -
more_caresnot to reveal its existence than certainly we do in pre-
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gerving _s: flagon of the most precious of wines. Wine, which is 2
produet of labour, is assuredly worth less with us than water in
these*unhappy countrices.

Sueh is the first orror of the/ ollectivists in relation vo value,
The second they commit is of an absolutely different lairsd. .

If-it is not true that every object, gratuitously given by nature,
is destitute of value, it is not less false to say that every product
"of huer”n indugjry has some value. A product possesses no value
if it is of n@ use to humanity. ) |

A men who would amuse himself by breaking ice on the top of
Mount '?Enc, of of the Yung-Frau, would =ertaiily accomplish a
very trouplesome labour. Nevertheless, he would not create any

. value, becomse he would not find any one who would consent to
receive the product of such labour in exchange for his own.

*Marx, however, willingly acknowledaes this. * No object,” J-
says, “ can be a vajue if it is not a useful thing. If 1t is. uaaés;
the labour it gmbodies is fruitlessly expended, and consequently
docs not oreate value.”?

‘Perfectly true ; but bow is it that the writer did not perceive
thgt between the object which has a great utility and of which it
is almost impossible for a man to deprive himself, and the object,
the usefulness of which is fil, there exists quite a series of grada.
tions? How is it that he did not sce that it is for that reason
;mpussilﬁe to ider all kinds of labour as being equally prode—
tive, though they are subject to the sole condition~of not being
entirely useless} How is it that he did not recognise that between
‘the two extremes—the fantastic crcature who breaks ice on a
glacier, and the husbandman who causes wheat to grow—there
is & ®eries of iftermediate workers, whose prtﬁduﬂté are of various
tility and involving values equally various?

Karl Marx lays down too marked a distinction between exchapge-
fvalue and nse-value. The two things are, it is true, different, but
‘they are intigitely connected. Use-value carries with it the

dem#™ for 1ts enjoyment and creates exchange-value.

It ialyp'ém, we knqw, that when a commodity of consider-

1 Karl Marx., Capital (French Edition), p. 16.
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h;blu_e utility is rare upon the market, and for that same reagon
Fstches high prices, the capitalists and labourers rush towards that

~branch of industry “‘hich conesns /self with its production be-
cause such jndustry promises .hem great advantages. ' Doubt-
tegs, in dofag so, they bring about a glut in the “produce, the
price of which lowers for that very reason and_enters into equili-
brium with the price of other products, It follows, no doubt, as a-
result, that at the end of a certain time, and with everyt irg the
scarcity of which is not a natural necessity, the value of the

‘various objects is brought back into sométhing like proportion
with the labour the~ have cost. " But this fact is ﬂiEp!y a con-

~sequence. The time expended in labour has become proportional
to the value, but does not constitute the value. - The_ latter-
remains independent of it, and has really no other measure than .

“thg usefulness of the object and the greater or lesser demend
wh. ~h is made for it. . o

The Socialists are, indeed, forced to agree with this to a very
large extent. After having taken, in a general way, the time con-
sumed In labour as the normal measyre of value, Marx lyys
down the distinction between the labour socially necessary for the
production of an object and the labour actually expended by the..
worker for its production, | _

““The time socially necessary for the production of commodities
{>~the time required by the work cxecuted with ~=average degrea
of skill and”intensity, and under conditiens which are normal,
under given social conditions. After the introduction in England
of weaving by machinery, it nceded perhaps half as much labour
ag formerly to form into a texture a certain quantity of thread,
As for the English weaver, he still required tie same time to
¢%act this trapsformation ; but, from the time this change occurred,

- the produce of the weaver's hour of personal labour represented
no more than the half of a social hour of Jabour, and produced no -
more than a half of its former value.” M‘\ | |

The Socialists go further than this, and are led, aespitehem-
selves, by the logic of facts, to recognise the existence™f a come. ~
posite lpbour which is nothing but a multiple of common Iabm:.‘/
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‘They even admit that, by reason of the fact'that they will be-
more repugnant than others, certain kinds of Iabour will command.
f Ericﬂ above the average, and™that-the law of Supply and demand
will determtine what the price wilt oe. The passage in which M,
Deville sets forth that theory deserves to be quoted *:\

“It is, in the same way, by exciting self-interest that we shal
secure the perfﬂr{ﬁance of labour especially dangerous or re-
lﬁ'lg_na_ltt"‘bngn %pﬂreaﬂe being made in the price of an hour of
ordinary labour. It will be laid down, for cxample, that four
‘hours devoted to thesd ungrateful tasks will be equivalent to six
or seven hours of common labour. In all Ahis, moreover, there
will be nUruing laid down arbitrarily ; the difference, for the same
gain, l:;etw%m the time employed in ordinary labour and that
employed in disagreeable labour, will vary in accordance with the
supply and demand of labour belonging to the last category.”

The fact is, the n}‘e'asure of human labour does not exist. ﬁ
it would be impossible to make of labour the basis of vaiue—
gsocially considered—unless one possessed a measure of labour,

4s regards steam engines such a measure exists. We know
EKE.G}I}’ how much fuel will have to be consumed in order to pro-
uce a given result, and we may compare the results accordingly.

Not so with man! Has any method yet been discovered by
means of which it would be possible to measure intellectual labour,
aud state }ts e/gpi"alent in muscular labour ? ~—

If we compare the “hard muscular labour whick™ lifts heavy
welghts with the labour that may be called extremely nice, such
as that of the watchmaker minutely seeking, with his magnifying
glass in hand, tq’pring together the machinery of a watch—which
of them uses up .nan the most ? )

If we take the intellectnal labour of the poet, that of th—
Pathemajciuian’, the labour of th¢ man who devotes himself.to
works of imaginagion or deduction—which of them consumes
most brain nm}tﬁ; Is it even certain that the difference in the
amour"consumed is the same amongst all men who perform these
@rﬁef :atfgories of lahour? Can we not admit that the born

p->- who makes verses, and excellent ones too, as a pastime, ex-
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pends much Iesa brain matter in reaching this result than another
~ person having no poetic gift, who sits down to write a dﬂtﬂatabla |
pnem? 3 Ao . h
Thiy. is surely the problen. reqmrmw solution hefnra we. oan j
- Eﬂthlﬂlbh measure of value based on labour—a solution which
'we unhappily ignore to- -day, and which in every pruba,blhty we
shall ignore for a long time to come ! . |
- Not Imving any precise and fixed measure of. labour™ “xﬂept ita‘
daration, whlch gignifies nothing, the dmmples of Marx and Muarx
himself have been obliged to have recourse, in order to find a..
mensure for it, to te law of supply and demand that is to say, tn

—

utility, . .
To measure labour by its utility, after having mndﬁ ﬂf labour
the measure for the value of products, simply amounts to takmg
~qtility as the measure of value. -
When the Socialists spoke about the supprea&mn nf metallic
mnney and its substitution by labour-notes, they fancied that.
they had brought about an enormous change; they have. rea.lly
chanwed nothing but words. A
At the present moment in France the third of a gramm of .
gold, or five grammes of silver [= one franc), being-the common
standard, and the law of supply and demand making known the
quantity of one of these precious metals for which the producers.
—Ze willing to exchange their commodities, t’«e\value of these
commoditie” is expressed in a certain number of grammes of gold

L |

or silver. | - :
To-morrow—supposing,the Socialist state of things realised then-

—the value of commodities would be expressed in hﬂurs of labour,

But these hours themselves having been determ,ned by the-law of
~~qpply and_ demand, absolutely nothing in society would have.
been changed except the name of the measure.

The economists are guilty of tautology in saging ; An ﬂb]ect 3
worth what its value is.” -Agreed! But Ka.'_Marx commits
another tautology when, hfter having said that tne —al— of an
object is represented by the number of hours of ror: whmhr
have ‘heen required to produce. it, he is driven, in determi=~g.
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what this humber is, to say: “Labour is R'Drth what it is’
worth,” |

The fact is there arc many ~otions which afe not hUEBEl}tlhID nf
precise definition. For example, iature does not show “is, what.
matteris. Allthat it exhibits are certain bodies. DBut a.:\or Zstthese
bodies 8o different we find certain propertics which aré common %o
them all, notably 1":rll:raﬂfitv We then make an abstraction, and
fmit . v™at there is somcthing common, sothething identical in
them all, and to t]llS we give the name of matter.

Weo-6btain thus the Tollowing snccession of ideas :—

il

Bodies — Cravity—Matter,

We take a step-still further, we measure the quantity of matter
by dhe quantity of gravity-—by the weig

series, which thus becomes :—
”~

ﬁmfe'fs— Gt y—attey— 1V erght,

%;e know, however, absolutely nothing of what matter is in
.essence, .

It is equally so, s the realm of cconomics, with value.

Commerce and industry exhibit to us only one thing—com-
igoditieg.  Thegpecommoditics vgqry to infinity in their quairi=as
and utilifies “but in all their properties so multiplier and diverse
there 1s onc thing which is common to all—exchangeability.

Our minds then rise to the absolute conception of some one
thing which exists in all thines, and we call this something
“yalge,” in the ..ﬁmu way as in physics we have called * matter ”
the abstraction made from the common and aeneral pr operties of

bodies. _

Let us continue the comparison,  Suppose we want to measure
the quality %tter contained in a body by the quantity of
gravitemwrhift it—not having any means of fixing the amount to
an abscrut" degree, we confine ourselves to a comparison of one

L~y with “another, and we take an unit for the mensurption of
L * LF

- o

e complete oyp~



18. . Collectivism and Socialisn.
gravity, an unit ot wetght, viz. the weight of a centimétre cube of
water at 4° centigrades. This unit we call a gramme,

~ - We proceed in the same manmer vith value, We compare. the'
commoqyties on the market according to the property they have

) of intqrcna/:g.ging one with the other, and in order to make the
operation easy, so that the results therefrom Anay be always sus-
ceptible of comparison, we take an unit of value, called »: frane,
which determines prices, precisely as we took an unit of mﬁight' to
determine weights.  The market place, with the law of Huﬁp_ly_ and
demand, acts the part of a pair of scales,"and we have the two
parallel series :— - | |

,. :
- Dodies. (ravity. Mutier. WPeight.
Commodities, Eechangeability, Value. Price, .

T Karl Marys theory of value thus falls to the ground, and with _.
it, ¢~ we shall sce in an after chapter, the economic consequences
he derived from it with regard to the part played-by capital.



CHAITER 11.
THE TRON LAW,

WE have already made known what Lassalle calls ““the ivon law.”
It is the snpposed Iiw in virtue of which wages are stiictly
limited to the amount indispensable to tke worker in order to
]iveaud’?g- reproduce himself, without his being able, in a perma-
-nent gnd gemeral way, to raise himself above that amount, or to
sink beneath it. . | .
- 41 say, advisedly, in a permanent and general way, because, wher
one opposes & doctrine, it ts only just to present it such /q& it
really is, - | ' o
- The Socialists do not in any way deny that; at certain tinies
ang In certain places, wages may sometimes be able to rise above
“whgt is barely necessary. They admit that, tewporarily, they
- may rise abovey or may descend below, that point. The super-
abundance of hands in an industry, combined with a slackening
of the demand, may, aceording to them, cause waces to Iall even
below what Mces&ary to the worker for hig subsistence, g
they recognise, on the other hand, that the invdrse result is
oftel’ produced in consequence of an increase in ‘the demand, com-
bined with a falling off in the supply. But they think—and M.
Jules Guesde, ﬁ:'l;n has published a very interesting little book on
the sebject, tells us so very clearly-—that these are simply passing
effects which do not in any way impair the accuracy of the laws
Applied to the consideration of cconomic phenomeua extending
"over a certain time and spread over a certain area, You only
have, as it wgo; In these passing eﬁ'_ccts one of those inmumerable
series 0T oscillations which, notwithstanding the swaying move-
~Jnent f fae wdves of light or heat, for all that constitute purely
1cetilineéal rays of light and heat, -
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It is at this star dpoint we must place ourselves in order to dis-
cpss the iron law, ar1 from which I am led to attach no very great
.-impurtanue to the statistics which aré*placed before me, and whieh
always 14_:;3,1?0 a special application to cﬂrtmn limited areas, and: to
periods no 1¢ss limited. |

For instance, M. Franeis Laur put forward a little while agﬂ,-
in La Presse, certain figures from which it very E:Iearly follows
that the wages of the workers in Belgian mines have il rﬁaﬂﬁd’
sluce the last twenty years not only nﬂmmally, in money, but
actually as well, by their purchasing power3 in a word, that the
Be]gmn coal-worker ez procurc for himself to-day, with his earn-
~ngs, more articles of consumption than twenty years ag?

I take these figures of M, Irancis Laur as correct, bat I hold it
as equally certain that they will not convince a single Socialist,
I have not heard what M, Guesde has said about them, suppoging
he Eag read them at all, but I know what he would say as though
I had heard him say it. There is no doubt that he considers these
facts as purely contingent, like one of those movements of oscilla-
tion, the general cffect of which is represented by the mean resvit.
It cannot be doubted that he would not attach any Elgll]ﬁﬂﬂtlﬂll
to such figures, | "

This question of the iron law is, in fact, one of the fundamental
notions of Socialism,

~"that law is correct, we E:.hDu]Il have to writc™axer the I&bﬂur,.
world, -transfd’med into a social prison-house, the famouy line of
Dante ;— |

-

“ Lasciate ognl speranza voi chentrate,”
TN

This law says to the worker,—Give up every hope of enriching
~yowrself,  Whether you are industrious, or view work of any sort-
with loathing, whether you arc saving or spendthrift, the same -
. result will follow ; capital will absorb all socially ceegted surplus.
value, and will n::m]y leave in your hands what is indispéusanle to
keep you from dying of hunger. Even if the capitalisis wished
to act ot>erwise they wonld not have the power to do so. The
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inflexible law imposes itself upon us irrespe :;t:ive of all human
volition, unless the social DI‘%&IliEHtiDH steps !Z

"It is clear, then, that, even if these conclusions were ,most™
strongly established, it would still remain to be q\prpﬂed that
Collectivism must be necessarily superior to the syscem we hgve
now. Nor does it. necessarily follow, because a system is shown
to be bad, that another may be hetter, nor even that it may be
pﬂﬂmbftm findea better. |
. It would at least remain, as a result of these conclusiors, that
the detestation of the wage system would justify all kinds of in-
Vestlga}&pus and excuse every Utopia, |

But is the iron law truo? ~

Yeu, it %% true in a limited and cﬂntmeted sense, but it Iy
not true with the character of universality with wllmh Lasealle,
| K'ftrl Marx, and Jules Guesde invest it. ‘

- In every period,of time there is a minimum consumption, below
which no worker, and hardly any object of charity, will descend,
If we take this minimnm as the basis of the law of wages, the law
ig¢rue, and it may be said that purely detail modifications, tend-
ing either to raise wages or to reduce the price of cemmodities,
do not exert atly appreciable effect as a whole.

But the minimum consumption is not this ¢antwm of nourish-
ment, incapable of compression and extension, and neﬂeasa;_LlH

#~order that j.b-:/ worker may live and propagate. . The fancem
representing wages ¢s subject to extension and compression, and
Lassalle himself, in order to lend an appearance of plausibility to
his law, was obliged to say: “The tanfum of subsistence necessary

~in a given timeAand under eertain conditions,”

NGw, this innocent addition to the phrase overthrows the whole
edifice, and destroys the drift of the law., It .was, however,

ANECESSary, for if it had been suppr essed, the nbmurhty of the~pro-
position would have declared itself at onee,

In __tLesa gd-ys the most unfortunate worker, even the poor
wretcn who goes to the London workhouses when work is slack, is

. better lgdged and mox=e substantially nourished than were our
forefuthers, when they lived by the chase, dressed tlemselves

-

-~
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in the skins of . nimals, and sheltered themselves in natural
eaverns, : | |

Without even going back so far, e see to- day a German wnrk |
man, a .t:le]wmn or an Ttalian, content liimself with less wages than .
i Fronch workman, and in a still greater proportion, s, Chinesc
workman lives on a salar vy infinitely smaller, for equal work, than
that which an Ameriean demands. - These differences between the
minmum cnnaumptmn with which men are content, or wil “whml’i’
they have been contented in certain places and during certain
periods of time, constitute the clearest and. most absolute refuta.--
tion that can be mad? of the proposition of Lassalle.

M. Jules Guesde, a strong supporter of this pmp{:mtlg_p, fﬂrESEEE
the objection and strives to refute 1t, | ~ N

If the Troglodyte consumed less than the actual worker of
to-day, it was becausc he did less work ; working less, he used up .
his Q\gnmsatmn less, and in so doing, he lnd ie%a need to repair it. ;

The argument is a trifle hypﬂthctmal If the Trug]t}dyte Was
not employed in a manufactory, nor even at a trade, it was, at
least, necessary for him—by fishing, by the chasc, or by gatlr-
ing fruit-—to procure for himself the fish, the game, or the fruit
necessary for his sustenance. For that rcason he-had to traverse
considerable distances, periorm enormous feats of walking, and.
bring hither from ufur the game he had killed or the fruit he had
rr”fﬂemd There 1s nothing to prove that the GIM GDH]hI]EtIDl’.’tﬁ
the hutnan wear and tear required by these efforts, was less than
that which takes place to-day with the metal-worker or the miner.

Possibly it may be so, but the proof has not been adduced, and
it is a singular mode of reasoning to base gne’s argument on facts.

which have not been established, ~
M. Guesde will reply, perhaps, that neither has tha divect con-
trary to his thesis yet been proved. A

But, in these days! can he maintain that hetween (JEI‘IT.I&HE
Belgians, Italians, English, or French, such organic differences
exist as would justify the difference 1n unnsumptmftf the
workers of these diverse nations? Will he contend thac in these’
istance~ there is presented to us something analogous to what

-
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oceurs in two machines, one of which burns Yore coal than the~
other in c¢reating an equal quantum of horse-jy.wer ?

He says as much so far {3 Chinese aro concerned, and aeekﬂ
thus to explain the very low wages that suffice for theu* c}‘tﬁtence.
But here again he affirms and does not prove. o do this it
would be nccessary to show the organic and physiological differ-
ences which allow of this better adaptation of force. It would
‘nave tt"be estagblished that if the Chinese consent to work for a-
‘smaller salary, it is because their organism, as-a more perfect

-machine, permits them to produce a greater effect with a lesser
expendlture of human fuel, and to better transform chemical
action lﬁm mechanical or intellectual action, in which case thigs
peoplg wourd become the superior race destmed to overcome us
all; and it would have to be seen whether all this, on the mntrary,
isenot owing, purely and simply, to the fuct that, being less refined

‘and having more_ mhodest tastes, they content themsalves with
much less than our Kur opean or American workmen ; w hetuer, in
a word, their nferior conswmption I8 o eonsequence :::uf the greater
porfeutmn in their case of the human m: m}une or 18 nothing but
a pesult of their volition.

- But M. Guesde does not disturb hlmself with all these thmg&t.
He has need of a law, and he lays it down. In the examination
of facts he finds obstacles in his path, ecrtain phenomena which
~are at yariance/vith his law, But this fact does not stop™<im
oie minute. He makes some sort of hypothesis o explain the
dlﬂﬁlt‘blllf‘f ngents; then, having predented to us the hypothesis he
bag made as a demonstrated trnth, he goes on his way. Never-
theless, this h;puthesab—mth nhu,h strictly speaking, he may
indwlge himself, when the question concerns the Chinese, on ae-
count of the enormous distance which scparates that race from

~ our -Caugasian races—ecan it be conceded to him in Cregard to the
pecaple who inhabit Kurope?

. Where, then, has he found the orgame differences, of which he
HpeaET'Jetﬁeen the IF'rench, the Belgian, the Germ&n the Italian,
and theépanmrd? .-

At the most a]l he could say w mﬂd be that 1t is tha.,a,ctmn of
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the climate—that in warm countries. there is less need of héﬁt'—
giving foods, and that, ay a mna_pqnmwe, the Italian and the
-Spaniard require less to cat and fo drink than the Frenchman. -
This vwmlld be true on the one condition, however, that thﬂ'
Italian were cmployed in Jtaly or the Spantard in Spain.  As
soon as they both come to Paris they are placed in the same
climatic conditiong as the Parisian workman, and physi lﬁgicallj‘-
require to consume as much, If they consume *ess it is because
what the Parisian workman reccives is not the fantum strictly

meepssiry 1o snmndnin Bije and to allow For Tas veproduction. - Te
receives a sum superior to this minimum, secing that the Spaniard
and the Italian trausplanted at Paris are contented with a Ema.llnr

i~
iy

salary, and yet live, .

In the ease of the German and the Belgian the pmuf is much
more striking still.  The German inhabits a country colder than
France. It is the same with the Belgian: Bging in need of the
same Iquﬂntity of food as we do to build np ngabaihis tissues and
to produce the same quantity of useful labour, h¢ requires -more
foods of a heat-giving kind than we do, sceing he has to strugyle
against more severe seasons,  How, then, does it hayppen that~the

" Belgians and Germans maintain themselves on a’smaller amount
if, as Lassalle, Karl Marx, aud Jules Guesde affirm, the sum which
“the Parisian workman receives represents the miuimum NECESSary
t¢ s haman being in erder to live while pmducmg a certatl
amount of fmcﬂ? B

M. Guesde, in analysing the phenomenon of wages, recognises,
as we have shown, that cortain oscillations take place, that at
certain moments the remuneration of the workman may be raised
above the minimum fixed by the iron law, but that, as a set-off,
it falls below that n‘nulmum whereby an ethbuum is re-estab-
lished. | v

That the remuncration should rise above the minimum is con-
celvable, but it scems to me difficult to admit that it can ﬂh&lﬂw
it. To affirm that the salary represents an irreducible Aninimum,,
and then to declare that it sinks down lesver still, appears to me

a singuldly vicious mode of reasoning,
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Thlﬂ argument reminds me of the old stm?f‘ of the woman to
whnm the devil had pmmxsed one day to fully fccomplish the two-
wishes she might prefer. *

“ Show me the most faithful of all the lovers Mmtm;rat this
mament }” said she. |

The devil obeyed, and bmu“ht to her the pearl of love that Bhe
desired t }knﬂw

e Very well,” #he said. Then, after having well inapected this
ideal lover: * Now show me a lover more faithful still$” |
" The devil was caught, and was unable to grant-the second
wish., - |

The Socialist writer,.it is true, gets out of the difficulty in a very
“ingenioms m#hner. The minimum of necessary consumption is an
average, and does not represent a fixed quantity for all individuals.
When wages are reduced and fall below the average minimum,
there are certain nagures more robust, stronger, and more capable
of supporting lopg privations. * These alone resist In such cases ;
the weakly die, and the reduction of the pepulation has the effect
of faising wages and bringing them back to the indispensable
minwnrn. |
* Theorctically the reasoning holds™ together, but the facts are
decidedly against it, for we do not observe that the rise in wages,
following upon a heavy fall—a fall analogous to the one which
tGok place in the wages of the cotton-workers during the War ol
Secession In America—is preceded by one of those epidemics
which decimate populations, as we should expect from the ex-
planation of M. Guesde.

*Moreover, thers is an argiument to which, in my opinion, no
reply fan be made. The consumption of luxurics—and I under-
stand by this word the consumption of useless or harmful things
-"—has faken root amongst the workers. -
T do not speak of alcohol, which is perhaps more a pmsmu than a
food, hufawhich is, after all, a food, and concerning which_shere
may be 8018 equivocation. T will only speak of Lo - The
question is discussed whdkher tobacco s imn#ious or not. Sﬂme
hold that it is harmless. Ot%ﬁﬁt?;e the prm;.nunced
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- enemy of the hrman race, and there is.perhaps some amount of

» exaggeration on Lath sides ; but ng physician, no phyﬂmluglst bag’
ever pretended that tobacco i iseral, that it proservos health; that
it faci~tates the or ganie functions, or multiplies muscular power,
The least that one can say is that it is useless ; that it serves:tono
purpose ; that it is a consumption with which one can dispense. |

And, nevertheless, nearly all workmen smoke ; if they smoke it
is because they can cconomise upon the consumption tha. is userak
-and reproductive wherewithal to give themselves the luxury of
this unnecessary consumption. They would just as well, if they
wished it, be able "to put in a money-box the pence Whluh they
spend for the purchase of tobacco. In a word, they ;\ecewe more
than the tantwm which is indispensable for life, Tl Cﬂl}ﬂﬂtwlﬂtﬂ
~will reply that the use of tobacco has become a necessity, and that,
if that need disappeared, wages would decline. Such a contingsney
may be possible, and it is in-this that the iron law is true, pro-
vided that you limit its signification ; but it retnains none the less
established that the minimum consumption, wiéch the: iron law
permits, is capable of indofinite extension, and allows the worker
to create new wants for himself by means of fresh means of enjoy-
ment, and to take a laroer part every day in v.‘ha.,,t Malthus- has
called the banquet of life. '

An argument, equally convincing, is suggested by the rest whmh
’-'ﬁ:a meem give themselves wnhmut theroto being com 11"{1.
The Parisiin workman who takes a holiday on Monday after-
having done no work oun the Sunday, the. lazzarone of NaPIEﬂ-'
who fﬂrmerly struck work all the week, after having done a Emgle
day’s labour, demonstrate that the day, or the days, on which
either of them worked have been paid for beyond the 2mount
required for their maintenance. ,

~The Etﬂry is told of a traveller passing thruutrh Naples during
the reign of the Bourbons who, seeing onc of the lazzamm
stretched near the door of a palace with his head in the shade
and his feet exposed to the sun, asked the fellow héw sauch he
had earned the last time he had done apy work. )

Thelazzarone indicatéd-a-certain number of tari and betiocciy
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“But,” raid the trﬂ.veller ‘“1f }*uu ‘had wmked )ﬂll the wepk you
'wuuld have been able to procurg for yourself a pair of boots.”

«[ am not such a fool1” 1eplied the Neapolitan. ¢ I should

have becomé accustomed -to them, and it would havge been
hecessary for me to always work to obtain others when the first
pair would have be.n worn out.” -

&uch ig the iron law. A breach is made in it by the innumer-
aDle ﬂaviﬁgs banle accounts, which, in France, are opened by the
working-class, by the sums, individually small, but great as a
"whele, which that class saves and invests every year,

» M, Paul Leroy-Beaulicu points ottt—by the = war fund,” which
bhe warkrnﬂ class associations bring together in order to subsidisc
the strilkers. ®If the iron law werc true, having the inflexibility

-that Lassalle and Karl Marx—by distorting a relative truth
fornfulated by political economy—wish to attribute to it, all pro-
aress would have been impossible. The progress that has been
made, whatever gne nm}f say to the contrary, in dress, n }1011&:11‘]

- and in food, afford the most crushing criticism that one can give

~ of the iron law.

Thys we know for certain, that under given circumstances, mth
piven customs and fixed wants, there may be established a certain
minimum consumption around whicl: wages oscillate ; and there

_is no doubt that frnm this position we may start in throwing a
certain light on tfe reforms which, at the first l)ll.lb]], seem 1o
. portant, but which, made clear by that light, appear arterwards of
no valte.. But between that point and the oonclusion that this
minimum consumption must be an organic limit at once incom--
pressible and inexpansive, there yawns an abyss, and this abyss .
will heve to be bridged before the Collectivists can place the
scaffolding upon it to support all the consequences they erect on

this shifting ol .

- In reality the consumption of luxuries descends every day
lower down into the social stratd, it permeates the worker more

~and mmg creates for him new wants, and raises the so-called
necessary flinimum.

®he condition of the workman is improving. Labour is no
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luﬂg;r. that hell-on which is written, —¢ Lasciate ogni speranza ;
~.at the most.it is a purgatory frgm which, stimply by the play of
natural forces favoured by goed tegislation, one can and- should
hope ~o cscape, o



CHAPTER III.

PRODUCTIVENESS OF CATITAL—INTEREST AND PROFITS,
BESIDES tHGir erromconcerning value and the law of wages, Marx,
Lassalle, and, before thoir time, Proudhon, have committed another
error, still graver perhaps, on the produetiveness of capital.
. According to Marx, what he calls fixed capf®al, that is to say,
non-movable aa.pitﬂ:l invested in maehines, out-houses, furnaces, or
‘eapital employed in fuel or raw material, only has the right, when
the produce comes to be distributed, to be refunded the amount
sunkén, and not to any interest or any part of the net produce.
~ Capital in his eyes, :a.nd in the eyes of the Socialists in general, is
_unprnduutwe 1&122111:' alone produces, and therefore should alone
gather the harvesh

If this be true, we may ask ourselves the question, for what reason
would man have endeavourcd to create capital ¥ It is much more
simple to take one’s rest and enjoy oneself than to struggle in
order to build houses, to construct sheds, to put together machines,
to extract coal from the bowels of the earth,-and te transport the

same to placus wher~_. industry requires it.

_ The fact that man performs this labour shows, thetefore, that
such labour is useful, and that the sheds, furnaces, machines, the
fuel that sets them in motion, the purchasing in large quantities
of raw material, enable man to obtain a greater quantity of use-
values than if he had-only been able to work with his ten fingers.

Now, if they possess utility and augment the importance of the
produce, it is absolutely legitimate and quite just “that they
should first of all deduct a quota from it.

M. Paul Leroy-Beaulicu, in his work entitled Le C"m’z’rrtwmmf’,
" makes mﬂf, subject an ingenious supposition. Admitting, he
says, that tif machine ““"‘:fe a living, intelligent, conscious, and
free bling, no one would aispute its right to be remuneratsd for

29
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its efforts. Now, the situation is the same whether. the machine
is able to live, reason, struggle, and’ treat for-itself, or is only the
prolongation, so to speak, of the man who has created 1b and to.
whon.~it belongs. ‘ | '

Certain it is, however, that on a purely metaphysical queatmu
of justice one could reason forever, and heap wup ‘subtlety on
subtlety, and -sophism on -sophism. DBut in the. mc.l_\ nrdaﬁ_f;e_
have no richt to indulge in métaphysics. - _ -

What we have to consider, in all things, is the general interest,
This being so, the first question which suggests itself ig;—Is
- capital under its various forms useful? Does 1t increase produce
tion, that 18 to say, the freneml wealth ¢ H_H |

To this quastion the answer is affirmative and ui.versal. Marx
himgelf recogniscs the benefieent action of capital. He wm];es
socialise it ; but he does not want it to-be destroyed, and would,
consider a return to the system of individual production of fﬂrmer
times as & frightful retrogression, —_

Everybody being agreed on this pmul‘ we may-now put a. ﬂecnnd
questmn Capital being useful, is it well fo encourage its forma-
“tion, that is to say, is it well to stimulate saving?

Unless logic is an empty word, the affirmatiorr on the first point
carries with it an affirmation on the second. We could not con-
ceive a socicty which, judging a thing nseful ,and even lndlspens*
Eﬁ.ﬂb, would refuse to push forward its’ pruductmn, R

This bemﬂ" 80, what is the best means of stimulating the pro-
duction of capitel? Shall we remunerate it, or deny it all
remuneration 7 It would be puerile to stop to discuss a subject
so evident in itsclf. 'The best means is to remunerate it.

Seeing that justice and injustice resuit no lﬂnger g0 fal as con-
cerns the modern philosopher, from some pretended decrees of
some 1 know not what hypothetical providence, but from- the
general interest ; cverything being just which subserves the in-
terests of socioty, and everything being unjust which ténds to
~ loosen the social bouds and lead man back to p1imitivmagery ;.
then, if capital is socially useful, 1f, therefore, it is well to Btimu-

late i(3 creation, and if the means of doing =0 15 to remunera‘te it,
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it is clear that the remunecration of capital is just and legitimate,
because it is m conformity with the interests of the social body.

. Supposing capital were not ré.mmerated, who then would strive
-to cause’its production? A man would no doubt build a j ouse
to shelter his family and himself ; but he would not waste his
trnuhle in econstructing another one. *

* - All he would do at most, providing he was more skilfnl at that
'-El'i‘il'?."uf wcfi than gt any other, would be to build more houses so
as -to exchange them. But that exchange could not take place
except between persons owning certain equal values. Whoever
‘could not buy a house would be obliged to slesp unde1 the blue
‘gky, for nd” oge would consent ta lose his time in building dwell-
‘ings which he evould not inhabit himself, and could not exchange,
-and all this for the sole- pleasure of lodging somebody else in them.
e i - H, -mdeed this were done, we should no longer find ourselves
"_mthm any EGDanIG category, nor even in’a position ‘to abey the
dictates of Jllstlce Ve should be exclusively guided by frater-
nity and Lharlty Now, it is superabundantly. shown by the.
ex_amp'le of all times and of every place, that if, exceptionally and
at given moments, fraternity can accomplish great things, it i
toe exceptional and too internrittent a sentiment to enable us to
build anything upon it,

Proudhon contended that humanity, confronted during the ages
with the dilemma, #¢ Fta,termty or Death,” hasg. never ceased (v’
answer,— Death.”

There is here some exaggemtiﬂu in the picturs of mankind pre-
ferring rather to commit suicide than to help one another. But
there is, nevertheless, a substratum of truth in it, and that sub-
stratumeeonsists in the fact that, whilst fraternity may become a
considerable glement of social impulsion in certain particular
déirgumstances, it can never become the basis of a socia; cdifice.

To take up again the hypothesis which for a moment we put
“aside,—if men were prohibited .from deriving any intercst from
-capital titvvy would not build any more houses except for them- -
selves or for®those who would be able to pay them with capital,
and the greater part of the population would thus be.reducyd to-
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the extremity of living in the open air. Not Bn]y decency,
dignity, and material well-being ;mu]d thereby be affected, but
material production also.” A vic.im to the incleniencies of the
seasc 8, man would be less able to labour, and would more often
be ill ; and, finally, though paying no rent, he would be much less
wealth) than he is to-day. -

Proudhon, although the great enemy of inter t, recognised
this in a certain measure. As long, said he~ as the capitdisv
-renders a service in lending his eapital he ought to be rewardéd
for it. But, he added, if by any circumstance whatever I can do
without this capit=], there is no more need for me to pay for a
service of which T have ceased to have need. - Nothing is more just,
But Proudhon, who had pompously taken as his mctto : Destruam
et aedificabo—* T shall destroy and shall build up again,” hag, in
fact, destroyed little, and built up nothing. We hope to show
further on that the Collectivists have not done more in the way of
reconstruction, DBut we should be antlmpa,tmﬂ* in grappling here
this side of the problem, which will be thmnugnly dea.lt Wlth in
~another part of thiz work.
*  Here is a remarkable thing! Even the laws of physics themn-
selves make a-breach in the hypothesis of the urproductiveness of

the entire history of mankind utters a long reply
~1f Gﬂpltﬂ.l were unproductive and personal ciort alone produceds
all cconomy, all saving and accumulation would be impossible.
To endeavour to produce a labour equal to two, with a force equal
to one, would be to give oneself over to the sophism of the inven-
tors of perpetual motion,
1f, then, there were no productive element outside~human
labour, the worker would with great difficulty produce enough
day by day”to live upon during the morrow, although there would
be reason to ask oneself,—how did he manage to live the first day.
Man conscrves, cconomises, hoards, or capitalises because nature
from the first offered to him a gratuitous capital—fru. animals
adapted for food, or animals whose strength he wutZlised. Tt is
thank® to this capital gratuitously furnished by the earth that,
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placed in possessich of a means to produce more than he con-
sumes, he has been able to save, and augment every day by Ins
efforts the extent of this prinitive capital, and together 1i.'.lth it .
the importance of its production. .

~ Thus, until we shall have found, ag Proudhon hoped, a meana
of doing away with capital, or at any rate with the capitalist, it

will be Ism}gﬁm to remunerate the latter. -
—~"But i¢fchis renpuneration so excessive as the Collectivists pretend

it to be? Is it true that eapital is an octopus by which all the
surplus-value of a country is pumped out ¢

~ We have here a veritable phantasmagoria #hich has led astray
many mﬁdu

. Propgrly ?eakmg, capltsﬂ is an abstraction. 'The things that
ha.vé a real existence are the capitalists and the actual Eﬂ.plj:ﬂl
they emplny

What is the position of these last? Do they really get the
‘whole of the pmﬁta’ of which their capital has been the principal
productive element? This is certainly very far from being the case.

Competition obliging every capitalist to content himself with the
least possible profit, the capitalist is compelled, in order to retain
his cuetomers and the outlets for his {:Dﬂlm{}dltIEH to constantly
diniinish the selling price, that is to say, {6 leave to the consumér
the greater part of that surplus-value v.lnch is the spectre of Karl
Marx anﬂ his fﬂllﬂf;ers -

Now, the consumer is everybody, and as, in the very immense
majority of cases (I beg to be forgiven such sn incorrect &tyle ;
immense by itself would not suffice to express the extent of that

" majority), the consumer is at the same time a producer, the
greatesh part of the profits come back to the worker in an indirect
way—if not in the form of higher salaries, at least in that of usc- -
values that are more numerous and better adapted fo his wants.
M. Paul Leroy-Beaulieu, in his refutation of Collectivisim, has ad-
mirably understood this, and excellently demonstrated it.

EveryJody recognises that if, wrth the worker as with the
capitalist, there is an average skill, that very expression.indicates

that individuals are generally below or above such average.
. c- -
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Individual profits are derived, above all, —leavMhg aside accident or
chance, and what Henry George and Lassalle call fortuity,—from '

- that varicty in skill which differe..tiates individuals. And econ:
cernir’ fortuity we shall say nothing, because there is a contradic-
- tion between the theory according to which these benefits are
held to be the result of mere chance, and the theory of Karl Marx,
which makes it flow, according to a fatal law, _from the very
foundations of capitalistic society, -

A workman employed at piece-work finds out the way te pm—

duce things better and quicker than his companions. He obtains’

a higher salary thaw they ; there is- thus for him an mdwldual

profit. A manufactnrer invents, it may be, a new mactine or a-
new arrangement i the workshop, which diminishes "che ﬂmount. |

of the net cost. Even in lowering a little the price of lLis -eom-
modities, 50 as to augment the sale, he gains more than his unm-'
petitors. A profit is obtained ; a private fortune is built up.

- These private profits subsist for the work~r as well as for the
capitalist as long as the patent, if patent thGie be, has not
dropped and become public property, or as long as the method is
not discovered. Dut patents do not have a very long existence.
Trade methods ave ver y soon found out, and thus, as every com-
petitor is in possession”of the same trade. processes, the prioe of
commodities fall until the moment comes when the profits of each
arC once more brought back to the point thel were at before the
invention, +Cz the minimum which competition allows fo subsist.

If there is a syrplus-labour—to employ the expression.of the
German Socialist-—the greater part of it does not benefit the
capitalist but the whole of society, and returns to the workman
in a roundabout manner, and by that means ceases to be ﬂurplu's-
labour.” |

On the other hand, if the iron law is correct—and it is cortect
within given limits, and rather narrow ones, of time and- lucﬂhty,
taking as a basis an actual minimum consumption, which is in no
wise an absolute minimum—then the totality of taxatin weighs
down upon cupital. It is right, morcover, to recogrise that the
CollecHivists proclaim this. M. Guesde affirms it in his law of

ol
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salaries, and ; rejects; with the most profound disdain, all idea of
an smelioration of the lot of the workers by means of fiscal

reforms, J
Many, superficial minds will raise an outcry at-such an asv rtion.
They "will protest by pointing out the taxation on consumption

_ whiéh’ weighs more heavily on the poor than on the rich.
good tivist laughs at' these eriticisms on our fiscal

;Eutem. if 1t i true, in fact, that, at cach period—and T tako

fhere the economic truth, instead of taking the crroncoya affirma-
tion of Socialism-—manuers, customs, the progress Uf,/ ort have
created a minimum consumption below whi* sor’ Wdividuals
will consent to descend in order to economise—a, P ation which
will be fhe seurce of saving—but below which minioum, or more *
correctly, below the salary which represents it, no one” will con-
sent to work, it necessarily follows that the worker eannot partici- -
pate in the public burdens, At most, the extent of these burdens
weighs down upon fiim in preventing the minimum consumption
from being raised as quickly as it would be withonut them, But
that is « general effect which the taxes determine, whatever may
be their character and assessment. |

- Tf a tax is imposed on' articles of primary necessity, salaries go
up in proportion, and, in the last mml}*sisf 1t 18 the capitalist who
pays. 1t by way of repercussion,

~If the tax is edllected directly from capital or from income,

salaries go down, and the worker receives a sum minus what, in
the eohtrary hypothesis, represented the tax. - In both cases he
18 able, with what he reccives, to procure for himself the same
quantity of necessary objects, and as it is this, and not the amount
of morey given to him in payment of his work, wherein consists
his real salary, one may say that the wage-winner is only very little
affected by the assessment of the tax. The mequality of that
assessment 18 very appreciable amongast capitalists. Of two
shareholders living exclusively on their dividends one will be
more affected than the other by a bad division of the public
“burdens, afld may legitimately protest against the taxes which are
imposed on various modes of consumption. But the wd.ker is
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here protected by what amount of truth there is in the iron law,
Doubtless he can be affected if the« public burdens b :come heavy
encugh to fetter industry, because in that case the :social life ig
injuré ; but up to that point it holds good tl'm.t_,l“‘,ﬂ.'ghatever
character the tax may assume, it is, in its integrity, taken froom the
-R1£c-ﬁ{s of capital. In the last case itself, it is not the charac ter of
thétax, but solely its general quantitative nnpﬂrtan.co\}-ueh “may,
in other respects, affect the worker. And it is proper to add thalt
if in recenising this truth we yet consider it as subjeet to cart&uf‘-
limitatic  “n its eftects, these effects ought to be considered as -
absolute— this ™ what M. Jules Guesde does—by the Sucmha 8
who profess  at the aw of wages is truly an iron law,

In France, actually 12 per eccent. of the total Trnduﬂ_tinn 18
absorbed every year by the public expenses, and this reduces in a
large proportion the surplus-value of capital. M. Jules Guesde has
endeavoured to determine the proportion of what he calls surplus- -
labonr, He reasons in this way: the raw riaterials amount to
4,941,000,000 francs, fuel to 191 millions, and Eurplus—value to
1,994 millions. Of these 1,994 millions, 980 are distributed in
salaries, and 1 milliard 14 millions would represent profits,
He thence draws the conclusion that, in an average day of 12
hours, there are 5 hours 44 minutes of paid labour, and 6 hours
6 minutea of surplus-labour, which would giv ¢, 8§ an average, for
each v.mkm 691 franes of unpald labour per aunum. B

It is pla,lu that all this galaxy of figures is altogether built up
on the idea that capital is unproductive, that labour alone pro-

duces, and consequently that all the produce should return to it. -

It is amply established that this coneception is false ; but if it
were true, to examine the figures of M, Guesde would svrffice to
demonstrate their incorrectness. |

How does the French Socialist establish his figures about
gurplus-value? DBy differentiating the sale price from the net cost
of the objects obtained by industry., Though, whilst he takes a
gale price which is exact, he takes a net cost which is erroneous,
and thus throws back into the profit account whal ought to

-~ .
ficure ia the general expenscs.

A
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M. Guesde, 1n fact, only makes the raw materials and the fuel
figure in the general expenses. A bettor economist than he—Karl
Marx—reckoned amongst these expenses the maintenance and pay-
ing off of the machines, which become worn out in the ccurse of
their work, and uan%i‘m{; be repaired or replaced by their own act
And these last expens-s, of which M. Guesde does not take.-any
- acgount, ,.ar"‘:" the “ouly ones. There are also the expenses of
commission, brofe o¢, Insurances, correspondence, travelling, de-
preciation, bad Alcbts, bankruptcies, expenses which would all
bring down Mfie real profits from 1,994 millions to a figure of three,
four or

4e hundred millions at the most,

M. Paul &eroy-Beaulien, from whom we borrow the figures of
J ules Gtiesde and their refutation, gives, besides, a proof more pre-
‘cigely to the poiut than all those which can be derived from the
most subtle reasoning. This proof consists in the figures, compul-
sorily published every year, 1ehtwe to the management of publie
companies, ~

At Fives-Lille, for example, from 18b0 tJ 1883—a period of
great activity—the company distributed 720,000 francs to the
shareholders, on which the Revenue levied ahuut one tenth. There
remained, therefore, to the sharcholders, nrmbering 24 000, hardly
660,000 francs to divide amongst themselves or nearly 2760 per
share. Cor -

“The works employed, in the conrse of the years 1880-1883, from
five to six thousand workmen. If you divide the profit—that is,
ﬁiﬂ,ﬂiﬁﬂ—by the smallest of these figures, 5,000, you find that this
profit corresponds not to 691 francs for each workman, but to 132
francs ; the two last figures arc wide apart,

'1‘&k& another. example : in the year 1381 the 20,701 workmen
employed in the coal mines in the Department du Nord received
23,529,406 francs in wages, whilst the sharcholders had enly
9,751,914 francs to divide amongst themsclves, or, rather, 133
francs per annum for cach worker, instead of 691, and this, too,
without mghing allowance for the 10 per cent. deducted by the
Revenue, which would bring back the figure to 120. M._ Leroy-
Beaulieu quotes, with regard to this point, the following considera-
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tions of M. I'Ingénieur Pernolot w hmh, with his permmawn, we shall
quote in our turh :— -

“The 20,701 workmen in question have had to n'we, in 1881,
at the rate, at most, of 300 working days per arnnum and
per workman, 6,210,300 days' work, which were paid 20,549,406
francs, that is to say 3-306 francs per diem on the average for the
different categories of workers. On the other hm"‘""‘"‘-ﬂ\z,'Tnl 914
francs, pakd to the sharcholders as the reward of capltal carr&apﬂnd
to 0-443 francs for each working day, that is to say, the total coal.
mining exploitation in the Department du Nord may-he considered
as having cmployed 20,701 workers of all kinds, who, ré 1ving on
an average 330 frances cach working day, would h‘W{L devﬂted o
that amount, 0-443 franes to the ereation, luulmmtmn mally.enance,
rencwing, and management of everything which constitutes the
industry in question, all which things ave risky at the beginning,
unproductive for a long time, sometimes rninons, but always neces.
sary to insurc to the population living on that industry the regu-
larity and the sccurity of their existence.” |

These figures are perhaps optimistic because; taking into account
the salaries and benefits distributed under the form of dividend.
they say nothing eithér-of the reserve funds, or of the percentages
distributed to the managers, all which are equally taken from the
geperal produce, and leave to the protit propenly so called, accord-
mg to these figures, 1440, a larger part than M, Pernolet s
cribes to it. It none the less remaing that the profit, even if one
considers it as alsCrbiug the totality of that sum, only Lepresents
13-40 per cent. instead of representing 10350 per cent., which is
the proportion we should have to deduce from the calculatmns of
M. Guesde.

This, too, is not all; this surplus-value, already so reduced, which
goas to the capitalist; suffers other reductions still, One of thelé
reductions 1s duc to risk. What! risk? the Collectivists will say.
And they will revive the declamatory utterances of Lassalle on
contingencies, chance, and fortuity. >

But yet, risk, besides the very legitimate part it plﬂ.}ﬂ in ﬂumety'
in stimulating production and progress—a subject to which we
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shall have to.recur—deserves also to be congidercd as one of the
clements of the problem wh™ one I8 caleulating the toll levied
by capital on the total production of a country.

In the Utopian idea of socialised production thero wo .1d be,
according to the years, mcreasc oOr diminution of produce ; but
never would there be either gains or losses in the ordinary accep-
tation wp askeeh to these words. Therefore there would never be
any risk, .

" But in our mode of production all capitalists do not become
rich. Social capital, doubtless, gocs on ceaselessly inereasing, but
much private capital is destroyed and annihilited.

Hence if follows that one arrives ut a.falge estimate from a
generak point of view, though a correct one in regard to such and
such particular case, when, from the profits of one capitalist, one
endeavours—as, moreover, we have just done in reference to Fives-

" Lille and the coal mines in the Nord—to deduce the proportion

of Eurplﬁs-fﬂ.lup deducted annually by capital.

" Mr. A,.in causing his workmen to labour twelve hours, becomes
rch. Just so. But Mr X, his neighbour, although imposing the-
same amount of labour on his men, becomes ruined.

*.If, then, at the end of the ycar, one wished to form an account
of the degrec of social accumulation o capital, it would be need-
ful, after havirig added up all the surpius-values produced by

Messieuss A, B, C, . 1 . cte, to diminish the total by all
the minug-values resulting [rom the industrial disasters of
Messieurs X, Y, Z, cte. ' ' - -

I this statistical labour could be done we should perceive'that,
as a result of those risks which the Collectivists never speak of,
the totnl amound levied by capital does not approach the pre-
portion it assumes in the inflamed imagination of the Socialists. -
~ Doubtless there will be incquality between the capitalist who
will have sunken, and he who willhave prospered, without there ever
being the power to eliminate the clement of chance in these effects.
Without dounbt it will be permissible for the 1‘ui11ed.'éapit-alist to
bemoan over what - he, too, will call the anarchy of competition,

" But when one considers the workman and the probleia of the
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distribution of riches between labour and capital, these individual
nequalities between the capitalists~become of no interest, for the

~ workman has only to concern himsclf rcasonably with one thing,
vez, w. at falls on the whole, soclally speaking, to the ‘total social
capital, and Le has only to take such a matter into account in order
%o arrive at a more cxact computation of this quantum,

‘On this head, then, we find a new diminution—ana which, it is
_true, we cannot estimate, but which, for all that, is 10t less cartain—
“of the quota acerning to caprtal in production. If, then, we have

just now charged M. Pernolet with making out a better case than it
really is for labour,nd doing injustice to capital in not taking
into account the reserve funds and pereentages of thg managers,
we find, as a set-off to that error, a counterbalancd whish out-
weighs 1f, when, instead of taking into consideration a private
industry, we consider the whole of the national industry, "In
reality, M. Pernolet only calculated the profits in a prosperous
industry, and said nothing of those which, duling the same time,
have sunk, R

Are we at the end of all these abatements?

Not yet. |

Outside what one may call the general expenses of consumption,

to which the taxes are acvoted, a society is called upon to create
for itself a reserve fund. N -

A limited company which would realise no reserve funds wou

be rapidly reduced to disaster and bankruptey. It would be the
same, & fortiors, with society at large. Tt is necesgsary to foresee
the bad years, and the harvests rendered msufficient by circum-
stances independent of human action. These reserve funds to-
day fall upon capital. Karl Marx himself confesses it 1~ -~

* Moreover,” he says, “ we must not forget that a part of the

actual surplus-value, that which is devoted to the formation of o
fund of reserve and accumulation, would be reckoned then (in &
Soclalist state) as a nceessary labour,”? |

But this reserve fund may be more or loss extended, and the

interest of mankind requires that it should be much extended.

" 1 Karl Marx. Capital (French Edition), p. 228,

T

—
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It may be limited to the provisions indispeﬁsa.ble to pay off the
existing capital and to ward off"a possible deficit of production in
“bad years. |

But it may also be extended to mew capitals destined % im-
prove the fields, hitherto unexploited, of human activity, whether
these fields are found in the human faculties, or whether, like un-
cultivated lapdssor unexplored continents, they are yet to be
fertilised.

It is towards that work of universal enfranchisement, and en-
largement of the sphero in which mankind moves, that, at the
present time, the greater part of the profits of Sapital is employed,
after deducting taxes and a fund for future eventualities,

*This ~expense would be quite necessarily incurred, under
pain of ruin, In & Socialistic socicty ; and onc of the criticisms wo
shall oppose to that socicty will certainly be the difficulty of
taking those expenses into calculation to the required degree,
The Marsists, therefore, cannot consider, as one of the imperfec-
tions of the society in which we arc moving, the accumulation
which provides for society. .

The only reproach that they may formulate to-day, and on
which. discussion % truly possible, would, therefore, be relative to

that portion of the social produce which serves for the personal

consumption of the gapitalists. ,

-4 to that amount, we have just scen to what_point it is
diminighed by all the deductions to which it ia‘subjec'ted, and we
have Fhe right to ask if it does not almost exclusively represent
the labour of the capitalist, for—saving the objections of the
Colléctivists—the capitalist works, and bis work is certainly not
the least productive. |

The labour he eoxerts is a labour of organisation, of direction,
ardl superintendence, the influence of which, on the Course of the
wndertakings confided to his care, is altogether decisive—decisive
to such a degree that one may lay down the aphorism : what the
man is:worth who directs so much is worth the business.

To determine the most advantagcous conditions of labour ; to
have the mind always on the watch to surprise, sc to speak, in

-



42 - Collectivism and Socralism.

- . -

their flight, all the new dmcoverms to inform oneself ﬂufﬁmently
well of the state of business so "is to buy the raw materials in
good condition ; to know how to create outlets for oneself without
rault.plying beyond measure the advertisements and their cost—
.these are the masterly qualities which play a'decisive part in the
suceess or the reverse of the things that one undertakes.

Thercfore, place face to face two sclfsame “adustries ata.rted
with equal capital.” Suppose that the wmkmen, the. englneera
and overseers are cqually active and capable in both ; the one will
fully succeed and will yield profits, while the ﬂther will perish.
The only cause of that difference will be in the directors of the
two businesses : the one will rise to the level of his *ask, and’ tha
other will be inferior. -7

If, moreover, the case were otherwise ; if it sutficed, in nrder to
become w ealthy to make workmen ]a,bmu beyond the time
necessary to reconstitute what is indispensable to their life) and to
pocket the produce of this surplus-labour, the “thing would be
easy, the first comer would feel himself equal to it, and all
mdustries would prosper.

In the middle ages, at the period of the corvée, things took
place in this manuer, . The lord had some lands which the serf
tilled gratuitously three days a weck, and the produce of which
belonged to the master. The lord, at that=eriod, could not be
ruined, or #t most he could not be so by the non-suceess of iz
industry.  The manufacturer to-day may not only be rumed but
incurs ruin in a Yery great number of cases, for the undertakmga-
which drop, or which live from day to day, much exceed in: num-
ber those to which a full success 39 reserved,  That is one of the
strongest and most conclusive answers to present to the pretended
evidenees preferred by the Collectivists concerning what they call

sarplus-value, or the modern corvée.
_ - In the event of ruin, where, then, is the surplus-value? Not
only has there not been accumulatmn because of the unpaid efforts
of the worker, but the total capital hag been annibilated in con-
- sequence of an 1mperfect ‘management ; and in this cage, the labour
of the capitalist has been not only unpaid but rainous.
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And yet the non-success does not depend always upon the fauit
of the capitalist. If one may” in fact, explain many failures by
his lack of skill or his incapacity—in which case, his work having
been useless, it is natural that he should not have been rem.uner-
ated—it often happens that the disaster is due to accidental
canses, of which he is simply the vietim. Who, then, despite
theae rigkg of lﬂﬂﬁ\lﬁ’mlld rive his capital, his time, his labour, and
submit himself to that state of mental tension which springs from
incessant anxieties, if he had not, at least, the hope of a favour-
able risk, and if there did not thence result a beneficent stlmula-'
tion? = - -
| Will it bg objected that, with public compaunies,- the rile of
worker avhich the capitalist performed as a small master- dis-
appears in part, secing that the mere sharcholders do nothing but
pﬂcl;et the profit of the undertaking? .

Firs® of all, the shareholders have furnished their capital which
proves productive ; fhey run all the risks of the concern ; they have
taken upon themselves the trouble of economising instead of .ex-
pending their fortune, aud having saved it, they have exposed it
to certain risks instead of keeping it as an unproductive treasure.
This gives to thtm incoutestable rights to a part of the profits
which would not have been made withon{ then.

In the second phace, it is right to observe that the capitalist
who directs and carries on an active business %s infinitely better
rewarded than the mere sharcholder who has confined himself to
invesf his money. The managers have percen*ages, the directors
double percentages and often salarics, without taking into account
that they are most frequently the largest sharcholders,

There is this also to consider, that, in many cases, the mere
shareholders in ouc enterprise are working in a secoud enter-
ise, in which perhaps they will find, simply as shatcholders,
the directors or the workmen who, in the first- undertaking,
confine themselves to having some shares, We have in this a
chassé- ﬂ-rmsd which, as we shall see later on, is multiplied 1n
prﬂpurtmn as the shareholding companies demncmhse capital. ‘

It remains none the less certain, for all that, thas many
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capitalists, shareholders, or annuitants live exclusively on the pro-
duce of their dividends or of thlir aunuities. It is an evil, no
dl'.lllbt In this sense, that these individuals are unutilised forces ;
but tuis is not a social injustice, because their capital is the source
_of more wealth than they themselves consurne.

It is right to add that, the statu guo being pretty nearly im-
possible, these capitalists either increase their £ rtune or become
ruined. In the first case they effect savings, and these being
essentially usefal, require from them an act of labour; not that
one truly can admit the so-called labour of self-denial of the
cconomists, but because the putting out and preservation of the
money saved necessitates an effort. - |

As to those who are ruined, a part of their capital passes, into
other hands ; and if the other part is destroyed, this loss is largely
compensated by the enormous excess 6f produetion, which is ﬂwmg
to sound speculation, ¢

The number of idlers tends, moreover, to become less from day
to day, in consequence of the constant rise in all values and of the
lﬂweriﬁg of the rate of interest which ensues. It results from this
decline that one needs to-day a considerable fortune to be able to
live without working, and that the persons with such fortunes are
rare.

Aund then, nobody has the presumption *o put forward the
capitalistic mociet§ as perfect. Far from that! It leads itslf,
certainly, to the most justifiable criticismns. But the question is
whether the state Areamed by the disciples of Marx and Lassalle
would not lend itsclf to much graver criticisms, and whether it
would not be still more imperfect. :

For, in this as in everything, in consequence of the imperfection
of human nature, we are reduced to seck not after the absolute
good, which “does not exist, but after the least evil, '

But it 1s time to turn back to the capitalist really worthy of
the name, to the man who directs and works, and who, by his
direction, his labour, impresses some value upon his rdustry.

Thig man, even in the eyes of Socialists who are the most ab-
solute in their doctrines, has the right to put forward a claim to a

_IH'
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part of the profits exactly representing, at the least, the effort

- expended by him. a

‘What shall that part be? .

If the Marxist school confined itself within the narrow” and
absolute principle of the equality of payment; if, ignoring the
quality of the work, it only took into account the number of hours

‘during which each one bad laboured, the manager of a manufac-
~ toryswould not be able, legitimately, to ask for a higher salary,

according to such a theory, than the humblest of his hands.

But the doctrine of the German Socialist is much broader, much
more human, much more scientific. It takes~into account the
quality ad"well as the quantity of the effort; it admits of simple

labour ayd cﬁmplicuted labour ; not being able to measure the

 wear ‘and tear of the organs, it has recourse, in fine, to supply
~and demand for the determination of the mutual relationship of

the various kinds of labour. :

If this is so, we may lay it down, as a general rule at least,
that the portion of the produce consumed by the capitalist does
not appreciably exceed what the management would cost under
Socialist conditions. |

I say the produce consumed, and not the produce converted
into cash and stored up, ‘ ~

It is evident, in fagt that the portion of aurplus-value which is
a.ccumulated instead of being lost in consumption, iz employed, as
we have a]ready demonstrated, in certain generally useful works,
and for which it would be neccessary to provide as well . a
Collectivist society as under the present conditions,

Here, it will be employed to construct a line of railway or to
dig a canal ; there, by mechanical exporiments and the creation of
new machines, it will exploit some discovery ; elsewhere, it will
plape virgin tracts under cultivation, or, as in the ag.o romano,
will perhaps render once more fit for Lultwa,tmn an exhatsted soil ;
somewhere else, it will facilitate schemes f; calnmaatlﬂn and open
out new continents to civilisation.

All these ~orks are not only useful but necessary. No ’s/o’mal
state would be worthy to detain for one minute the attent.on of

-~
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men whmh would acknowled ze Itself 1ncap~a,ble of perfﬂrmmg
them. ~ | |

If-then, by hypotliesis, the capitalist submitted. himself to the
régince of his workmen, expended no more than they for his per-

sonal consuwmption, and confined himself to accumulate capital in
" view of these works of universal utility, no one, even from amongst
the most prejudiced, would be able to hold thig accumulation on
his part to be a crime. ’ | |

One can only raise agamst him a single accusation: that of
consuming beyond what hig labour is worth—an accusation which,
however, falls to the ground on the principle of the productive-
ness of capital; but it is well to make thé remark “that the
relative,-if not the absolute, amount deducted by capital tends
every day to decreasc in consequence of this very accumulation,
which, rendering capitalist and capital more abundant, makes the
price of the latter go down. In this muanner the so-called
capitalist society carries within itself the "lements of its own
amendment, without it being necessary to overturn everything to
cause an effect which will be produced alone by the simple opera-
tion of economic forces,

It is of importance here to point out a contradiction on the
part of the Socialists,

_They contend-—as we have seen in mmlyamw their theories—
that the acgumulation of capital has the msult of breaking up the
small capitalists to the profit of the great, of throwing every day
a greater number.of human beings into the ranks of the prolstariat,
and of admitting to the function of management a constantly de-
creasing number of people.

This view is false, and M. Paul Leroy-Beaulieu has emphatically -
established that it is so in his refutation of Collectivism, by show-

ipg that thC number of small fortunes is infinitely greater tian’
that of the large ones, and tends to increase instead of diminishing.

But sve shall not herc enter into that discussion, which is ex-
hausted, and shall confine ourselves to placing Collectivism in a
dilebama, without detaining ourseives any longer witl. the demon-
strativns of M. Leroy-Beaulicu, |

e
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‘Either your view is c_nrrect, we shall say to them, or it is false.
If it is false—which is our absolite conviction —then, by that fact
alone, one of the most powerful arguments on which Marx has
supported his system falls to the ground. Let ns cxumine, mlan-
while, what would have been the conclusions, if it were true, that
would be properly drawn from it,

The more the number of the capitalists will become diminished,
~the mare allo will 1heir personal consumption diminish,

It is not a question here, be it understood, of that special con-
sumption which consists in making collections, in piling up works
. of art, in buying the productions of moedern artista—a consumption
_ which conftitutes an outlay of public utility, If the capitalists
ceaged any longer doing this, the State would have to do it—it
even ques 5o already in part-—and this wonld only be a modification
in the book-keeping of society. Whon we speak of the consump-
tion proper-of the capitalist, we mean the part of social production
which he swallows up- and causes, in reality, to disappear, for his
existence and personal pleasurcs. And we repeat that, thus con-
ceived, the total consumption by the capitalist is all the smaller,
as the number of those exercising that social function ig less con-
siderable, . '
Two hundred persons, each possessing ~ fortune of a million

francs, will certainly expend infinitely more than ane person a.lane
possessing two hundred millions. N

" If then, 1t were correct that capital is becoming concentrated
in a coptinually diminishing number of hands; if it were true
that it tended to become owned by some unit, the whole Socialistic
argument wonld fall to pieces. The day on which, .in fact, its
limit would have been attained, the consumption of the capitalist—
his eivi}l list—would be considered as a grain of sand in the ocean in
proportion to the common production. It would no longer sensibly
affgct wages in an appreciable manner susceptible of being repre-
sented in money having currency, however small may be the coin.
The capitalist would no longer accumulate, except to fulfil a
function ﬁ'hiﬁ, if he ceased to exist, the Statc would have” to

- discharge in his stead and place., In fact, and under another
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form, the natural evolution of goclety would have brought about the
.Collectivism dreamed of by the Marxist school : all salaried under
one~ direction,  Only, this direction would fall to the lot of one
individual instead of devolving upon the State; though this in-.
. dividual would acquire such a power that he would very soon be-
come the State. Collectivism would be realised without revolution.

The State, it is true, would be a despotic Atate; but, on the
other hand, the Socialists are not decided as to the nature i the”
State which will be proper to their new society. Schiffle expressly
says that one cannot affirm that the representative system will be
perpetuated in Ccllectivist society.

In any case, and supposing that Collectivism wished to replace,
by a represcntative form, the form of authoritative gavernment
sprung from the very logic of things, a simple, political revolution,
similar to all those through which we have passed, wounld suffice
to achieve that end, and cne would not have to trouble oneself
about any social upheaval. | -

If, then, the mirage of permanent concentration, such as it
presents itself to the Socialist imagination, is an objective reality,
there is nothing for the Collectivity to do but to go to sleep and to
let things alone. Collectivism will come by itzelf, and we should
only fettef* its devel.pment by laws protective of labour: 1
hecomes necessary to uphold the laisser-fuire, laisser-passer doctrine
in all its rrour. _ ~

If, on the other side, this mirage is only a mirage ; if, thanks to
trading companies of all kinds, to the spirit of economy which
often animates the small, and to the spirit of digdipation which
animates, on the contrary, so many of the great when they have
not beew the architects of their fortune ; if, thanks to all those
different conditions which one may further assist by laws pro-
tective of labour, and, in a certain measurs, by fiscal Mws
limiting the excessive accumulation of riches in the same
hands ; if, we say, capital, far from becoming centralised, manifests
an ﬂppnslte tendency, a tendency to become decentralised—as wo
sha'l strive, in the conclusion of this work, ¢o show s the case—
the gloomy picture which Karl Marx presents of our capitalist
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'ﬂuuiet};, compared by him almost to a prison, is overcharged. We
have certainly no right to hepe for vquality of conditions and
absolute happiness—they are not compatible with the natw'e of
‘man—but we may hope for a daily incroasing moralidution,
through the constant increasc in the number of those who par-
ticipate in the direct Dencfits of property, and throngh the
advantages whmlklesult from the general angmentation of riches -.
for mon-pPoperty owners themselves, if only on account of the
benefits which they obtain from the common expenditure, of
which they enjoy on the same title and to the same degree as the
possessors of capital. -

We arfive tlms to this alternative ; eithér capital aceumulates
more ang more in the same hands, fmd in that case Collectivism is
laying its foundations by itself without there being any necessity to
work towards its realisation ; one even can only hinder the move-

“ment by seeking to hurry it on; or the social amelioration sought

for 18 being produeed by the fact of the diffusion of private
property, and in this case to push forward to Collectivism would
be to go against: the stream of the natural ‘movement to which
mankind obeys.

This argument ecould not be confuted unless one attacked the
accumulation of capital in itself, instead®of finding fault solely
with its personal consumption by those who own it; or unless t];e
dewand. were made on soclety to cease putting amdcn{m}r reserve
funds with a view to ulterior productions and capitalisations, or
unless .society were required to distribute the.whole, or, at all
events, a muolr larger proportion of the fraction of the annual
surplus-value which to-day is capitalised.

This 1ast result would be reached in a Socialist state, either by
not giving higher wages than those of to-day, but dimiunishing the
duation of the day’s work, or by maintaining the actCal duration
of.the day’s work, but augmenting the salary in proportion to the
whole amount now annually saved in order to be of service for
fresh production.

If the on® or the other of these practices were to prevy/l, it
would be a downright catastrophe for human society.

D =»
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Now, such a solution would very pmbably hr:lpthll ‘the systeni
of reserve funds, we may reasonably suppose, would disappear as
sooiras, instead of being stimulated by personal interest, that
S'rstem would have personul interest arrayed against it.

Ve shall draw, later on, {from this probability of the suppres-
Hiﬂl’l, or of a very gre&b diminution, of saving in a Collectivist
society, one of the most powerful objections that may possibly be
mvoked against Cullentixihm an objection wnich, in dﬂfa.uit of
arguments, the Collectivists are either obliged to pass over in
sillence, or to refute by sentimental reasons which are mthnut
scientific value, |



‘ | CHAPTER 1V.

TIIE LAW OF TOIPULATIOXN.

. AT

" EVEI< one knﬂw; the famous law of population laid down by
~ Malthus. ‘ |

Malthus established, relying upon the inercase of the population
in the United States, that the human specice tends to increase
much- mof®- quickly than the means of subsistence, and that, if an

~act of the human will does not stép in to restran that natuml
law, misery is inevitable amongst meu.

In*a book already old, I have myself developed that theory with
the greater part of the coramentaries and absurd or criminal com-
binations to which tifit theory has given birth m some brains, 1
shall not recur to that thesis here.

The law of Malthus is really nothing but the more general law

- of natural selection, and of strugele for life, on which Darwin has
based his whole system. Applied to animals and to plants, it is
rigorously true, and it-is the sole cond®™ion of transformation
and of evolution for all living beings other than man. A

_ An excesg of individuals of a given species comes int™ the world,
The %oil does not offer enough subsistence for all. It is necossary
that the overplus should disappear. From thence,4he death of some
of these individuals cusues. The more robust,the stronger,the more
cunning, the better adapted to the surroundings alone survive,
~ As, moreover, those alon¢. dre reprodueed who live, and as the
offspring resemble the parcnts, the qualities of these latter—those
que ities which causcd them to escape from death-—bicome fixed
in their descendants, who thereby find themsclves fortified, per-
fected, and endowed with 3 more compléte adaptation to the
conditions ungder which they will have in theit turn to be evolved.

Such, thefl, is the universal law. It applies to man 9/ to

animals so far as natural tendency goes, and it produces all its
o1 -



-

52 Collectivisme and Soctalism.

~ : ' . T

offects as soou as the social conditions are of a nature to eliminate
voluntary forethought.

I” on the contrary, rcsponsibility is manifested, and if man
reflects, an act of hig will steps in to counteract the blind tenﬂenﬂy
within him, and the law of population ceases to be madifest. The
slight increase in the number of the inhabitants of some countries,
amongst which, in the first rank, it is meet to~place France, iz a
manifest proof of the power which his intelligence .and his-will—
which latter is nothing, in this case, but a resultant of the former
—vive man in order to wipe out the consequences of a law which,
left to itself, would make misery an organic fatality against which
all projects of reformn would break themselves to pieges,

This law, nevertheless, is of prime importance, and it-is always
necessary to take it into account. It isnot, in fact, by regulations
or ‘even by persuasion, that one can fight against .a tendency
natural to the human race. It is by an act individual, spon-
taneous, and self-conscious with each of us,"but not self-conscious
with the collective mass, Consequently, in order that the moral
and physical restraints—to speak the langnage of the English
philosopher—might cease to show themselves, and {for the
physiological tendeney to reassert itself, it weuld be sufficiens to
modify the social condg.tions and wipe out the feeling of responsi-
Fility from whence the above restraints proceed.

The E}\'.H.-;Tlplﬂ of North Americn, in regard to this, 18 convineing,
The easy maintenance of existence had there suppressed all effort
of the individue? with the view of limiting his progeny,-and the
population for a century has doubled there every twenty-five years.

Since then, that enormons increase scems to have suffered some
abatement, and in certain parts of the Union, in New England
notably, the old Anglo-Saxon population has bicome almost as
Aittle prolific as that of France. The cause of this is-evidentyy in
the general conditions of life, which have changed and. generated
" the personal and voluntary effort which had not had, up till then,
the opportunity of manifesting itself. -~

vhe law of population is not an economic law. Iv is an organic
law. But it becomes an economic law in consequence of this fact,

g
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that the economic surroundings react upon it and attenuate or
precipitate its effects, It is for that reason that cconomists con-
cern themselves with it more, perhaps, than naturalists, anc™that
one has not, scientifically speaking, the right, when proposing
social reforms, to do so without having inquired, first of all, what
“consequences these reforms would be likely to have on the
development of the population.
" Ty Socialists have always been excveised by the law of popula-
tion. Some have confined themselves to ignoring it and to expect,
probably from Providence, a decree that might interrupt its action.

Others, like Fourier, have contended that the system of social
organisation Jauded by them would have the effect of naturally
limiting $he population outside all intervention of personal will,
Unhappily, the proof of that affirination has not been made, and
they have contented themsclves with a hypothesis which, in a
matter so grave, could not be suflicient to mankind.

But since, under fae pen of Lassalle or of Karl Marx, Soctalism
has adopted a scientific method, the law of Malthus becomes an
increaéing embarrassment to it.

The iron law of Lassalle is nothing else than the law of popula-
tion reproduced mder a new form.

It is clear, in fact, that if the increasins of the population were
0111}" restrained by the failure of the means of subsistence, if all
-excgss of production due to labour and human g nius ought
fatally to have the result of bringing into the world a number of
new péople proportionate to the new resources produced, wages
would never be able to rise above what is strictly necessary to the
worker in order to live. The human species would be condemned
to roll an eternal rock of Sisyphus without hope of redemption.

But if this vere so, it would, indecd, be useless to search in
¢ lectivism or elsewhere for a remedy for evils, The organic
fatality of which would be established.,

It follows that the Collectivist-Socialists find themselves placed
in an awkward alternative for their ideas!.

Either thoy abandon the iron law, and then their system h#3 no
longer any basis, for,the principal basis of Collectivism is the pre-

. { . : ' -




54 Collectivism and Socialism.

" | i R
tendéd demonstration that,outside of it,no amelioration of the lot of
the workers is possible—and that demﬂnstl ation is obtained by the
lrﬂnr" aw-—or they maintain the iron law, and, in that case, Collee-
tivism loses still more completely its bams seeing that man is -

crushed by an universal and irresistible la.w which takes no wccﬂunt
of the action of the will. |

Marx has perfectly understood this. He l}as also Eit-lWEI‘l to "
evade the difficulty by establishing that the law of pupula*“ on is
not an organic law but rather an economic law, the principal -
cause whereof lies in the capitalistic organisation of society.

The economists~ have repeated very often that there always
existed a rclation between national production and Jofulation, a
relation which is not ahsolute, any more than the law of wages, but
which must manifest itself under given circamstancesand conditions.

I the production augments sufficiently so that, without descend-
ing below the minimum individual consumption at the time, in-
deed even raising this minimum, the inhabitants of a country can
Increase in number, this increase takes. place. 'The excess of
labour which this development of production causes has, in fact,
the consequence of bringing about a demand for labour higher
than the offer made on the market: Wages go up and population
with them. * But this ®ry angmentation of the population brings
apout a movement of reaction in wages which, in its turn, causes
a decline ofzhe population, or at least stays its Increasp, . & .

According to.XKarl Marx these are nought but errors and
sophisms, and ovey-population is due, not to the fact that, st some
periods, the workers become too prolific, but to the general con-
ditions of machinery, The truth, as he thinks, would be this—
when the crises are over and the perfods of industrial prosperity
return, capital needs workmen in numbers sufficiont to answ er to
the needs ot production. | .

In such times, attracted by seductive offers, the workmen
abound ; they quit the fields,—from whence, moreover, machinery
expels them, at least in England,—in order to rush-towards the
- marufacturing towns where the abundance of the démand causes

a rise of wages on the labour market. “Very soon, however, this
"

-
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:bé'q,tea. The superabundant products of Industry eCuse a
plethora, and come into collision with the cessation in the con-
sumption, which refuses to absorb them. 1t then be{;g}me?f\quite
necessary for industry itself to limit its flight. The small‘ aanu-
facturers are ruined, bankrupteies are piled up, and the great
capitalists alone remain whilst considerably restricting their pro=
duction. The demaund for labour diminighes, salaries go down,
and=an enormous mass of labourers are harled into the ranks of
the unemployed, living only upon public charity, reduced, con-
sequently, to the last oxtromities of misery, and suffering in their
dignity as mien as much, perhaps, as they do by the imperfoct
satisfacfon of their wants,

It is these workmen, discharsed and without work, which Karl
Mafx calls the reserve army of capital. This reserve army, he
8aYs, 1s n'eceasary to capital,  Suppress it, and all resumption of
business becomes impossible.  And so capital strives to keep it up.
During the cotton evisis, which coincided with the War of Sccession
in the United States, the Iinglish eapitalists made great efforts to
prevent the emigration of their fellow-countrymen of the workin e
class. What wonld lLave bocome of their factories, had they
allowed that emieration to take place, when the termination of
hostilities in America allowed the cotton, to flow once.again to the
English m#nufactories and furnished them with the epportunity
for a new and formidable flight | And as, withowt there bBeing
af}y wars, the industrial crises are reprodunced about gvery ten
years, with a tendency even to the shortening of these periods,
the existence of the rescrve Army 1is necessary; that is to say,
the surplus population iy intimately bound up with the actual
form of society, and is rot reluted in any fashion to the number
of children which are born in working-class familios.

" The crises follow too near each nthm.', adds Mars~ for events to
-bappen in the way that the bourgeois economists suppose. A
period of prosperity does not last long enough to allow a supple-
mentary generation to be born and to grow up; and the factorjes
which, wlen activity revives, require an immediate EWH,I'mT of
hands, would not be able to wait during the ten, twelve, or twénty

fever
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years necessary for the production of a generation ok workmen.

The period of crisis wounld happen before the men had the time to
see t} o light and to develop. -
Th.re is, certainly, sone amount of truth in this analysis ; but
it errs, above all, by its generalisation, Marx witnessed great
“crises, industrial quasi-cataclysms like that which coincided with
the Secession War in America. He wrote and lived in England,
where landed property, regulated by aristocratic and anti-ecorsmio
laws, allows of some effeets which are not realised in other coun-

tries. Fmally, he was o contemporary of the most anarchical.

epoch in machiner~; and from the transitory contingent facts
which he saw, he thought he was able to infer a gencral law,
Thercin consisted his error. i

He points out, therefore, the w i}tkmen flocking towards ' the
manufacturing towns at the time when work 1s resumed. .But,
as for these workmen, where do they come from? From the
conntry districts, he tells us.  Quite so! DBrt then the country
ounght to be short of hands, and the workmen will be welcoms if
they return there at the time of manaflacturing criges. "No!
replies Murx, for the reagon that, in agriculture, hands are replaced
by machinery when o further step-ig not taken »nd the lands are

left uncultivated in order-to securc fine hunting for the lords who

possess then, |
Fer fectly &~ in Ingland! DBut in France, Germany, and Ita}y

machinery Is not yet seriously employed in agriculture. Property
18 too divided for that. Much less are lands left uncultivated.

If England, in regard to this matter, finds itself, by virtue of 'itg-

succession laws, in a particular and exceptional situation, one
may advise her to modify these laws without drawing conclusions,

from what takes place there, for the cutire world. - .

Moreover, ~ven 1 England the observations of Karl Marx ars .

much exaggoerated, and the close study of the facts demonstrates,

-

on the contrary, that the periods of coforced idleness are more’

and more diminishing, a “ormul equilibrium tending mﬂre gvery
day to become established.
M. Paul Leroy-Beaulicu, in his work on Uullectlvlsn;t, frum which

s
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we have nade numerous drafts, provides a most-conclusive proof

of this, wiz. that the number of paupers reliecved in England

and Wales—that is to say, the industrial army of reserve: —has

oone on diminishing in very large proportions from 1849 to 1883,

which was the nearcst year to that in which his book appeared.
The picture presented by M. Paul Leroy-Beaulien is worth j

37

while being reproduced :— |
NUMBER OF TAUPERS RELIEVED.

"

' I
|Alle-bodied| Other | gy, Population of Eng-,
Year, Adults, Paupers. I Lotal, Jund anud Walua.g
e | ——— [ [ ——
1849 | 201,644 732,775 934,419 17,564,000
1850 151,159 | 730,384 020), 343 17,773,324 .
1851 154,525 706,368 860,893 17,082,849
- 1852 137,318 697,106 §3.4,42.4 18,193,206
1853 126,220 | 672,602 708,822 18,404,368
1854 136,277 (82,060 518,337 18,616,310
1853 144,500, | 706,869 831,369 18,820,000
1856 152,174 725,593 877,767 10,042,412
1857 139,130 704,676 843,806 10,250,416
1858 166,604 | 741,082 908, 136 19,471,293
1859 137,418 723,052 | 800,470 19,686,701
1860 136,761 714,250 . 851,020, 19,902,713
1861 150,526 750,897 - 800,423 920,119,314
- 1862 167,646 - | 778,020 046,166 2(), 352,140
1863- | 253,490 849,125 1,142,624 20,590,356
1864 | 86,750 22,5630 1,104,259 (0,834,496
1865 | 170,136 801,297 971,433 21,085,138 ~
1866 | 149,320 771,024 920,344 21,372,864
- 1867 | 158,308 | 799,565 958,173 21,603,286
1868 185,630 | 8548,344 1,033,974 21,882,059
1869 183,162 850,387 1,304,549 92,164,847
18707 1 194,080 887,302 1,079,391 29 457,766 ‘
1871 - 189,539 802,087 1,081,920 22,760,359
1872 153,753 | 523,911 077,604 23,067,835 °
1873 | 127,697 750,648 887,345 03,236,414
1874 114,324 1 714,997 {20,281 23,648,604
1875 . 117,208 700,308 §15,587 23,444,439
I 1876 07,065 | 652,528 740,543 94,244,010
1877 02,806 | 633,544 728,350 24,544,309 -
, 1878 97,927 644,770 742,703 24,854,397
1879 118,933 | 681,403 ' 800,426 23,165,336
1880 126,228 | 711,712 §37,940 05,480,161
1881 111,360 | 691,957 03,16 26,055,406
1882 |7 106,280 | 691,334 707,614 26,406,520
1883 105,357 693,839 799,296 26,762,974
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TYus, as one 'ma}r see by inspecting this curious G:,icun?ent, 1f
we except the years between 1863 to 1871, during which the
effec 3 of the American War, that is to say, of an extra-eponomie
phetiomenon, made themselves felt, the number of paupers relieved
went on diminishing from 1849 to 1883 Loth in & relative and in
an absolute manner.

S0 that, whilst in 1849 the number of paupers relieved, adults
and able to work, was 201,644, and the total niumber of paupers
was 034,419 for a population of 17,564,000 inhabitants, in 1883
the number of those relicved in the frst category was no more
than 105,357, or ~n absolute diminution of 99,287 ; that of the
total relieved had fallen to 799,296 for a population of 23,762,974 .
imbabitants, or an absolute diminution of 184,123,

From the relative point of view—-the only one of importarice—
the decrease of the proportion of the number of relieved patipers
to the population is still more considerable, having regard to the
increase of the population which, from 21 m#lions of inhabitants, .
~ had risen to the number of 27 millions. )

In 1849 tho proportion between the number of adult able-
bodied paupers and that of the population had reached I1 per
thousand, and that of the total number of peapers relieved -53
per thousand. T 1883 the first of tliese proportiong fell to 3-9
per thousand, and the second to 29 per thousand, or"a diminution -
of two-third” for the paupers in the first category, and of nearly a_
half for the whole. Tt isright to add that the year 1883 was a year
of depression and jndustrial crises, consequently, one of those years
in which the reserve army of capital ought to have been formed,

In Paris we have fewer means of mformation, because the poor
law does not exist in France. Nevertheless, the figures furnished
by the Assistance pullique give some valuable indications. It
was estimated that in 1813 there was 1 indigent person at Pu.ris
for 569 people, and in 1818, 1 for 808. Tho much more precise
figures of the censuses which have taken place since have given

the following results ;—- -

1529 1 indigent person for 1302 inhabitants, -
1841 ., , 1330,
. 1850 ' ' 1938 .9
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1856 1 indigent person for 1659 inhabitants,

1863 s o 1604
1864 1 13 1616 1y
1866 1% N ) ]T]'E 1

But, it is said, machines replace a considerable number of hands ;
~and although the new capital, the formation of which they deter-a
mine, may have as its conseqnence a demand for labour, they have,
none the* loss, some deplorably disturbing effects, On the one
hand, in fact, it is rare that the new demand is able to reach the
number of the workers nnemployed, in consequence of the intro-
duction of machinery in the branch in which they worked; further,
when ewen equilibrium happens to be established, it requires a
sufficiently long time, during which misery does not wait.

Even here the picture is overdrawn ; and Karl Marx, when say-
mgsin his work that, without machines, it would actually need
200,000,000 workers to suffice for the actual production of Creat
Britain, takes upon himself to answer his own objection.  Machines
have had, above all, the effeet of placing within the reach of
everybody products which formerly were only within the reach of
some ; and, if they have given rise tu a passing inconvenience,
they have engénc}_ﬂred some lasting bencfits,

Further, these effects of passing inconvenience have not always
been so sudden, so absolute as one would suppose from the read-
ing of Das Kapital. Thus, M. Panl Levoy-Beauliey. quotes s¢ne
figures concerning the substitution of steam navigation to naviga-
tion by sailing vessels, which show that, in that industry at least,
the evil has not been great. Thesc arc the figires :—

SAILING VESSELS,

_— — - - —_— - - — o o — -

- :

.Years. 1 Number. Tonnage, E;?EE:'I
1877 17,101 4,138,149 123,563
1878 16,704 ' 4,070,008 i 120,085
1879 16,449 3,818,672 115,177
1530 16,183 3,750,442 108,668

1 . 1881 15,223 . 3,569,108 102,498
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STEAM VESSELS. \
L | | Seamen
_| Years. Number, Tonnage. | employed.
1877 3,218 1,977,489 72,999
1578 ! 3,390 2,160,026 75,830
IN70 + 3,580 2,331,157 | 78,371
LIRS0 1 3,789 2504135 | 84,304
1881 4,038 - 2,021,785 00,405

—_—— . f o e me = == ama - ——

These years represent those in which, in consequence of the in-
vention of a new machine admitting of a great economy in fuel,
steam Imvi'gntimn has most inereased, |

Now, if we add up, for 1877 and 1881, the total number of
scamen cmployed in the two kinds of navigation, we shall find
these figures — " '_

o

| Yoars PRanmen employed Seamen employed Total of the
cars. | in Steam Vessels, | in Sailing Vessels. | Seamen employed.
1877 123,503 ; 72,909 106,562 ;
1881 102,195 i 90,405 192 903 !

That is to say, in five years a dimination of 30639 secamen on a
total of 1967362, or of 1'8 per thousand ; a diminution which,
clearly, is hardly apprecinble.

It is right to agmit that the transformation has not been so
easy in other industries. .But it must also be agreed that the
pheﬁdmf}tm which Karl Marx observed were those of the substitu-
tion of macliines for mannal labour, To-day that crisis is almost
- passed away, and what takes place, and will continwz to take place,
is the replacng of less perfect machines by more perfected ones,

In this latter case—as M. Paul Leroy-Beaulien would rightly
~have us observe—capital, instead of menacing the worker, exercises
an nndoubted protection ”n his favour. -

The capital incorporated in the old machines, whilst defending
itself against the mew, defends at the same time. the workers

o
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‘whom 1t gmploys. A stock of toolsis costly. When a Thanu-

facturer has made the outlay, and furnished himself with jmple-
ments, it would be a mistake to believe that when a new dis¢ svery
steps in he will throw aside all his materials, unless such con-
siderable improvements are made—and such improvements are
rarely found—that in consenting to struggle against them he
would begome ruined. He will wait, before he replaces them by
something new, till his implements are no longer of any use, or
till he has been refunded for his original outlay ; and during this
time, ordinarily rather long, his workmen will have the time to
turn themselves round. The transitions thvs become infinitely
less appfciable than when the first machine had to struggle WIth |
the handworker. |

In short, machines lower the net cost of commodities and -
multiply ¢pnsumption ; and if there has been terrible crises at the
beginning, now that modern capitalism? is established and follows
‘its normal course, fhere are the greatest chances that, in the
future, the increase of consumption, corresponding to future im-
provements, may lead to the employmeut of a number of workers -
equal to, or even greater than, the number of hands which indus-
trial progress wild have economised.

“ Machinery even preseuts, from the pﬁlllt of view of enforced
idleness, an "useful influence which every unprejudiced mind,_ is
. bound to acknowledge, . al o

Formerly, the workman had a special trade, This trade
required a Iong apprenticeship, and he was not able to change hig
employment, If the fashion happened to produce a suspension of
production in the industry which employed him, he was deprived
of all resources, and could~only place his hopes in a return of the
c?ﬂtﬁma whichyhad fled. |

To-day—Karl Marx rccognises it, and makes ~one of his
prievances against modern industry out of it—thanks to machinery,
the workman can more easily pass f=om one trade to another. If
the new fgshion drives him out of thé occupation in which he
gained his livelihood, he may find employment in the trade which,

1 Of, in'M. Naquei’s own words, *la grande industrie.”
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thanls to the favour it meets with from the publie, rq‘"*r..,,g_nee_d of
an inerease of hands. -

Suf true is this, that when. one studies the effects of thﬂ dead
80a801, one perceives that 1t 1s the workmen in the small indus-
tries, and those who work at home, whom it affects most severely.

The large manufacturers have such an interest in not allowing.
their machinery to deteriorate for want of use that they often
work at a loss rather than close their factories.

In the greater number of cases, if a crisis ocours, they diminish
their production,but do not stop it; they make their men work fewer
hours, but continueto give them work to do, and «if the workman
finds his resources reduced, at least heis not totally doprive@of them.

The reserve army of capital is, therefore, one of the phantoms
which inhabit the mind of the German Socialist ; and if it is true
that there are, and always will be, crises and suspensiong of labour,
it is false that modern capitalism has the effect of multiplying
those events and enlarging their extent. - |

Be that as it may, however, it remains none the less established

that the absolute figure at which the population stands at a given
moment is Intimately bound up with the amount of the means of
snbsistence.  As M. Courcelles-Lencuil has mathematically forma-
lated it,—this figure isequal to the sum of the aggregate income
of ssociety, minus the sum of inequalities of constmption and
divided by fthe minimum consumption.” If we call P the
necessary amount of population, ¢ the sum of the aggregate
income, z that of the inequalities of individual consumstion,
and ¢ the minimum consumption, the result may be represented
by this algebraical formula :—

F

(1 = T -

—_—T e
-—_—

C

This law, eombined with what is called the law of rent—in v"iltue
of which an additional degree of production, necessitated by an in-
crease of the number of the ceasumers, costs more labour than the
preceding degree of prod~etion had cost for an equal auantity of
products—weould lead to the terrible conclusions of Mﬂlthus

- These conclusions would be certainly cxcessive,
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On the ufhand, the law of rent, such as Ricardo had formu?ted

it s anything but demonstrated. Machinery, in multiplying In
1 enormons measure the power of labour, has neutralises. its
effects.  On tho other hand, as we have sad before, it cannée be
doubted that the human will intervencs and acts as a powerful
"lever-on the rapidity with which population mercases. We have
already'fmind ihe demonstration of this in the nearly stationary’
- position of the French population, and we may also oive as a proof
the persistent angmentation, in spite of all arguments, of the
minimum of individual consumption.
- Phe argument of Karl Marx has an appearancsof accuracy when
we only céhsider the duration of a period when industry is fourish-
ing, and when one compares that period with the crisis which
follows it.  DBut that does not in any manner prevent the effects
pointed out by the economists from being equally true.

It is incontestable that, in moments of prosperity, the worker 18
nore témpted to propagate and, living a more abundant life, i3 In
a better position to prescrve the life of the children he engenders.
These children will not become workers till later on; they wiil not
play any part in the movement of increased prosperity to which
they owed their bisth ; but for all that they will have been born,
and will none the less have lived. -

It is none tBe less incontestable that, during the periods of noy.-
gmployment and of misery, the worker will havo less children, or,
"if he has as many, they will die In consequence of privations—which
will finally lead to the same result, -

It remains, then, perfectly established that the population ab-
golutely follows the industrial movement, and that the number of
the inhabitants of a countr= inereases when, athwart the oscilla-
tiﬂn’i of prospepity and of crises, the total production of that
country increases. ~ -

The Collectivists, therelore, would commit a gross error if they
imagined that their master had solved=the antinomy of population;
and we shall_ have the opportunity of seemMg further on that this
formidable problem would be one of the stumbling-blocks of Col-
lectivism, and certainly not the least,

-



CHAPTER V.
THE PRIMITIVE ACCUMULATION,

OxE of the fundamental chapters of Karl Marx is that relatwﬂ to
the primitive accusnulation. |

In order that a surplus-value may exist, 1t i8 ’:ultngether
necessary that, as an esscutial prelimiuary, there may be the
capital which will have caused it. '

If this capital exists, one can discuss what right it has to take
to itself a poxtion of the surplus-value, or even the surplus-value
entirely; but it must first of all be shown to exist; and its possessor,
in the most favourable hypothesis, will only have the right—even
if eapital is recognised as productive—to his share of the products,
if he is, morcover, legitimately in possession of the primitive
accumulation, : | - )

As for this primitive_accumulation, where does it dbme from ?
From the labour of the man who owns it, or fror1 that of his
ancestors : ~such, without hesitation, is the reply of the econo-
mists. And they present the picture of the laborious worker who
labours and sav cs, whilst others, idle or pr uchga.l labour little, or
waste the fruit of their labour,

Karl Marx rises up with vigour against this conception, whmh
he considers as a mevre & priori. He coutends that these are purely
imaginative views, and that it is enough to open an historical
hook to shaw that things took place differently, In fact, accord-
mg to him, the accumulation goes back very- far. The first
accumulations of capital, in- antiquity, were consﬁtutedﬁ by war,
by rapine, by reducing eonquered peoples into slavery, and by the
exploitation of slaves.

Afterwards, things have followed their COUrse ; new Epnhatmuﬂ
62 .
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“haveTolloyad ?he old, and it was amidst these violeuces thet the
Modern world saw the light. - "

Karl Marx devotes some very long explanations to the d; mon-
stration of this historical truth-—a trath, the evidence of which iz
such that he might have avoided advancing the proof ; an afirma-
tion on that point would have amply sufficed,

" But thlB 18 mot the question we have to GDHB}dEI‘ but the
fD]lﬂWlllg —

Let us suppose that, without changing the social organisation, we
make a tabule rase of all that exists ; that,—without destroying
the principle of private property, but with the=ole end of causing
the injuftice that marks its origin to disappear,—we decree a
general sharing of all the actual values (note, that this hypothesis
has absolutely nothing to do with the Collectivist solution, which
13 quite different) in order to allow human evolution to begin
again on the basis of cconomic liberty and property, outside all
robbery and all spoKation, Very well; if this hypothesis eould
be realised, the society of to-day, by the means, purely ideal up till
now, which has been the subject of the idyll sung by the econo-
mists, would be reconstitnted before half a century had passed
away. - s . *

The ardour for labour, the mtelligencg and economy of some,
the idleness, Zvant of intelligence, and prodigality of others, would
soon give room for a new accumulation of eapital on one side, and
for the bringing into existence of a class of paupers and wage-
winners on the other, One thing alone would be found modi-
fied, and pcrhaps even less so than one thiuks, on account of the
aptitudes determined by the excreise of functions: the personnel
composing the one and the~ther category.,

This requires~no demonstration, so absolute is its evidence.
Those, however, who would not be convineed by th*s, T would
advise to read the works of M. Paul Leroy-Beaulieu and of M. de
Laveleye, the last named, moreover, ®cing very favourable to the
Collectivist idea. They will see there that our hypothesis hag
béen Teriﬁed and 18 verified every day. Communities have

exmted in the world. There exist some still; the Russian neir,
E
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the S,.iviss- alimend, the Japanese desse. Now, m’ allad esc‘* com-
munities, and deapite'the‘precautinnﬂ which are taken Lo oppope
pers( 1al appropriation, that appropriation goes on in spite of
evers one, by virtuc of an irresistible tendency of mankind, and
without spoliation and viclence entering into the matter as: all,

What would it be if precautions were not taken to impede .this
natural evelution !

But if such is the case—and this fact can no more be Guestioned
than the affirmations of Marx on the primitive accumulation—we
may reason as if the idyll of the economists were correet in fact.
 Seeing that, without spoliation, without violence, without de-
ceptive exploitation, the capitalist society would be constituted of
itsolf, the arguments which it is sought to erect on ancient
viplence lose all their value. This violence no Iungef proves that
these abuses were the essential cause of the form which Bociety
has taken, and which society would have spontanecusly taken
~without them.  Vielence is nothing more than a historical accident,
and only demonstrates that, in many cases perhaps, the actual
possessors are not those who would have been so, if things had
occurred naturally, and without any intervention of foree,

But if this is all that oue ¢ wn conclude from the erndition un-
fulded by Karl Marx in 1[”‘1*{11{1 to the primitive accumulation, the
idca could scarcely enier the mind of any one to prnduce an
universal overturning with the view, not of cres iting 8 new society
absolutely different from ours, but ouly to simply repair ﬂ‘ﬂmé‘
itemg of individual injustice. |

And the question may still be asked whether one would not
create more injustice, in acting in this manner, than one would
repair. | _ |

In the time of Julius Cwsar, the Romans came into Gaul and
took possegsion of a picce of land which belonged to some G aul,
Ic was a regrettable act of conquest. But two thousand years have
clapsed since then. The property has probably been taken again
from the descedants of the Romians by the barbarians. Since
then, how many times has it changed hands? No one knowa.
What a number of purchasers in good faith between the primitive

—
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conqulror gmd the actual landlord! What an amount of money
ernended n that land, by its successive possessors, during twenty -
centuries, to maintain its value! One may Wager that, if it’ vere
sold at this moment, its sale price would not even represen? the
total capital which it had swallowed up, its value at the time of
Juling Cesar not entering as any clement of its actual value, which ™
is of fresh formation. And one would dispossess the man who
dpwns it to-day, not in order to make restitution to the unknown
descendant of the Gaul despoiled by Cemsar’s soldiers, but. to let
it -dévnlve, in the course of distribution, on some citizen or other
who would have absolutely no right to it! Such an idea is not
worth diweussing.

_Let people overturn the social conditions if tliey believe, with
the Collectivists, that they can substitute for those conditions
something better! But if one docs not believe this to be possible,
it would be criminal to upset everything in order to change
nothing but the pegsonal functions excrcised by different indi-
viduals. In truth, society is in no deeree interested in the fact
that some one owus in preference to some other. This is a matter
absolutely dcs?;itute of Importance. What Interests society are
the institutions on,which ownership is based, and also—in an order
of things founded on property—its {}111} interest 1s that one may
always know~who is the true owner. 1t’is for that reason that,
with the object of avoiding perpetual litigation, and in order that
everything may not be constantly called in question to the
prejudice of all, prescriptive laws have been promulgated, In-
tended to put a limit to the claims which mignt arise even out -
of recent usurpations,—when these elnims arc not hrought forward
within a certain time,—thege laws arc indispensable.  Are we not
Etlll better justified in invoking them when the que%tmn in dispute
18 &.umety as a whole ! -

-M, Paul Leroy-Beaulicu even makes the judicious observation
in regard to this point, that, if the_right of the present holder
were not recognised, there would no longer be security for human
a.ggregatinn%——-cammunea or nations.”

Some little commune in Champagne, or in the Department of
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Herault, is rich, owing to the vines it cultivates. Ca the other

hand, some other communc in the Department of Aveyron is pcr,

and its inhabitants arc fed on rye. By what right do the inhabi-
tan™s of the frst commune own a fertile s0il, whilst those of the.

second possess only an ungrateful soil? 1f the faot of occupying
this soil for centuries does not constitute a right, the Aveyronais
may legitimately claim their part in Champagne or Herault.

And what is true of a commune is equally so of a people.

France, Italy, and Spain enjoy possession of fertile lands and ofa

favoured climate. Why should the moujiks of Arkangel be de-

prived of these, and condemned to live in almost eternal ice? If

an indefinitely continued possession is not equal to a title, France

has no legitimate argument to put forward against the claims of -

the Pomeranians, or even of the Persiaus and Kurds!

There is no medium here: ecither prescription for all, or”pre-
scription for none; either sceurity for individuals, or nsecurity

for nations ; cither the maintenance of civilisation or the return
“to barbarism, |

Of course no onc can draw from these considerations the con-
clusion that soctety has not the right to modify itself, if it deems
it useful and possirle. Societics have always- the right of sub-
mitting. themselves to the modifications,—whatever may be the
degree of importance of these latter,—in which theyfind, or think
they have found, some advantages.

But the right which modern Society possesses to transform
itself cannot, in any case, be grounded on the eriticism on primitive
acenmulation.  This criticism is g hors-dl’eenvre in the work of
Marx, which would tuke nothing away from the value of his other
arguments 1f these were convincing~ but which adds ‘to them
absolutely no additional force. - ~

Marx’s criticism only proves that mon have passed through an

epoch of barbarism before reaching the actual period of civilisa-

tion ; and it would be & bad means of improving the latter for
Soclalism *o bring back-barbarism— Dby destroying, under pretext
‘of sacial justice, the results acquired—in order simply to begin
social evolution over agaip. '

-
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~Either I"i’e attacks of Kar]l Marx ngainst capitalism hold rm}d
—and, in that case, Collectivism- is benefieent and possible, If
this be trus, it is neccssary to go forward in the dircction of CQllec-
tivism, Or clse, as we think we have shown, the attacks of Karl
Marx are efroneous, and, morc than that—as we shall endeavour
to show—Collectivism would be impossible, or, at the very least,
disastréusr If this bo the ecase, we must be satisfied with. the
situation which the ages have created for us, and we must not seek
to recommence social evolution because some abuses of power
were committed thousands of years ago; but we must confine our-
selves to bringing -forward improv Dmeut% Lere and there, to the
present state of things, which may curtail what amount of oppres-
sion there still remains, in order to lead socicty to confer every
day, to an always increacing number of individuals, a larger
measurc of” liberty, dignity, and happiness,




BOOK TIL

An Analytical and Selentific Criticism of .Cﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ:ﬂiﬂﬂh

CHAPTER 1,

B A GENERAL sTRrRvVEY.

L

Our critical examination of the doctrine of I{grl Marx is cunclﬁded.
‘We have shown that the theor y of value adopted by the German
Socialist is errongous, and that his theory of surplus-value and of
the “robbery” committed by the capitalist on the worker rosts
on a series of sophisms. We have established that his considera-
tions on what he calls the primitive accumulation are.a mere fiors-
d’'eeuvre, which confers no strength on his argument~ T inally, we
have placed beyond doubt that the population question exists by
itsel, that it has not awaited the so-called capitalist society of " to-

- day in order to manifest itself, that it has forced ijtself on the

attention of meil in all times, and that it even seized a more
'dm}ﬂeruus hold on mankind in the ancient world than is the case
- at the present time; that man was eyen more completely subject-
to it when the law Df rent existed in full force than to-day, when,
by the invention of machinery, which is improved every huur
human genius has placed it within hounds.: %

But all this does not hinder the society of to-day,—like, mm:'ewer
all societies which have preceded it, though in an infinitely smaller
degree, despite the fantustic affirmations of the Socialists,—from
being the mother of injustice, misery; ‘and death ; and anxjety as
to the 1mpmvementa to bring forward to remedy | thm injustice and. |

: 70
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roigery resnains none the less the noblest pre-occupation thnt can
absorb the human mind, '

Wo have just asserted that injustice and misery, hm\ruver;gi"ent :
they still may be, arc less serious than in the ages past. Karl
‘Marx: energetically contests this. It is true he doos not urge &
return towards the past. Ie cven considers that what exists at
the present time is a necessary stage in the evolution of mankind.
But men, the workman above all, appear to him as having been
less exploited, as having been more happy, during the feudal
period, under the guarantce of the medireval Trades-Guilds, than

-

they arg to-day. |

« In thisg, perhaps, consigts his clumsiest error.

" No doubt the small masters in the towns, who had-the mono-
paly of labour, and - who,~beneath the feudal 1Drd,f,éan3tituted 80
many embryonic capitalists, were better protected than the exist-
ing workmen against cxcessive labour to-day and want of -employ-
ment to-morrow. | | |

But to draw from that fact a general conclusion, one must
“gtematically close one’s eyes to the speetacle of mankind as a
R e, as presented by those sad times. |
X 'ﬂnmpltﬁnﬂ of what he enlls the reserve army of capital,
to say, of the loss of cmploymenst, which falls upon a great |
. of workers in times of industrial crises. And he forgets
in the Past, this army was not a reserve but a permanent
ay. Tt consisted of all the men to whom the right to labour |

Jwaﬂ_fefused, and who extended their fleshless hands at the gates
of the monasterics, as, to-day, the men out of work extend theirs fo
the administrators of the Assistance publique ‘in France, and to
those who dispense relien under the poor law in England. DBut
“here is this difference, and & great one, that to-day the lack of
employment is temporary, whilst*then it was porpetual.  ~

" o exalt the past, and to undervalue the present, we must also
torbear to look upon the spectacle which agriculture offered, in
the midat of the wars, the incursions“of armed force, and the de-
predations of all kind, and we must forget to take into account the

frightful ﬂitusstjnm of the peasants, Ta be convinced of this we .
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have only to refer to the magnificent and eloquent pages which
Michelet has written on the lut of the husbandmen in those agf:s
of Zemi-barbarism; We shall read there the description of thoge
subt{rranean places in which the workers in the fields were obliged
to lnde themselves, their beasts and their harvests, to avoid the
" robberies, the murders, the numberless acts of violence which they

had unceasingly to suffer on the -part of the marauders, the

“great compagnies,” the foreign invaders, and even from the

soldiers of the king. The corvée tock from them half of their

time, and snch was the iusecurity that it never permitted them to
énjoy with repose the product of the other half.

No! Our times are not inferior to past epochs ; and much more
In agreement with the reality of things than the lamentations of
Karl Marx, or of M. de Laveleye, is the passage of the historian
Macaulay :— "

“Those who compare the age on which their lot has fallen with
a golden age which exists only iu their imagination may talk of
degeneracy and decay ; but no man who is correctly informed ag
to the past will be disposed to take a morose or desmonding vler
of the present.” ! ’

The undeniable fuct™ that the minimum persoral cﬂpsun}"‘
has increased is the most catcoorical answer that can be ¢
to the morose views of the greater part of the leleﬁtwmm
present society, -

Because it is superior to the past, the present is, neverthe.
not perfect ; far from-it! And we cannot too much encowrag

- those who are in search of fruitful improvements,

It remaing to be examined whether the socialisation of the in-
struments of labour—to talk the Marxis® language—wonld mean
progress or retrogression ; whether it would better the lot of marf,
or, on the contrary, w hethm it would not have the result of makmﬂr |
it worse., | | _ ]

Be it remarked, that to put the quegtimn thus does not imply
the denial ol the right of sacicty to effect the transfermation
dreamed of by Karl Marx and by his disciples, if that transforma-

1 Macaulay, Hist. of England, -
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tlnn%mwpnaaibly raise by one degree the spirit of justiceamay
c.nse misery to recede, and may augment the sum of human
happiuess). It "only implies an inguiry whether the nleﬁus
proposed are of a nature to lead to the end aimed at, ana are
not rather of a nature to lead to an inverse result.

"Against the right of socicty to chango its form, even so radically
as we haye already had the occasion to recognise, there cannot
be raised the least doubt. |

. Property is not,—as philosophers and cven some legisla-
tors have contended,—a natural right; it is essentially a social
right. - Socicty created it; and socicty would®have the right to
destroy it. |
- According to localitics, manners, and epochs, the social con-
ventiony which men have established have been the most unequal,
the most dissimilar, the most opposite.

e

¢ La loi ’un peuple était chez 'autre peuple un crime.”

Such_wfe the words which Victor Hugo puts into the mouth of
,,eﬁ’éﬁhumanity ~f the future concerning mankind in the present or
“ the past. Communism played its part among the Incas before the

conquest of America, and in Paraguay after the conquest ; col-

lective pmpei‘ty still exists at Java; itAs found in the Russian
mer, and remnants of it are pomted out in the allmends of
. Switzerland. ~ | |

. Elsewhere,—for instance among the Arabs and other nomadie

people§,—property, without on that account disapnearing; and with-

out Communism being established, acquires a collective character,
and does not become fixed or individualised.

 With us, on the contrary, property takes an absolutely individu-

alistic character, and this character is even carried to extreme

limits ; all which does not prevent the State, wha it deems
it “useful, from intervening and forcing upon the property-owneérs
laws restrictive of their liberty, as is the case, for instance, with
the expropriations on account of public vility. Sometimes these
legal obligations appear almost in contradiction with the prineiple
‘of property itself. Of that we have an example with our neigh-
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- beur” across the chanuel in the Land Act, by which tke Bi‘i_tigh
Government intervened between the landlord and the Irish farmer,
and .assumed the power of lowering farm rents againgy the wish
of the owner of the soil. | S
Individual property, in the modern eivilised world, is, therefore,
like all the other forins of appropriation which have existed, & social
fact. If men have established it,—even though this was effected
by virtue of a natural evolution, and in no wize under the domina--
tion of a preconceived idea, the laws not having intervened til} ™
later on in order to fix the custom,—it is because men have, or
believed they have, found an advantage in it. - As soop as their
~way of looking at things should change, nothing could, judicially. ,
speaking, interfere with the new decisions whick they would think
prﬁper to form in order to change the ssciul state. - -
At most, all they would be bound to do would be to tuke into
account the habits contracted, and proceed with due precautions
in the act of transformation, - o
And yet this necessity would not be forced upon them execept
from a practical point of view, and in order toavoid the overs
violent shocks which would run the risk of preventing the
reform from succeeding. As to the right, it is absolute, even in
regard to what 1s most “ovelutionary in these measures, and it is
laughable for people in such a matter to talk of spoliation.
Spoliation exists when, in a settled state of soctety, a man igde-. .
spoiled of what he possesses by virtue of laws which are allowed to
“subsist, and which are professedly held in respect. Confiscation,
for instance, is robbery. But when you lay hands on the edifice,
and change the state of things, it .cannot any longer be a gquestion
. of Epﬂliﬂ.ﬁtﬁm; but of total change in what exists.
- The feudal lords were not despoiled because-fendalism ‘was
Eﬁppressﬂdr The French Church was not despoiled when its pro-
perty was taken away and replaced by stipends provided for by
the natiopal budget ; neither will the same Church be despoiled
when, by decreasing tls taxes by the amount which the main-
tenance of the various religions cost, and by granting the citizens
the-right of association so that thoy may freely eome forward to

T
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gupport #he expenses of their scct, all the churches shall be sep.ruted -
from the State ; the slave owners were not despoiled when slazery
was ﬂuppfsessed althongh an isolated planter in the Southavould
have been entitled to say that he was robbed if his slaves had
been. confiscated, and slavery allowed to.subsist; a king is not -
despoiled because a country proclaims the Republic, but he is
despoiled -if the power is given to an usurper. .
 Society hag the undoubted, absolute right of completely trans-
forming itself. This right cannot therefore be denied to the
revolutionary Socialists, subject, however, to g two-fold condition,
vi2. thah they shall bring to mankind something better than that
‘which it possesses, and that the great majority of men shall be con-
vinged of the righteousness of the new principles, and shall accept
the transformation required by them. ludeed, one could not, in
any degree, allow a factious mivority, taking foreible possession of
poiver, to use violence in order to force upon any country whatever
a social overturning. which that country would not require,

- However, such a danger is not to be feared, because if a
government £y minority can be forced upon us, and san lagt while
it'only confers certain changes upou the politjcal state,—changes on
‘which there are almost no very decided. opinions formed,—there

would be against an unaccepted social #ovolution a force of resist-
ance which would make it altogether impossible. But if the
majority accepts itand wills it, no onc has any pI‘EEEI‘lptIDn or
any rlght to invoke against it.
A ﬂmgle reservation ought to be observed il regard to actually
lnrmg individuals who, born under the existing laws, and not
having been able to form a suspicion of their abrogation, would
have nd business nccupatmn since they would have lived up till
that time on“their annuities. Society ought evulent]y to provide
them with meaus of existeuce, like the Italian Goverament, wiioh,
after the suppression of the roligious communities, granted
- pension to the dispersed monks, But these are temporary con-
‘ditions felating to the execution of these changes, and have
nothing to do with the question of right.

The real pmnt in dlﬂpute" solely a,nd exclusively, is this . Dnea
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the change bring to mankind something better than it already
has | | |

'lﬂrupbmid actnal society is an easy task, and if it is ot given
- to every one to do this with the scientific profundity of a Karl
Marx, or with the passionate cloquence and powerful dialectic of
a Proudhon, it is, on the other hand, given to us all to perceive
the imperfections which do exist; there is no need for all that
to analyse salaries and to seck ont the causes of surplus-value.
There are rich and poor: idle millionaires who dissipate their
fortune in vice, whilst there are laborious and honest workers
who die of hunger for want of work ; this fact alone impeaches

soclety, even as the existence of the natural inequalities, not only
between men but Detween animals, impeaches ereation.  All this
1s clear to the eyes of the least observant, DBut that is not the

point.  What must be shown is that these imperfections are not,
in part, imevitable 5 it must be shown that it is possible—not as
everybody hopes, and as experience demonsirates, to ﬂttenua.te
these imperfections by successive improvements—hut. to ﬂauae
them completely to disappear by means of a radical Zure.

We should not, therefore, have stayed {o refute the criticism of
capitalistic socicty made by Karl Marx and his disciples, if that
refutation of the fundumental principles on which the criticism is
supported did not furnish some important clements for the dis-
cussion of the organic part of their doctrine,—of that part, namels,
which deals no longer with the demolition of what exists, but with
what is proposed t&~ be substituted. )

Indeed, it must be understood that we do not in any way bring
forward our refutation against the theories of those who, whilst
attacking society, ery uloud for a sociar revolution without know-
ing what they shall do after having made it. Phis anarchic
Socmlism is "nworthy to fix, ¢ven for an instant, the attention of
thinkers; we may add that it is not worth the trouble of con-
sideration. No society. will aitow itself to be led to destruction
without knowing what i to be put in the placo of tae things
destroyed.” Revolution is not an end, but a means ; it only
ceases to be an attack on the rights of all when -the end aimed. at

L
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is cfear] known, and when that end is so much desired Ry the
Ountry as to be in conformity with the general fecling of the
pnpulat’i}?‘ in whose name revolution is made, -

Buat tkere is nothing in the anarchist ideas to eause 'dié?]uiet.
No doubt, in particular circumstances which cannot be foreseen,
upheavals may take place, some persons may be injured, and
private fortunes may be attacked ; but these eyclones pass away,
and leave after their departure the social machinery as intact as
though nothing had occurred. |
.- Those alone descrve to be treated seriously and to have their
views discussed who form the theory of a Tlearly defined new
society,~who, whilst inviting us to make a revolution intended to
-free us from the existing order of things, tell us distinetly what
they propose to put in its place.

The old metaphysical Socialism,—which had Fourier, Saint
Simon, and Cabet for its high priests,—has vanished, There
rematns at thizs ndment only one methodical Socialism,—the
Collectivism fourided on thie pretended economic law which Karl
Marx is said ta have discovered. '

Through study and discussion, what amount of vngﬁeness there -
wag in the coneéption of Socialism has diSappeared, or has re-
maitied the portion of the class of Socialjsts of whom we said just
now that thefe was no necd totrouble onesclf about them. The ideas
haye matured £nd become distinet, and we now clearly know what
it is Collectivism would bring about. This fact enables us, by
mastering the principal features of the projected society, to pre-
sent, a8 though it cxisted in fact, an analytical and scientific

eriticism thercof,



CHAPTEL 1L
ON THE DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTII UNDER COLLECTIVIEM,

Tag Collectivists are struck, above all, with the inequality which
exists in the distribution of wealth. This is the preblem which’
they wish to deal with, They do not propose to bring a.bnut 8 -
more 1ntensive production, but a better distribution. ~ -
- We firmly believe, for our part, that they are mmtaken, and
that, if they succecded in their projects, they would perceive that
they do not make a more eqiutable distribution than exists- to-
day, but that they would have much less to distribute. |
In order that the Collectivist distribution should be better thau
ours, 1t would be necessary for it to have a ba.sls a rule abanlutely
*different from that which prevails in our days. o
“The brut~1 and anthoritative Communism of Baleeuf had foind
such a rule. "It suppressed liberty of consumption even as. it
#appressed liberty of production. It consumed in common as it
produced in common; yroperly speaking, it suppressed distribu-
tion. It made of mankind a great monastery or g great barrack;
but a monastery without. the lever of religion, a barrack uﬁﬁhﬂ#
tained by patriotic love, and which was only maintained by dis-
cipline. Fratern®y was invoked, it is true. But we know. what
. has to be thought of fraternity as a means .of  social nrganisatinn -
This Communism aroused the horror_ of the -human. race ; it be-
came hateful because it had done mvay with liberty, which is, by
far, the first and the greatest of advantages. That system dlE-.
appeared. It is a dead doctrine. It has given place to mﬂdern
Collectivism, . B
Collectipism does not pr{}pnse to destroy liberty of {}ﬂllﬂlllﬁptlﬂll.
It wishes to leave this litact (we shall examine later on whether

these elmmﬂ can be justified) and to interfere only with liberty of
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produstion. For that reason it is obliged to make a distribution

of produes, and requires a rule in accordance with which “hat
dlstrlbutlﬂgmlwht bé made, -

Such a / e Karl Marx believed he had found in his theory of
value and in the substitution of labour notes for metallic money ;
but it will suffice to recall to mind our chapter on value to recog-
nise that he has not in the least made such a discovery.

In fact, Marx—and his disciples on this point have been more
explicit than he—does not admit cquality of wages. He recog-

niges that there exists some labour which ought to be better paid.

than others. His commentator, Schifile, poeg even so far as to
admit thﬂ.t outside the greater effurt to which sueh labour will
give rise, am;l which would justify a higher remuneration, utility
lone will intervene in order to fix the value of the labour hout.

We do not wish to ask- whether the ferocions o quahty of a

Collectivist: majority would easily accommodate itsclf to that

difference of treatinent, founded as it is on utility alone, and
ﬂertmnly on an utilify which the masses would not understand.

We believe that the masses would not understand that utility,
because it wordd result simply from the necessity gh providing
some industries with workers, although in fact the labour in those
industries would not, perhaps, be more arduous than elsewhers,.
circumstances alone having for the mement turned aside the

supply of labour. It is clear that this social necessity, based on
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statistics, would not be apparent to one who wounld not have made

of these facts a particular study, and that the less paid workers
would *raise an .outery and refuse to accept s~ch inequality of
treatment. How, therefore, will this Incquality in estimating
the social value of the different hours of social labour be deter-
mined % Upon whom will the tusk devolve of saying to a worker,

who shall havﬂ worked six hours, — Iere is A note for three -

hours’ labour,” and of saying to another uurl\er who shall habe
workedf-durmﬂ the same time,—* Here s a note for six hours 1”

Will it be the State functionaties, the superintendents of
labour % - Will there be in this estimate an arbitrary fisity ¢

If 80, wh&t a numher of unmerited fEWDuI'H which would rendar
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gocigty not worth living in! We complain of the nepotism™of our
time, a nepotism necessarily limited by the very limitacion of the
OGJECtb to which it is applied. What would this be ir comparison
with the universal nepotism under Collectivism? No ¢ e, indeed,
will maintain that Collectivisin is called upon to change the heart
of man, and that,—when the social workshops shall have been estab--
lished,—the loves, the hatreds, the jealousies, and all the passions,
high and low, which, in our days, intrude upon and mterfere with
the abstract fecling of justice, will cease to exist, |

Will it b2 said that the elective system would be @ sufficient
guarantee against’the subversive passions? DBut on the one hand
thme is nothing to prove that society would preserve tle elective
system. Schiiffle on this point makes the most definite resewa—l

tions, ~
On the other hand, cxperience shows us that, for the “last

twenty years, the clective system, far from being a guarantee
against favouritism, tends, on the contrary~to éxaggerate it, A
despot would, perhaps, be able to stifle his feelings of friendship
and of hatred, and be just and inspired with nought but truth,
although this may be very difficult ; and it is rare to meet with
despots placed on stch an clevated plane, .But-one who is elected
cannot do this, He is bound to be partial on behalf of his
electors as acainst his adversaries. If he does net do this his
power is broken. Here injustice forces itself nlmoat a8 & necessity.
In fine, if cven one suppuses a power wielding a great author- -

ity, thoroughly houest and thoroughly intelligent, a power only -
inspired by f;ucml nceessity and the general interest, how will

such a power be able, with the best intentions in the world, to
estimate the amount at which it is just to reward the hour’s
labour of a mason, a bootmaker, a labourer,”or a night-man?
How will it be alfte to modify its estimate every day acﬁnrdmg to
sircumstances? This is a problem bcyond the power of man. _If
favouritism disappeared, it wenld only be to give way exclusively
to chaned and hazard, which arc not better representatives of

equality and equity than favouritism. .
‘We have seen that the Cﬂllectwmta Imve found out the weak
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"spot in their armour, and hayve ta,ken care not to fall into the
ggror of Mixing the rate of wages. M. Deville declares very Clearly
that it ignsupply and demand, and supply and demand absne,
which, af to-day, will determine the value of labour. But i®*®uch
is the cage, what change will there be from the society of to-day,
and how will this unhappy supply and that no less unha'ppj}.de-
riand, nhiﬂh' to-day are laden with all the sins of Israel, suddenly
become pure from all reprouch, when the sociulisation of the
1n3trumenta of labour will have taken place ?

To day the workman who is discontented can go clsewhere,
The field is wide. Thousands of workshops call for hands. In
spite of &hat, he may become the victim of the crushing force of
_capital, although that force may be distributed amongst capital-
ists who do not know each other, who do not care for cach other,
antd who have no understiading together,

To-morrow he would have in front of him one sole producer,
—the State. He would be altogether obliged to accept its condi-
tions, whatever they might bo. He would find bimself In the
pnmtmn of thie producers of tobacco in Irance,—bent under the”
yoke of the State, o

The law of sopply and demand would not only not be free from
its defects, but thesc would be increased a hundred4old by the
fact that-there would only be one capitoist.

The Socialisgs will not fail to object that the great evil of sociéty
to-day consists not in the differences in small sums which ray
exist between the wages of such and such worker. They will say
that the vice of the capitalistic distribution . ecnsists in the fact
that the capitalists receive without working, and thus carr y off an
undue portion of the fruits of labour,

- We have already explamed this point, and have demonstrated
that the ameunt dedncted by eapital is infinitely less ﬂﬂumderabla
than is supposed, and that that deduction I8 Icgmlmatu |

But, legitimate or not, it is.clear that society would have the
‘right to get rid of a service for mhmh it would too dearly pay.
And it would pay for it too much, if, how :ver cheap it was, society

cowtld obtain it at a lower price.
) -~ | F -
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Let us see what result in this respect Collectivist society vould
yield, and whether from that point of view it offers to ™8 a.;z a.d f

vartage over what exists to-day.

itz satd that by making common pmpmty of the i Yruments
of labour, dividends, interests, and profits, and, consequently,
idlers, will be done away with. Everybody will be compelled to
labour, with the exception of the invalids and the aged. Here,
already, a pause is necessary. The invalids ‘and the aged will be
free from labour. Quite so, and as to the aged, nothing need he -
said, age always being ecasy to determine; but how about the
sick ? ~ -

All the idle, all the do-nothings will call themselves<invalids;
~and how will it be possible to ascertain whether really they i}re_'_.
invalids or not? There will be scen reproduced, on the most
gigantic scale, what takes place actuflly in the-army. Physical
infirmities, easily ascertainable, do not give rise in the army, and
would not give rise in Collectivist soeicty, to any kind of diffi-
culty. On the other hand, the affections so numerous and so
" manifold of the nervous system, more painful a hundred-fold for
those affect~d thereby than physical infirmities, but which do not
gshow themselves and are not outwardly perceptible-—how shall we
be able to ascertain these, and check the statement of those who
pretend to be thus affeet™d . -

Will one believe on their mere word those who will say they
are stricken with such infirmities? In this case what a numoer
of idlers living at the expense of others! The actual amount levied
by capital is noluing in comparison with the idling cnnﬂumptmn
which will be produced to-morrow.

Will one systematically reluse to believe the parties interested ?
Then, what a number of innocent victims! What a number of
gick and infirm to whom it will be said,—% Either work or die of
hunger !”

To-day the sick man who ig rich spare .himself all labour with-
out having to ask help of anybody. As to the poor man, whose
sickness is not percept’ule, he has not, face to face with him, the
harshness of an administration, He finds, in the multiplicity of
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the fudividuals to whom he 13 able to apply, a.nd in the. varieties
of~their bfl&l‘ﬂﬂter the means of finding for himself scnmn’e succour
“which mg place him, if not in a state to live, at-amy ratgm a

state sofis not to dic. Even public cha,rlty ig dfﬂmed by many

ummrt.h}r objects who succeed in hiding thmr idleness HHdEI‘
apparent infirmities.

. ‘Tn::: ‘morrow everything would take place
wOr k or die”; it would be 1mp0531bla
alternd oo Besides the superannuate
less “Myable, the feeble, those whose 1
Pmdmﬁwe To-day, the workers g#re all brought together in-the
factory. 54y belonging to the sMame trade, except when the pay
~is by th, piece, receive an equy/al wage. The master knows that

an _E“_T Jlage is produced. M this he calculates, without concern-

ing hmmelf,mth individuy /m.l differences.

As }Nh\tjﬂ_gy@cr’ he receives neither more nor ]EEs_-even
when he 1 &% piecs-work—whether the man by his side works
~works less. Capital alone is interested in the fact thata
ir should acquire its mazimum mtenslty - Thug, no control
i/3 exercised from worker to worker..

To-morrow all will be reversed, The propdty-holdin g capitalists
will be replaced by 'f'uuctmnarles directors, or overseers, and these
will have onl> a secondary interest in e ercisitfg superintendence,
The workers, or the contrary, would have the greatest interest in
over- estimating their hour of labour, and in depreciating the .
Iabourhour of others. There would ensue in the workshop a vital
campctltmn which would create a system of umversal underhand -
accusation between the men. | 3

Fraternity would not corvect these abuses any more ‘than it
corrects those which manifest themselves in our day. -Any one
who knows the harshness with which a toiler beconws capitals
Jbe he worker or peasant, cari¥es on his superintendence of the

wage-carners,"and how he exacts from them the greatest effort
possible, may conceive how little can be expected flm human
scntimentalism.  On this point the attempts of 1848 are con-
vincing, Al; that tune IIHII]E):DLIE working-class associations wera

with n--i:litary rigour,—
et away from that
workers, there are the
our is less IHtEHEB and less
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constited, subsidised by the State, which provided out of the
nationabudget a credit of three million francs for that objest.
Fratprnitjas the basis on which all those co-oper! ‘ive bodics
were establisid. One of these, the co-operative tailors, Was more,
ingpired evenhan the others with the ideas of Louis Blane, and
substituted d-work for piece-work, It was hoped that the
natural check-Fered by those interested would suffice to maintHin
their zeal, and\tﬁ‘aﬁmtemity would prevent this check fjfl‘ﬂﬂl |
degenerating into'espib‘sge and oppression. Nothing of tiA® kind
took place, and, accordimto M. Feugueray, who has written o
history of the i.mrﬁing.'cla,sg‘"ag,aciatic:-ns of that time, thys super- .
intendence degenerated intosuch violent and aci Imonious. .
recriminations that the worksiy became a hell, an¢ -1t “was—
necessary to re-establish piece-worh,_This means alone senabled -
the members to make their mutual copanionship tolerabiiey
restored peace amongst them. And Sw,/}wﬁtemity
overflowed in every soul. We may gather from the. facts what
_would become of the mutual check under Collectivism, ™~
Thus, thg_difficulty of fixing the value of the hours of lgﬁiﬂfi
the difficulty of taking into account the infirmities, the maladies
‘or relative incapaciiies; the difficulty of organising a super-,
intendence which might not degenerate into espionage—such are
the first obstacles with which distribution would com¢ into collision
under a Collectivist society, and which would caus™ the revival, on
the one hand, of the idlers who had been destroyed on the other.
There would bg another important cause, though of a different
kind, of unequal distribution. In Collectivism, in-the same way as
in -capitalist gociety, the labour of direction and of distributiorn
would ke required.” On whom would ~his labour devolve?
Today it falls to the lot of the free capitalist, to-morrow it
would belorg to the State. | h T
" But the State is an impersonal being, who cannot act except'
through certain persons iterposed, that 1s to say, through
functionar.es. We should therefore sec a daily increasing crowd
of employés of all ranks. Things would happen—but on a gigantic
scale—even as-they do in our daysin the public administrations,
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and Ehe gpectacle which these offer is not caleulated to inspire us
w:th the desire of making them still more numerous.

What ¢ we sec to- day? A functionary is only dc:mmatef by
one fear, ’_that of being considered useless and of seeing his post ..
done gway with. His whole 111telllgence is perpetually on the
stretch concerning this rock to be avoided ; and the best means of
warding o the peril consists in continually swelling the import-
~ance of his daties, + ‘

If an office consists of two employés, one of them may be
removed and the second may be transferred to_ another office, two
services be‘mvf thus blended in one, and in that manner the economy
of a head clerk or an assistant being realised. Bnt the chief and
the assistant hold that such an economy would be deplorable, and
their only aim is to make.it impossible, To achicve that end it
is -sufficient for them to have from ten'to a dozen cmployés in-
stead of two. The latter will perform no more productive work.
All that will be dolie, so as to appear to ntilise them, will be to
augment the number of idle formalities. But observe that they.
are ten in number; and Lhow could the iden eome into the mind
of anybody to get rid of a service of such grmﬁf importance!
Therefore no effort is neglected to bring abdut this result, and as
nothing can withstand the patient and ;ﬁgrsi&atent action of a head
of department, who makes everything ‘converfze towards the one
end, his wish {ever fails to be realised sooner or lIater, In this
way the number of officials, that is to say, of the unproductives
par excellence, Increases year by year. -

Thig fact continnally crops up. Tt is an unconguerable law. -
that. bureaucracy breeds bureaucracy, as formerly, in America, the
slave states bred slave stats,  This is one of the plagues of our
existing French budgets, against which all our financial com-
~midsions are powerless, as are all our ministers, and for which
there only exists one remedy: to remove as much as possible from
the Government what is not strictly withdn its province, and to
take ﬂwayﬁfmm the State as much as can-be taken ¢a behalf of |
private initiative, -

Now, what the Collectivists propose is quite the contrary.
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They want to make the system of government control gepéral, by

BubJectmg the whole of production to public administration, #3d
they wish to multiply in this manner a hundred-fold “and' more
the abuses of all kinds which this system, wherever it is ?I‘&ﬂtlﬂed,
brings about in our day. Capitalism, so far as private property
goes, would be abolished., There would no longer exist either
pensioners or sharcholders, nor happy mortals drawingiividends,
no doubt, but intercsted by the very enticoment of these dividends
in promoting the general production ; but there would be, as a
set-off, cmploves without number; functionaries—vain-glorious,
insclent, and docfrinaire—who wmlhl know how to estimate,
advantagcously for thems Ives you mny be sure, the value of their
hour of uscless labour, and who would live comfortably without
doing anything, or at least without dmnfr anything truly useful
and truly productive. ‘ .

The worker would no longer Lreak his heart in saying to him-

self that M. Lebaudy accumulates ecapital ;%out he would . give
Auite as much surplus-labour—to employ the language of the
Marxist schoul—ﬁmd perhaps he would give even maore of it—only
to obtain the s.nc pmtlm] ot a smaller pm'tmu, of the total prn-'_
duction.

It may be asked whether interests and profits of all kinds would
possibly be extinguished, or, rather, whether these would be
preserved and added to the governmental squandeling, and made-
in themselves unproductive.

As soon as Collectivism proposes to respeet liberty of condump-
tion; as soon as it allows possession-—provided this is confined to
the purposes of consumption, and on-condition that it is not
devoted to production—from the monmnt in which it allows—and
Schifile 15 emphatic on this point—gift and even inheritance, it
follows, as a-matter of course, that it would also allow gratuitous
lending, | . ‘

Now, gratuitous lenfling, if“duly authorised, may reconstitute
usurious s¢ving, that unproductive and injurious saving which is
generated like an evil-working parasite wherever-industrial liberty
does not exist. ~
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lﬂi'ﬂﬂﬂn ag the simple C-:-mfnuniam of Babeuf or of Cabet js cast
artde—and it is 8o, for good cause, mankind not wishing even to
tolerate %he mention of it—the differences observable amdhgst
men to/lay would he reproduced under Collectivism. There
-would be workers whose hour of labour, paid very low, would
make saving difficult ; there would be mthers.; on the contrary, to
‘Whom that saving would be made casy by the high value placed -
upon their hour of Inbour.
_ There would be some devotecs of Joy, who would spend every
day their wage of yesterday, and some saving people, and misers
even, who would pile labour-notes upon libournotes. What
could prevent one of these spendthrifts from borrowing from one
of these misers, and who would be able to forbid the miser from
granting a loan? . -
Agreed, but without mterest, the Collectivists will say. Doubt- -
less without legal interest. But to-day also the law proscribes,
If not interest, at-1C\st an usurions amount of interest. Have these
laws ever prevented usury?  We convict, certainly, here anﬂ
there, a usurep, when the proof of the offeuce is palpable—evident.
But for one who is caught, ten thousand escape, JCnd a hundred
francs to a neefly man, I make no stipfation about interest ;
but whilst I make him sign a biil for one hundred francs, I only -
" give him niliety-five, The intercst is 1)xod 7p with the principal
-and escapes "1l search, all inquiry. Thercfore usury has never
. been killed by laws passed against 1¢, but solely by the possibility
- for the capitalists of finding for their capital a worthy, 'hmmurn,ble,
‘and useful employment. Tt is not the legal limitation of the amoynt
of interest which, in our days, has made usury almost disappear.
It is the development gnd Ahe security of commerce and industry,
In the Collectivist society—capital no longer being able to be uge- .
ful a8 a means of production to individuals, but only to the State—
saving would reappea? in the disastrous character it bore during
barbarous times,-—hoarding and tsry. It would not cease, under
that forme, to be productive for the Individual, but it-would cease B
to be productive for the nation, and wonld even be, for the latter,

" a real gnawing canker. .
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Fﬂ.cta ou this point, ¢confirm the theoretical deduntmn, WE |
ha.ve ‘already spoken of the agrmultuml communities whleh £xst
in Lwassia under the name of “Mir.,” Now, on the confession of 311
writers who have dealt with the “Mir,” however sjrmpa.th‘tm they
- may have been to the institution, usury has developed itself there,
and with so much force that the usurers have gained a Epeﬁmi
name : they are called the “eaters of the mir.’ B T

.Could even productive caplta,hsatmn be prevented? Tha thmg
dﬁes not seem easy. Lo

There, for example, is a worker who will have put Elﬂldﬂ fnr tha
" future, in labour-noses, a considerable sum, inorder to El’iﬂfblﬂ him-
seif etther to live without work, or to enable some other perﬂﬂn to.
.. live during an indefinite time. . |
. On the other hand, & man with a fertile mmrﬂmtmn the a.uthm'
uf a discovery which the State has ILJGLth calls on him, . Desirous
of employing himself exclusively on the construction of bis miachine,
and to leave, for a time, the general workshor; in order to apply

himself with greater freedom of mind.to his particular experiments,
but not pusaessmg any reserve funds, he asks the man who has Euuh
funds to yield him a portion of his money.of the new kind, in
exchange for the prcmise made to-him of a palt of the benefifs
‘which should acerue to the inventor, if his machine succeeds. The
other accepts. There is . little association formed within the
great. 'There 1s a little capital which carries on its"work, Therg, .
too, are intorests or profits—for at bottom they are all Qne—: .
reconstituted to the advantage of this capitalist in miniature,
And as capital knows how to multiply rapidly, we shall vﬁry
quickly see somé private enterprises established under the nose
.of the national administrations, whick 1!,1]_1 be easﬂy beaten in
this competition. : '

Will this contract be declared illicit? All the 'inhibitiﬂns will_

not prevent 1t any more than they have succeeded during’ 1{::31_1-4-ﬁl
turies, at the Stock Exchange-and in commerce, in suppressing -
credit transetions, by refusing to grant them the sanctian of the
law, or even. by pruclmmfnrr penalties against them. The only.
means by which to oppose that form of capitalisation would be
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'toa{ullah the prnﬁtﬂ of the inventor, by refusing to 1eward ]:uﬂ'
drnovery, or to set one’s face against accumulation by decrcemg
equal pay, and Ly reducmn' that pay always to a minimum, ’_

Bl:lt t¥ first of these means, at the same time that it wnuld be
the' fatal suppression of all progress, would only have the effect of
prﬂmotmg purely usurions accumulation by the elimination of ali
" other poss*ble forms of accumulation, and the sceond would 20 in
. the teeth of the ideas of the school which seeks not the equalisa-
tion of salaries, but their elevation. ' o

Be it noted that we only cite here some cxamples to show the
process “lfereby interest and profits would manage to introduce
therselves in Collectivist, socicty. But the number of these pro-
cesges is as unlimited as the resources of Luman intelligence and.
thg combinations it can bring about.

We may quote another example as striking as the preceding.
- Commodities will not have an wniform value under Collectiv-
- ism. I we content” ourselves with the theory of Marx on value,
it ig clear that, after a bad harvest, the value of wheat or,_
the value of wine would rise, secing that a like quantity- of
theae products would represent & more consider?ie average of
gocial labour, thé total labour h‘Wltl“‘ beefi the same, and the
harvest less productive.

From thal point of view, what wotid prévent a far-sighted
. citizen from ta’ing advautuge of his savings—since buying would
be free—and from buying wheat or wine before the harvest which
~ be apprehends will be bad, and afterwards from selling again
these provisions to his neighbours, allowing them a reduction on
‘the prices (I make use of this term, for it would still be a price,
whatever one may say, and-this cxpression is convenient to use)
at-the general shops in order to attract their custom? These
dealings would be forbidden, illicit, no douibt. But the smugghag
ﬁ tobacco is alsd forbidden and illicit to- day, which dues not,
‘however, prevent the same from taKing place. 5

The liberal professions would be anothgr cause of unyhial distri-
bution, Fourier Buppressed law proceedings and sickness, but
the hopaa of modﬂrn Lnlleoi;.msm do not go so far, In the
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society which it wishes to build up there will be civil cases, con-
~ sidering that ownership in objects of consumption and evenin-
'hE;i;ance are preserved. There will be criminal cases, for you
cannot suppress cither the vices, the evil leanings, nor th™ passions
of men. There wjll be sickness., 'There will, therefore,.still be
judges, lawyers, and physicians. -
Wil these lawyets and physicians be functionaries paid hyfﬁle
State? Some say ves; others say no. In fact, it ig difficult for
them to be-'so. A great doctor or a great lawyer, giving his
gervice gratuitously, would be in demand everywhere at the same -
time, and as he wonld be unable to fulfl his task, hé "would be
compelled to circumseribe his areca,  Every lawyer, therefore,
would have his cirele, and cach physician his, in which, and ex-
~clusively in which, he would have to mpove. From that moment
the citizgps would no longer have the right to beo defended, or.
to have themsclves carcd for, by whomsecver they think fit to
have. This would be something altogether fiadmissible, and one
_would be inclined thenceforward, as Schiffle proposes, to leave
those professions free wherein labour 1s dxercised without capital,
But if such *~the case—and it could hardly be otherwise-—how
could one prevent tae well-known physician, the lawyer much
gought after, from insisting on being very dearly paid in labour-""
notes, and from e:-:ﬂctingr:mm the social revenue an ncomparably
greater part than that of the mass of Inbourers? - .
If lawyers and physicians were made functionaries, and if it
were proposed toimit their avea aud furbid them from rectiving
salaries from outsiders, the case would not be further -advanced.
One would have laid hands on liberty without result. It would
not be possible, in fact, to intrude a»the,bedside of the sick, or
in the private study of a man worried with a lagvsuit ; and 1§
wamld be in}pussih]e to prevent either the one or the other, in the -
hope of being the object of more assiduous carfe, from adding a
personal fee to the remuneérati=n of the Government,
| Collectivism would 51}_ppi'eas neither ntercst nor profits; but
they would be changed’ from the useful things which.they are
nearly always to-day—in a great number of cases at least—into an’

/
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useless gnd even injurious tax on the generws prodacdon. It weuld

g¥-e.rise, on a gigantic scale, to the swarms of abuses which nthe |
State administrations already offer to us. -
- Tt wor"d produce an incaleulable crowd of functionaries of all -
kinds, who would live handsomely at the couptry’s expense, and
- would replace with advantage—for themselves, be it understood —
“the quota™f the national produce enjoyed to-day by the capitalists
for their consumption. |

It would allow the inequalities in the pay of labour of divers
kinds to remain, and would create for the liberal professions ag
many advintageous positions as those which cxist under the most
capitalistic societics, ‘

In o word, in the society to which the disciples of Marx urge
ug, forward, the distribution of wealth would be neither more equal
nor'more jtist than is the casc to-day, The corvee—seeing there
i8 a corvée—the surplus-labour—would hold as large a place therein,
perbaps a larger.  And as the reison-d'étre of Collectivism s to
better distribute the social wealth, and as it has, in reality, ng,
other object, it.is clear that, if it fuils in that task, it lacks alto-
gether any basis, | ~ |
© Tt now remairfls to enquire whether, fafling in the work of
distribution, it may not, at the same time, fetter. production
and progress ; whether it is able td” respelt, as it hopes to
dq, the materi® and moral freedom of the individual ; whether it
may not create difficulties of all kinds in the way of commerce
and international relations; whether, in a ward—npowerless to
attain the useful end which caunsed it to be conceived—it may not
produce a crowd of disastrons consequences, by which no society
could fail to be affected. -~

[
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CITAPTER III.

ON THE PRODUCTION OF WEALTH AND ON PROGRESS UNKDER: -
| COLLECTIVIS), : o

. WE have shown, in the preceding chapter, the direction of in-
dustry, of science, and human progress handed over to a hierarchy
of functionaries, from which it would be incapable, even partly, to
escape, except by breaking now and thep the meshes of the Colleo-
tivist net.. We have established that these meshes would often be -
broken, and from thence we have drawn an urgument against Col-
lectivism, which would always have within it The germs of dissolu-

tion, But it is clear thut the Collectivists cannot bring fovrward
| these-mfra.ﬂtmns of the system as the means of carrecting it a.ndr
eliminating.ifs “~perfections. We have, therefore, the right, when
we study the effect of Collectivisnr on the production of riches and
on progress, to reason as though—Collectivism having implanted
jtself in all its rigdur—mn.nc of these infractions, wuich we have
- seen to be fatal, ourht to have taken place. If these infrﬁQﬁonﬂl
occur, it is clear that the evil effects of Collectivism can be dirnin~
ished ; but in thgt case, Collectivism wiil be imperfect, and- that
would be an inadmissible defence of a system which should con-
gist in reckoning on its imperTections in order to perfect it,

So, then, we shall reason here as #hough Collectivism were at
work in all the vigour of its principle, and we may say, conge-
“ quently, that all direction of industry, all scientific progress, would
be handed over to that immense body of mandarins—appointed
probably by competition, as in China—and which, whatever in
other resperts would be its mode of recrniting, would ﬂbﬁiplétély
crush the whole of mank.ad. | PR

Further than that, Collectivism, we muat not forn-et, is uunuewed-

92 | .
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in o dar to auppreﬂa the Eurplus-value whmh the capitalist appm .
pmtas, and in order to cause the worker to benefit thereby. = |
Iﬁ is difficult to perccive, in, these conditions, the elements U‘an |
"ﬁver-mm‘fﬂ.amg production, and the instruments of that scifhtific
and industrial progress which constitute the oreatness of the
__modarn world, A
| Todaya colony is opened out to civilisation, At once SOmMe
" adventurous capitalists take from their surplus-value—from that
part of their surplus-value which they do not consnme—sufficient
cipital to fertilise this field of colonial enterprise, provided that,
as, unhappily, it nearly always oceurs in France; the State does nut
fotter them by its mania for making regulations.

. An inventor conceives a new idea. He makes a fruitful dis-
covery. How will this idea pass out from the lobes of his brain
into application ? The thing is very simple. If he is rich he will
devote a part of his fortune to bring his invention to % suceessful
" issue; If he is po~r, and his idea is a good one, he will nearly
always end in mecting a speculating capitahist who, desirous to
increase his profits by a risky enterprise, will provide him with the
necessary sums to bring the thing to I‘Edllﬂcltw The love of
what, is impropemdy called gambling, becausa of the part theréin
played by bazard, and which should be called speculation, will
lere play s salutary part. Thissvapitakist will, perhaps,
prune off fromathe inventor somewhat too large a portion of the
benefits to which he is~legitimately entitled ; perhaps he will cut
off fqr himself too large a slice ; but, in short, if the discovery is
useful, it will see the light, the whole of mankind will benefit
‘thereby, and the inventor, even afteryiclding capital a part of the
. fruit of- his geniis, will yeL gather therefrom some considerable
profits. :

Wlth Collectwlst Socialism nothing of this kind w 111 any lﬂnger

‘exist. .
First of a.ll the accumula,tmn of. capital ceases; and when &
continent is opened out to civilisation, the resources are lacking
for undert&kmg the colonisation. ~

In. thﬂ same wag as in a publm company the Ehmehnldera when

~
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th_eypa.rﬂ not withheld by an energetic and i_nterested bla~d of
direc:ore, feel a repugnance to create reserve funds, £Hd tepd
tovards the integral distribution of the profits, so the socialised
worKer will feel an invincible repugnance to the acﬂummatmn of
capital, and will demand that all the products of the year should
be distributed. e will attain that end either by the gradual
augmentation of salaries, or by a progressive diminugion of the
labour-day, or even by these two methods combined. h

The formation of capital will be arrested by such an insur-
mountable obstacle, and with it new enterprises that produce
wealth. ~ . -

As to discoveries, it will be worse still.  The inventor will have
to struggle not only against the penury of capital, but against
this factor combined with administrative routine and inertia,

Just think of Fulton offering his stefimboat to Napoleon 1., and
remember the disdain with which the Institate of France rEJE'EtEd
his idea as contrary to the laws of science ! A

I myself remember an illustrious savant who demonstrated to
““ne the impossibility of establishing a trans-oceanic telegraph, eight
or ten days bafore the first despatch was transmitted from New
York to Valencia. According to him, the cureents of indyetion
would prevent the transmission from taking place, and the capitai
which had been hrought together for the constrackion and the
laying down of the cable was so much capital wasted. Let us
suppose this savant consulted by o Collectivist state on the
| expediency of constructing the first cable and throwing it across
the ocean, and tfien say what counsel he would have given, and
what wr}uld have been the ackion taken by the finaneial’ authonty'
in regard to such an advice !

Nor would it be possible for thlugs to happen” dlff'erently The
number of inventors is immeasurable : every fool Invents, ' 'The
total anow’ of propositions that are put forward on this head is
incaleulable, A government would not consider it had the right,
and In fnct would not have the right, to fritter away the public
wealth in expeumeuts Aull of uncertainty and risk. Except in
some cases altogether exceptional, it would rq;ect them a.ﬂ

-~
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' Béfit'}‘aﬂ the administration is in its nature opposed to uhaﬁnge
Wueu ap~employé has acquired the habit of a given kind of ladour
why should he make an ecffort to change it? The individmal
capitalist makes this effort because he is incited by the advarftage
which he/Yoresees at the end. But can we say this of the Col-
lectivist functionary? The success of the machtie that is brought
to him w111 neither increase nor diminish the value of his hour of
labour, Why should he trouble himself?  He will find it infinitely
more easy to Cecree the major excommuuicafion against the inventor
in the name of the principles of a routine science ; and progress
will be gagged even before it has seen the lighta

Besides, for what reason should the invention itself be prﬂ-
~ duced? In soctety to-day, the thinker who conceives an idea, or
discovers a new instrument, is impelled thereto by the enticement
of gain, He constructs a “steam cngine which will diminish by
" one-third or by one-half the consumption of fuel ; whe?a magni-
ficent field of profit is offered to his activity! He will labour and
make discoveries, and with the ardour given by the hope of profit,
he will force his conviction on the most restive recalcitrant capi”
talists, DBut wiien the instruments of labour shall ke socialised ;
~when the time deyoted to a discovery will nof, be’worth more than
the time devoted to any ordinary labour, why should the inventor
wear himself out at inventing? In view. one might say, of some
" decoration,—of an honorary reward ! The value attached to these
tr1ﬂea can ﬂnly diminish more and more in proportion as the in-
telllgence of men is raised ; and if social distinctions still flatter
men’s vamttes they are not sufficient to dcterniine the perform-
ance of great ,offorts. They arc claimed with msistency as soon
as the effort is made ; but the ey do not produce the effort itself.

'Will the Socialists teh ug that they would encourage discoveries
by granting cGnsiderable rewards, labour-notes with profusion,—
that is to say, enormons means of enjoyment,—to invenors, as well
a3 to the engineers who would have noticed the discovery and
made its lntrﬂductmn pnsslble ? |

Very well; either those subgidies, like to-day the rewards
offered by the Inﬂtltute of France, will be awarded to the '1111:1101'

ﬁ
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oi an aﬂotted task, the object of which will ha.v& been *‘ir-gdj, or

“thereward will be applied to any discovery whatever.

- ~In the first casc, we have the right to ask, seeing the AN ty.
of fortile efforts which the rewards of tho Institute ha.vﬁ evﬂr pm-'
duced, whether the rewards of Collectivist soclety will bo endowed
with more attrations, and will ‘give better results. -There is
small probability of this, because the object which will have been
fixed will never be realised. It will be semething malagﬂua to

" the three hundred thousand francs promised to wXomsoevan wﬂl
discover a remedy for the phylioxera. The remedy 18 d‘iﬁﬂﬂverﬁd

There are severalof them even : immersion, sulphidg of carbon,
sulpho-carbonates, and the plantation of Americanvines. - Bat as
these resnlts are in no way absolute ; as they have been ﬂbtamﬁd
by an extreme multiplicity of experlmeutﬁ ; and as perhaps the
best means of warding off the evil, viz®*the plantation of 'Atﬁe_r;iq'_,hu
vines, is Dot, properly speaking, a remedy ; as, in short; no one is
able to say,~—1It is I that stayed the scourgeno one has ha.d. a.ud
fio one will have, the three hundred thousand franes, =~ v .-

S I, on the other hand, a fund were voted' to reward Elll m-;"
véntors and~-functionaries who would notice the dmﬂﬂv&ry——-—thﬂ
nature and objecy of -which would.not have been stated beforehand
—people would fall into the contrary error. Everybody would
‘bring forward a mew idea. - This idea would be nearly always
accepted, and the funds of the State would be squandered in the
atudy of a crowd of absurd enterpl ises. .

At the present time, if the capitalist is pushed forward by the
‘allurements of dain, he is held back by the fear of loss; and these
two opposing sentiments establish a just equilibriurg, which allows

the fruitful ideas to sce the light, and prevents society frnm use-
lessly swallowing up capital in the searcu after any Eort Df philo-
sgpher’s stone or perpetual motion. ’ o

In a Sofialist state, on the contrary, this. Ethhrmm 15 impaa-

sible. Either the absence of all enticement will cause evérything
to be rejegted, or the absence of all fear will caus8 evarythmg to
be ﬂﬂﬂﬂpted Either gbsolute stagnation or reckless wa&te - We

scarcely see how the Marxists can escape from this, dlla"’m;la. .
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Mrvlover, what would be the good of encouraging, by promises
of Bubsily, efforts which the form of society not only would be °
unable to stimulate,  but against which it would, even-frg-rﬁ &
material Aoint of view, place many-obstacles? In order to dis-
cover, it 1s necessary to reflect, it is necessary to ‘think, to have
one’R freedom, to live a life very active at bottom, but often idle
on the surface. The inventor must often leave the workshop or
the'la.borafbrz to give himself up to the combinations of his brain.

To-day he finus the means to do this iu his capital,—if he possesses

any,—and if he docs not possess any, in the capital that is lent to

him, for, if ~his idea be good in any way, it scliom happens that
he does mnot succeed in bringing conviction to somebody.” But
to-morrow ! He will have no capital, since nobody will have any.

The State will not provide him with it for an idea in which uo

one will believe, and which all will put down to the score of idle-

" ness; and, supposing cven,—which will seldom hapﬁgnj_that.,‘
despibe this lack of s%mulation, he should be urged forward; by an
exceptional force within, to scarch and to discover, the social
surroundings will refuse him the material means of sucecegs.

Is it needful to speak of the intellectual professigmeof artists,
of poets, of literateurs? Schiiffle, so far as hais concerned, would
also be tempted, in the same way as with the lawyers and the
Jhysicians, te allow the present lagmer-faime let-things-alone
principle to remapin active here. The thing is casy to say,—it is

‘less easy to do. Ever in art, in literature even, *there is a

material side. A sculptor has nced of tools, of clay, of marble, a

cast, & studio .in which he may yield himself up to his Ingpira-

tion. A painter cannot do withont brushes, colours, and canvas,

For a man of letters, a poet, o musical composer, there is needed

a printing preg_é' to sprezzdl abroad their works and to give these

the publicity without which they are as though non-existent, _

The sculptor and painter will, perhaps, be able “rith their
labour-notes to procure for themsclves colours, brushes, clay, and
diverse inﬂirutﬁents; but the man of letters will not_bave any
other printing press at his disposal but thet of the State, and he
will be at the discretion of the latter, which will thenceforth have

[
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the puw er of suppre@mg 9.11 lltera.ry production in Dppﬂﬂltw"! mth
~ the iceas of the moment. L -~

We shall recur la*er on to this frightful threat to llberty, ‘whmﬁ?
~ even <he political system of Napoleon I, did not venture to utter.
But, without concerning ourscelves at this moment with ﬂ.‘}uint 80
important and so gfave, whilst admitting the existence of a liberal
State which might consent to give publicity to the mﬂﬂt. violent
satives directed against itsclf, there would always be the double
danger which we have pointed out in regard 3 discov®ries. - ‘
Either the State would print all that would be submitted to it, or_
it would make a choice. In the first case, 1t would pgint all t'hﬂ
idiotic nonsense and all the rhapssdics that one can 1ma.gme
Whoever has filled a somewhat prominent post has had the Uppqr g
tunity of seeing how many absurd things—as stupidly thﬂughir
as they were badly written—would see #he light SKE this dependsd

ouly on tENir authors, who always believe that they havé‘beeu

“dolivered of a chef-d’eenvre, -

To print everything that is offered 1s bmpossible @ it wuuld be

= frichtful waste, of which no one can form an idea.
. It would, therefore, be necessary to make a choide between the
diverse pmducti‘af“ of the mind, to admit these-and reject those.
What arbitrariness !—Woe to him who will not submit to thﬂ

tnste of the momept ! Victor Iugo certainly nﬂuld have seen’
the printing presses closca against him by the GLLEEIGE of 1830;

and Zola, in our days, would have experienged mfmy difficulties in
~overcoming the obstacles piled up before him, |

What would Fappen wonld be something -11111{.‘1“{}113 tﬂ what
takes place in the theatrical yorld w Licn A new authmr puta a play
forward. One knows all the d1thuu1t1ea which it 1s necessary to
overcome. . But under Collectivism The daficuldy wnuld be very
much glwer still. There exists to-day different thegitres, dlffésrent
dirgetors, ard what is rejected Ly one is accepied by another. In
the new society thore would be a committee of arts, of sciences, or
of letters. When a man would not have the luck of pleaﬂmg this
committee, “there Wﬂuldfbﬂ nothing left but to bow Eubmlsmﬂn
and’ there would not exist any other door at which he coifld knock.
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Is it-possible to conceive a rdgime more opposed to the unfolding
of “talert and geniug, and more prone to produce a cruChing
11nifdrmity? Collectivism would kill artistiC progress, litefary
progress, scicntific progress, and industrial progress. It would say
to -manﬁnd,’—-—" Thon shalt go no further,” and by that extin.
guiﬁ_l_iar placed npon all the men of ¢lite, whilst killing invention,
'spippr&_sahgg ~emulation, causing a benelicent speculation  to
‘d'ié‘ﬁ;plﬁéar,' and preventing the accumulation of capital, it would
deal a fatal "blow to production. . We have already seen that it
would distribute as badly as, perhaps in a worse manner than, the
existing sosiety, We have just scen that it vould produce much
less ‘abundantly, and that, Tonsequernitly, not having a. better
principle of distribution, it would have less to distribute.

" "These considerations alone should suffice to canse every sensible
mind to reject it. But these considerations are not the only
ones that p_lead against this mischicvous chimera. | "

e ' o



CHAPTER 1V.
« ON LUXTTRY.

WE have just enumerated diverse eauses which, under CDITEUﬁ?iBm,- |
would have the effect of impeding social development. ~Ve find yéti
another in the. fatal stoppage which,—by the fact of the equalisa-
tion of fortunes, Iﬂnda—éven' when this would not be the end wished
for,—would interpos¢ and smite comsumption and, as a econse-
quence, the production of objects of luxury.

We shall, perhaps, in speaking in this way, astonish the
Cﬂllectwmta, who sce, i the suppression ®f the industries relating
to luxury, a™weans of suppressing some useless labour, and of thus
throwing back upon labour of general ntility a crowd of workegs
.who, at the present time, are diverted therefrom. They consider
timt the disappearance of luxury would have. the effect of aug-
menting the al;ugirlance of objects of prime necessity, or,—what
_comes to the same,-of_causing the duration of ,labuur mtended |
" for their production to be diminished. '

There is here an optical delusion which, besides: tha‘SﬂnthtE
many of the economniists have committed, and which cannﬂt resist.
a philosophical analysis. Under Collectivisg, it is very true, wé
should perhaps succeed in displaying great luxury in pnrka,
- gardens, monumen?s, schools, and in all that wouldbe of &'publm
‘character. But there is a formy of luxury which could never be-
come collective,—the luxury of the house, of the clothing, of the
table. This form of luxmy would be cnndemned “and. it would be |
a social misfortune. - - S

Wnat do wr call objects of luxury? The ﬂbjccta which are of a
very high price, and which, in gonsequence, are ﬂnly Wﬂ:hln tha__
réash of rich pec}ple | -
' But the déarness or the cheapness of an ﬂbj&ﬂt is a mather of

conditions and ciroumstan.es, An object is dear Elthﬂl' %euauae
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it, 8 llutumlly rare, ——aa the diamond,—or because it is rare in-- |
¢astrially, . T _ .

Wo may call Illdustrmﬂy rare a commodity, the manuf‘aoture of
which posts much time and trouble. ’

- If we make abstraction of natural raritigs, such as precious
-stones and metals, we shall have to recognise that a ﬂﬂmmudlty'
‘that is rfre to-day may ccuse to be so to-morrow, if the means of
manufacture become perfected, 1t hence follows that what was
sumptuary consumption yesterday is no longer so to-day, and that
what is’ sumptuary to-day will cease to remain so to-morrow.
The first house constructed at the cpoch of the Troglodytes was a
sumptuary consumplion. It was ¢ertainly an object of luxury
amongst all others; and, however inferior it was to the most
pestifercus of our hovels to-day, it mnst have appeared a palace.

- Similarly, the first woven fabric that enabled man 1o substitute
for the skins of beasts clothing more comfortable and better
alGapted to the seasons was a sumptuary consnmption.

- Again, the shirt which ¥sabeau of Bavaria wore for the fiyst
'time'in the world, and the price of which must have been out of
prupﬂrtmn with all that we are able to imagi= Vo-day, when we
picture to Gurselves a shirt, was a %umptlml}r consumption,

The first pun&d book, the first clock, the first portable watch,

the first paLLet of paper was always ¥ Zumptuary consumytion.,

Sugar coff-e, tea, pepper, and all the numerous alimentary
pruducts which,—however refined in their tastes they w ere, or
belioved themselves to be,—the Romans and-the Greeks never
knﬂw, were ﬂl‘tlﬂlEﬂ of sumptuary consumption, ‘

Tobacco, when it was introducec” into Rurope by Nlcﬂt was &
sumptuary consumptien.

Finally, thie modest potato itself, that equalising veﬂ"emhle par
Emcelfence, which a,dcurn&, the table of the rich as well as that #* the
poor, when,—brought over to France by Parmentier,—it appeared
for the first time at the royal table Jf Louis XVI was a aumptuiry
cnnsump‘lﬂn. - |

Now, Af one considers these various e i.IIlp]EB taken . hﬂp~hazard

from améng thousands, it will be noticed that there~s not a single
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one of the produets ﬂnt we have adduced w hmh has not,_envered
into general use. , - 4

Ivobody any ]cmerr lives to- da,y in caverns. Everybudy-haa the -

~use of, if not actual property in, a cottage. Nobody avw longer
covers himself with skins of beasts. Even these have become
articles of luxury; and the poorest, the most badly dressed
amongst us, has clothing made up from an artificial terture.
Everybody wears a shirt; everybody reads a newspaper or a
book ; everybody possesses a sheet of paper to write aletter;
watches have to such a degree become general that we tind them in
the pocket of the less fortunate of the workers ; sugar, coffee, tea,
pepper, are on every table ; there Is no workman, either in the
fields or in the towns, who does not smoke his pipe, and the
potato has become the most universal, perhaps, of all foods.
In a word, what yesterday was only within the reach of gome
~well-gar nished putrses 18 now accessible to all e, and has entered
into that minimum of indiyidual consumption within which the
population limits itself, and which serves as the basis of salaries. .
" But in order that houses, texture, shirts, papers, orinted-matter,
watches, sugdr, coffee, tea, pepper, tobacco and potatoes should -
~ have become D{J]ﬂﬂt‘a of current consumption, it was neceﬂﬁm'y
that they should have begun, first of all, h} bmng ﬂbJEEtE of
luxary. " S |
It was impossible, for example, for a book not~to fetch an in-
finitely hizher price on the morrow of Gutenyerg’s discovery than at
the present moment. It was impossible for the shirt of Isabeau of
Bavaria not to be more difficult to make, and not to cost, in con-
sequence, much more than a“shirt manuiactured in our days. = ~
If, under the pretext that thgsevere abjects of luxury useful
only to certain people, their production had been forbidden ; or if,
—what comes to the same—the absence of large fortunes had
caused thei purchase to be almost an impossibility, they would
never have been manufactured -
*Wherefore should a weaver have striven hard in the ':;feaving of
a shirt only .0 waste tine which no one would ever be able to
remunerate ?. For what reason shﬂgld a navigator have gone and

-
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exrofed his life, his time, and his eapital, in order to bring bﬂﬁﬂk,—-
from tie Indies, from America, from China, from Arabia,—sugar,
tobaceo, coffee, or potatoes, if he Had not ben sensible that Ahere~
was a whole eategﬁrﬁ of citizens in his cmm'try rich endugh to
buy higﬂ:-lrgﬂ, and thus to procure for him some profit? Fvident] y
he would have preferred to remain at home, &nd to cultivate what
his ancegtors had cultivated before him, ‘

Now, the first house once Duilt, every one wished to have a
house~ thé first piece of cloth onece woven, the first clothing ent
and sown, the firat shirt made, evlery one desired cloth, clothing,
and a shirt ; the first bit of sugar, the first=oup of tea or coffee,
the first pinch tasted of pepper, everybody wanted to sugar or to
pepper his-foods, aud to stimulate himself by mfiusions of eoffee op
tea; as soon as tobacco was imported, the pipe, the cigam and
snuff became an aspiration nearly common to all men ; potatoes
once known, therg is no table where one has p— wished to
‘beve them. -~ | |
~ Industry, since that time, has exerted its cuargies and wrought
wonders. Impelled by the desire to sell in greater quantit-s,
and thus to Curich themselves, the producers havp striven to per-
feet their meare of production and- transport~” Ocoanic ﬁavigatinn -
was established ; agriculture cnabled exotic vegetation to be
acclimatised ampnest us; Il’lEE'.lmlliUi{’LpS have discovered methods
which enable us to obtain in an hour what formerly cost months
of labour, and thus tho objects of luxury have become current
objects; but they only became current objects of consumption,
because they began by being objects of luxury’

If, then, ten thousand years agp, society had been organised in
such fashion that Inxury would li.ve been impracticable, none of
the progress which has been introdiiced amongst men would have
been possible.  We should still dwell in caverns, and we should
still be elothed with untanned skins of animals.  ~ ﬁ |

It is certainly preferable that equality should have been
viclated in those remote times, and that somebody should have
been able to procure for himself that which was not yet accessible
to, all; secing it is dwc to that fact : fome that these objects—

, s = ~ ,
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lum”*mus at the mnmeut of their orea.t1ﬂn—~ara abceﬂazbla%tha
magsas to-day. A e
Proudhon, who ~will not be accused nf not havmg bean ‘8
Socirlist; Proudhon, who first uttered these words,——¢ Prupert.y is
robbery ;” Proudhon who, like Karl Marx,—of Whﬂtﬂ?l}l this
respect, he was the precursor,—made the eriticism upon interest
and on the profits &f capital; Proudhon, with his vast 1g_telllgauuﬂ,ﬂ
with hig leve of liberty, and his high sentiment of human dignity,
understood the part played by luxury as he had unCersteed that
of speculation.” The lines which he has written on Iu_xury deserve
all the more to be~quoted, as they do not come from » bourgeois
economist, but from & resolute despizer of modern society,
% Our laws,” ho says, ““do not bear the character of sumptuary
lawg . . . ; this is preeisely the best feature of our laws of taxa-
 tion. . 'ﬁ:au wish to strike a blow 2t the objects of quury,
you ta.kc: ewilisation the wrong way. . .. What, in économic
language, are the products of luxury? Thﬂﬂﬂ- products the pxo-
portion of which to the total wealth is the least’; those prﬂductﬂ
which eome last in the indystrial series, and the ure&tmn of which
‘Bupposes the pre-existence of all the others. From this point of
view all the objecU -of human labour have been, and in their tura
have ccosed to be, C:-bJGLtb of luxury, sceing that by luzury we
understand nothing but a relation of posterioritg, eishier chrono-
logical or commercial; in Yeference to the e]ementﬂ of ‘wealth.
Luxury, in a word, is synonymous with piggress; It is, at each
momeht of tho social life, the expression of lhe mazimum of well-
being realised by l~bour, axd to which it is the right, as it is the
destiny, of all to attain. . . What then | do you think the town-
of Salente and the pr mqperlty o Fabrxmus are worth consideration?
“ Luxury humanises, clevates, and enndoles ihe habits ; the
Afirst and most efficacions education for the -people, the Btlmula.nt.
of tL™ ideal with most men, is luxury. . . . It is the ta.ster fﬂl‘
luxury which, in our days,—in default of r ellcrmus pringiples;,—keeps
up the social movement and reveals to the lower clagsps. t&aw |
dignity. . . 7 Luxury is more than a right in our ﬂumﬂty, it I8 a
need ; and that man ig.xr 13 to be pitied who never gives uimﬂelt
o~
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a B4t Iuxury. And it is when the universal effort tends to
populsaise articles of luxury more and more that you with to
regtrict the enjoyment of the people to the ¢3jects whlch yoﬁarﬂ
pleaged to qualify- as objects of necessit yl1. ‘
L Thc workman sweats and deprived hlmself and squeezes out
_:Qf his scanty earnings something to buy an adornment for his
"b&trothed -a necklace for his little girl, a wateh for his son, and -

“you take away from him this happiness! . . . But have you con-
sidereg-that to tax the objects of Iuxury is'tu forbid the arts of
quury?” ! *

- To forbid the arts.of luxury ! Proudhon ¥us there placed hla‘
finger on one of the nationallangers of the suppression of luxury, ‘

Up to this point we have not concerned oursclves, in speaking
Df lazury, with the division of mankind into distinct nationalities.
What we have said is trud for all men, in all IltltlldLE, In every
chmate. If all mankind were one Emnle human Zglomeration .
W!}P-t we said would-still hold good. Tt it would” be possible in
that oasé, and on looking superfici LLHJ, at things, that labour ex-
pended on luxuries,—despite their immense utility for the future,

might be considered as injurious, in the present, to the prﬂduﬂtmn
of-objects of prime necessity.  ‘This even i, 1’1:"1}111131 true when,
dEHEEHdlnﬂ' from these heights, and ceasing to look at lmrﬁqmg in
itg entwetv,f-we censider it urniler the differents nations *.ﬂnc,h con-
stitute i, and when, amoungst these nations, we fix our eyes on
that country which interests us most,—France.

The resources of France are not sufficient for her wants. She
i8. nﬂhged to import commoditics from abroaw, and these com-
modities’ she pays for with thoge she exports. Now, her
prmmpal exportations consist of objects of luxury. - From -
the point of - view of what we are agreed in callipg DbJELtE of
prime necessity, she prisents a notable 111fe1m11ty to many com-
petihg peopler. Whatever may be the cause, she prrduces more
expensively.than England, Gemnany, India, America, or China
Her ¢ocoons are unable to competa with the J apanese _or Chmea& *

3 Prowidhion. Les C‘untmdmnmw Ecﬂnﬂm:gueg (41:h edit, vol, 1,), pp.
SR SR
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COe00NS ; her ironware, unless protected by custc}m-huuﬂ& t"\rlffs,
woil.d l’lﬂt sustain the competition of English, Gprman, of Swedieh
irem.  Her wheat {.uffs cannot be measured, so far as price goes,
wzth those of Bessarabia, of India, or America. |

But she prudnces objects of luxury better than any of her rivais.
Amongst these there are some vho with difficulty engage in the
contest. - Others, like Germany, are making efforts tp establish
this mode of production. - They succeed aﬂmetimea with ariicles
of guasi- Juxur y—with what one calls shoddy; but as s for ~hat con-
stitutes true-luxuries, they do not succeed, and 1t 18 to France that”
it is always necessary to have recourse.  They do not- succeed In
putting into their work cither the finish or the taste which our
Parisian workers so well know how to impart.

Tt is with her products of Inxury, so universally Eﬂught after,
that France holds Lier place in the international market, and that
she can ex,urt what is necessary to pay for the products of which.
" she has need and which she imports. ~ RN
~ -When a Parigian workman makes an inlaid ]_neﬂe of furnitite.
“n perfect imitation of th™ancient ; when a workman at Beanvais
~makes a tapestry which vies in its beauty with, the nncient

tapus *1*1&5 when a workwoman of Valencicnnes veaves those magni-
ficent pieces of Tace-work so universally prized; for the world, these
are carved furnitire, taxcstrics, and lace-work that are manu-
factured ; for Irance, it i1s wheat, wine, meat, patatoes that arc
pmduned, and that in a greater quantity shan they could certam‘i}f
be produced in an equal period of labour, if the workers had em-
ployed themselves in the cultivation direct of potatoes, vines, and
wheat, or the raising of stock. . ~ :

The suppression of the suiptuars industries, clsewhere thﬂ,n in
France, would have the general inconveniences we have indicated.
In.France it would have, additionally, this :normots inconvenience:
thay, in snlpressing the exchanges which are advantageous to us,
it would impoverish us in objectseof current consumption, and thus
would ran counter to the objcet which one proposes.to ,reah%E, Ree-

.ing that that object ig pone other than to inerease prﬂductmn and
tolower the mrice of thahe products, :

-,



CHAPTER V.

COLLECTIVISM AND LIBERTY,
ScHAFPF, Wao has endeavoured to deseribe Socialism such as it 1s in
the mind of its authors, with the view of climinating all unjust
criticisms & Schiffle, who has presented sueinct but complete
analysis of the Soeialist doclrines, and who, whilst incontestably

being quite sympathetic to Collectivism, does not dissimulate the _

weak points of the system, and often consents to bring those poiuts
forward, expresses himself thus:—1

- .

‘¢ Tn brief, there is no reason to conelude that,—production being socially
regnlated and carried on under onc control,—the determination of our wants
chould be so as well, and that, in that matter also, the State ought to
continue its fuyections. - We insist emphTtically on this point, Jor if
Socialism wished to abolish freedom of individual wants, it ought to be looke”
upon as the mortal enemy of all liberty, ail ﬂiarit‘iﬂ:ﬁ"ﬂ and all Wturﬁ'
and material well-being.  All the advantages which Socialism Ip~ugs with

itﬁwquld not compensate the loss of that fundamental freedom. e

“In dealinrg with Socialism it is thercfr~e neccssary, first-of all,"to ex-
.jnine it from tkis point of . view. If it uselessly gives to its principle of
production a practical corollavy of such a nature as to endanger the freedom
to maintain an individual houschoeld, it is unacceptable, vhatever it may

prnrﬁiae and offer to us. In fact, the actual order ~f things, despite its

deformities, is yet a tenfold more free, and a tenfold more favourable to

civilisation.” -~ .

-

Thé question s here well Jaid down, and that by one of the men
who exalt Socialism t™c most. Dut it is extraordinary that, with
his indubitable qualities as an analyst, Schiffle did ~mot sce that,
in putting the question in such a manner, he had gondemmned
(Collectivism irrevocably. | B

s

t Qchifle. The Quintessence of Sﬂr:-ia,.?im*.f.fmmted from the French

translation by Malon), p. 47. o~ -

—
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His French translator, Malon, perceived this point. - ¥e Jhere-
fnra hastened, below the passage which we ha.ve just quotéd; to
pl’”q_e the fﬂllﬂmnn note :—

“J. Stuart Mill, in his Principles of Political -Economy, axer having -
closdly criticised autloritative Communism, added in effect,—If, Kowever, it
were necessary to choose between Communism with its chances, and the main-
tenance indefinitely of the present system, I woyld much prefer"Communism,
J. Stuart " Mill was right: an cqualising ﬂrgams&tlﬂu, whaters=—that

- organisation may be, would be superior to the reigning sacial ﬁ'\ndarmg,
which so many oppressions, sg many 1111{1111t1e3, a.ml 80 much suﬂ'aring
illustrate.” - -

More imaginative than logical, Malou believes in the possibility of
an organisation that would enforee equulit};, and he ﬂhﬂuﬂeﬂ be-
tween equality and liberty, He does not see that an equalising:
Drganiaa;igll is a snare, and that officiulism would ‘bs called in,
under the system of his choice, to replace capitalism, "He does uot
see that even if,—deciding for pure Lomnmlﬂsm, for C‘-ommu\smh_
which sdcialises as well consumption as production,—he procured
he disappearance of th™. causes of inequality avhich we -have
\“ﬂmted out in the Collectivism of Marx and Schafﬂe, he ,would

dugn ut in a gigant™ proportion the inequality which ‘would be -.
ti~.outcome of officidlismn, Lecause the latter would deal such a
blow to preduction”that ir¢ould not be maintained to any fegble .
extent except by an absolutely desputic authority and thiat such .
an authority is always accompanied with ™ griat swarm of func-
tionaries, with an army, and other unpmdmtne experises, ~

Besides, the afiirmation of Malon and of John Stuart Mill does
not seem worth a long refutatisn, If Socifl>m presented lthﬂlf undﬂr_ '
the form of authoritative Commu:Zsm svopressing all ll,bartry, it
would soon succeed in -losing nearly the whole of its a—dherents, and
its <actrine, having become simply acad.mic, would no lﬂnger"_
present any social interest. : L ¥

Schiffte has admirably und-rstodd this, and it was thlﬂ whmh
caused him-t¢ writ > the’ passage we have quoted above.™. RO
- It remains for us *o- ascertain whether the freﬂdom of con-

aumptlun, wpich he ﬂ{:ﬂﬂldﬂl‘ﬂ as the Euprema guud, 13 aueh &
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hﬂﬂn ﬂ:f‘t, mth ita Euppresﬂmn, all the advantages of Cﬂllectwlam_
would di: \ppear,—whether that freedom, we say, is compatible #ith
thﬂﬁanﬂmhw.tmn of production; it remains f*r us to examna
whether,-a-freadﬂm of production having vanished,—the freedom of -
material r"‘\.,unaumptmn, and “ even that form which we may be
-parlmtted to call freedom of inteMectual a,nd moral cnnsumptmn,
might not vanish at the same time.

Well, Scliiffle, takes upon himself to answer that question.
Some 1 uggn before those which we have quoted- above, he sayﬂ n
fact :—

¢ It is true that the State wonld be able to rdically eliminate
the wants that would appear it harmful by no longer produc- .
'mg for their satisfaction ; wherefore it is that the wvegetarians,—
Baltzer amongst others —tend towards Socialism, But it is not a
bad thing to remove from t-e social body adulterated or tnjurious
“products. In order to avoid the abuse of this process™_I purifica-
tion /(N’ld those madmen, the temperance partisans) we should only
have to apfeal to the strong aml generally developed sense of
ndividual liberty.” | ~ Lo e

This passage, “with its appearance of tranquillity, is altogethep.
tel'rlfyihg -

The State, as master of pruductlma, mll be able to supp/ess
_consumption ywhich will not be awrceable to it.. Some partlsa.ns
havlng becume masters of power by remlntmn, if not by general
ﬂﬂnsmt, ‘will b able to-morrow to force vegetarianism upon a
nation by stoppmg . the raising of cattle. Without even going 8o
far a€ that, another Government will decide ). on suppressing
_ﬂ.lﬂﬂhnl ancther will go ag far as to _proscribe wine. These are
not fantastlo suppositions. Look at “hat takes place in our. days
1n certain States in"the Atherican union, think éf those Traconian
laws against the sale of <intoxicating liquors, and say if it would
be very difficult to take a step farther, when the ‘Stote, by .ne
geuamhsa.tmn of production in, its haudg, would have gained
ummpntﬂnﬂﬂ in regard to consumption! Soeial rﬂvulutluns would -

not be, ended MeilTwould fight in view nf snn’ e articie of con-
aumptwﬂ Cought to be suppressed, or of n ut‘her Whl\h it w nuld_
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be sbught to revive. But supposing that in. the mg,ter'i-gf world
things would not go so far ; that the public good sense w(¢, ld d,ga,lj_
“Juskice to the ““te™vperance partisans,” and that the gﬁuthqﬂty
woulu confine itself to preventing certain articles of ﬂnﬁéumptiﬂn
manifestly harmful; theré would remail the intellectual afd moral
side. Here despofism would mign absolute, and would be
such as has never been dreamt of under the most_autoeratic
monarchies. | ' . -
~ What, foy example, would become of the freedom™of th< press,
when the State would be the one and only printer, the one and
only publisher? -~ S |
" Can one imagine the French iftinistry of the present hour
printiug the Intransigeant, or the victorious Boulangist party
publishing the Padical, the Répuhlipue I'vangaise, and the Parts
‘Ouwrier 7 | - | o )
To-day,.=<en where the laws are severe, every one publishes
upon his own responsibility what he thinkes proper, and thgre
always exists a sufficient number of adventurous spirics, 8o that
-1 idea can never be comrletely stifled. Even when the censure
“<eps In with its scissors, like a preventive weapon ?lga,inat_liberty,
cla. Fstine printil.>> presses arc- organised,-——thmnks to the indi-
v dualis’tion of industry and commerce which makes it possible
to procure the eléments and Mstruments of induﬂt.:ry.__ The de-
centralisation of material production takes it out of the powel of
the most absolute Liovernments to completely ki)l frEEdhﬂm, becauke
they lack the means of always and cverywhere preventing infrac-
tions of their regflations and their laws. | | o
Those means of repression which haye beetn wanting fo tho
most terrible despots of whot history has preserved the memory,
- Collectivigm furnisbes them for us. - ° D '
The State being the only printer, the fnly letter-founder, the
nnl? paper gaanufacturer, and the only manufacturer of printer’s
ink,—what censure will be equivalant to that? .’It was not worth.
"while bringing abomt the revolution of J uly 1830, in the name of
the liberty”>f the!‘press; and we can scarcesy understand. the
Collectivists wf__hn,'t;eq-ff{' ¥y, at the Chamber of Doputies, Indulged ,
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in Itlll'tlf | felicitations over -having succeeded in rejecting the fo¢
Retnach. © What is the loi Reinach in comparison with what
Cul@twmm promises to us? A ~

It is not.only in regard to the press, but in regard to the right
of m&etl@, in regard to dssociation, and, above all, to public
instruction; that liberty will be threatened. £s to public meet-
ings, it will be sufficient to refuse the citizens, whose ideas
are not agrezab]& the usc of the halls of which the State will be
the Epﬁetm‘ In regard to association, it would socon be de-
clared that these associations constitute little States within the
great one, and that they are injurious to socicty~at large.

" In the m,a,f:ter of cducation the doctrines of the reigning State’
would only be allowed. to be taught.

In our days State education has been created, and gightly so,
it 1Mot bemg right that an“institution so nccessary and so little
remunerative should be abandoned to the chanceof private
lﬂlt/l}tl”’i"ﬂ But if th= State has a system of education of its own,
an educatiCl which ought to be ncutral in order not to wound
any econviction, it leaves individual Woerty in the matter o

cduecation intac, This freedom to teach is a safety-valve again
State “omnipotenoe. - If the schools of ’pk':" State dﬁf‘{g
from the attitude of nentrality imposed upon them, on wguV_
very saon seefrec schools spring up where tha children of “those
whose beliefs would appear threatened {fould take refuge.

" The Catholics haye taught us for some ycars past the use that
can be made of free schools, m~l it is not for us who are Fee-

thinkers to ‘wrsh to give up the rights which the Catholics exercise

at this moment, but w ’1/191.1 we- should possibly have to cxercise
in our turn, _ -

With Collectivism this freedom would disappear. How counld.
one “organise 2 free schnol when there would no longer be any
private capital?  Teaching is an industry like any othar ; anc for
every 111du3try capital is needed. To cstablish a school it is
necessary to have premises and l]{}DLB it is nccessary to be in a
- position topay the ceachers; it is necessary, 98" =" "ngelse,

to sink fuids, and this is even more nan/“/ | sewhere.
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-flf nﬁe mﬂhaa to cumpete mth the gratmtuua teachmgr af-\_tha
State. . .
' anettered teac}ﬂngr thm cfore becomes ra.dmally 1mpumb1&,.in
Colléstivism, '~ This, therefore,—Staté education and nothing but
State education,—is what we are protiised by the ideal £ciety of
Karl Marx, of Lessalle, of Schéiffle, of M. Guesde, and of M.
Malon.. The Catholics, like M. de Mun, will- perha,pﬂ accom-
modate themselves to this idea, because they hope that thgﬁ_tata
_will fall into Catholic hands, and because the Cath™lic ~getrine
“has never professed but a -feeble enthnsiasm for liberty: -The
sectarian TFreo-thirkers also—who are nothing buts turn-coat
Catholics, and who do not hesitate,"any more than the rellgwus
fanatics, to stifle by force an unpleasant idea—smile approval on
Collectivism because they flatter themselyes that the*v will oome
into power, .

Both the ~ae and the other delude themselves, and thnﬂe whnﬂe
hopes will be deceived by the event will biskerly regret hzw.LQg
ever yielded to such illusions.

~We, for our part, who~consider liberty as the first and the
~areatest of boons, will never associate ourselves witn a Bystem-the'
/ ria"ﬂh of which w—uld have the. effect of stiflirg all liberty,-and
€ nuly saving to mantkind the pmspect of continual revolutions
and sudcessive opprassions. . ~ N

Schiiffic in'revocalily condemned Golleetivism nheﬂ he rEﬂﬂgmHed_
the impossibility of renouncing liberty, It g, ltLdeed in vain that,
by a subtle ana,l} sis, by a mere abstraction, the Marxists have
aepamted produglion from consumption, and have pretendea to
yreaervﬂ liberty in the one case, =vhila gausing hbarty t.u dl&a _
appear in the other,

The socialisation of production kills freedom -of cnnlumptmn,
~and, whatever may be its aim and its thG‘a, Collectivism Wﬂuld
'_ra.pm y end sithor—if the meshes of the net were rela.xad--_m the
reconstruction of capitalistic society, or in an absolute, authorita-
tive; and narrow “ommunism. In the first case, it would, to
say the 7~ ~——<"wurd to expend such considerable - forces in

order to n "\‘ﬁu}gitu whmh thruugh BhOt?kE W:th
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‘ out ‘F"imber, we should necessarily "have to return. Ti the
segqnd cage, gocial slavery would be definitely establishad in
the world.

OF thege two solutions, the ong is not more valuable thdh the
other. “Collectivism is decldedly not the polar star of humanity.

-



CHAPTER W.

. COLLECTIVISM WOULD BRING ABOUT THE -STAGNATION, AND BVAN THE
' RETROGRESSION, OF THE HUMAN RACH.
W
IN suppressing luxury for some, and emulation for others—emula-
tion which arises frfm the hope of profit ; in causing the disappear-
ance.of speculation which, as Proudhon had so very well 'aegcu;--
18 the genius of all invention and of all discovery ; in replacing
- the movement—not anarchic, as is pretended, but automatie and
natural—of society by red tape and sthtistics ; Collectivism, if it
would not g™ so far as to cause a retrogression of our race-—and
we shall shortly see that it would be fated t= bring this abouke~
would have, at least, the necessary.and immediate effect of wiping
o=t all progress, and of ~rresting the social ‘movement at the,
}Tﬁﬂiﬂe moment at which the méchanism of IBDEiEt}’ would have
“heer~ansformed: e a clock which stops immCdiately ag gwén as
" ¢ breu™s the spring which serves as a propeller,

- Peruaps it will be4hought that such a suppression of all progress,
‘and of all fresh manifestation, on mgrand scale, of human -gen'igé,'
offers no reagon to disquict us. The presant Society gpahies its
members to live. Its only defeet, %t will be said, 18, that it diati#i-;
butes badly that “vhich it produces; but that, notwithstanding, it
produces in abundance. Let us fix this indygtrial state of things in
assuring an equitable distrib™tion, and 'if:“mattherﬂ little ‘if after-
wards' we cease to realise any progress. Men will live. The .
- masses will be more happy than tu—tfay; mnd it iﬂ'-bett_er to live
and e happy than to make progress. e .

The -Collectivists, it is true, do not reason “in this“manner.

Indeed, being on the one hand enthusiasts, and blinded by the

~ object of edlalising foxtunes which they pursuera.ﬂd which corrceals

any abstacle frﬂn}_ #hen, they .doé not pereeive the ﬂ;&#ftable
- I14 .
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con~o. lences of their system. On the other hand, if there are
§QMe amuong them who are capable of avowing to themselved these
censequences, and of accepting them, -they w2uld not be likely to
publmly confess this, They underatﬂnd too well how much an
affirmation of eternal stagnation would seem repugnant to the
eyes of all, and how it wonld Zlienate men from a system which
would lead to such results.

But if, throvgh blindness or throngh calculationy, the Collectiv-
ists a=oid Iinding themselves to the mode of réasoning which wes
have just sketched, that reasoning none the less formd the basig—
consciougly -or unmnsemusly—c:f their theoty. Indeed, if one -
does not accommodate onosclf ta that state of universal stand-
still, it 18 necessary to renounce Collectivism and to seek else- '
where than in the socialisation of the instruments of labour the
foundation of the social improvements which we all aim after.

Now, let us admit this reasoning for an instant, aud see if it is
sglid. Is it true”.hat, giving up all emulatien, all Iiberty, all
future industrial progress, and all new discovery, socicty may, at
least, llve, henceforth and in perpetuit™ in an nniform mediocrity,
whilst the amﬂunt of production and Lhc actual figure of populatict.

18 fix~d at tlie salne time? N

Unhappily, there ig in this nothing clse but one snaradde?té
all'the snares which Collectivism wuu]d reserve for us, if,"for the
.mmfnrtune of the hiuman race” it happened to be established.

And, first of a,lL no-one admits that Collectivism =ould be able
to trmmph at the same time on cvery point of the globe, Wa
may rely that it would find, at some points, a stronger resistance
than.at others. Afterthe l{pse of a century, the political con-
‘quests of the Frenﬂh _Revolution "ire not yet. extended all over
- Europe, and we are 311at1f’ ed in supposing that a transformation
so considerable as that- E{Hlﬂ'ht for by the Marxist school, would
require, in Arder to become geneml at least ax long ~ time as the
principles of 1789, '

Tlere-would therefore be mmultaneously, a.t a given momgnt,
Coltectivist nations and eapitalistic nations~ ~

The first nations, for as long as the genedlisation of Collecti=igm

—_

F ot
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would be incomplete, would be obliged to struggle in the’ warld-
mark~t with the natural arms of competition. The Cﬂlfdﬂtiviﬂt
‘nat™n would apply~ts system-within its borders; but abroad jt-
woula certainly be forced to take up with metallic money again,
to re-enter the circle of the circulatiofi of products, and t2 invest

these with the 2¢/e and the charaefer of commodities. |
There is, indeed, no ncecessity, even for an instant, to concern
oneself with the hypothesis according to whichaa pﬁupld—-—_@e
Lerman people, or the French people—would make upstheir minds

to wall themselves off from the outer world by prohibitive tariffs.
A Chinese wall i possible in a civilisation so primitive Hi}hart the
people who constrnct it have only very restricted wants, or in the
case of & nation which disposes of a tervitory extensive enough to
produce, at least, all that which 15 necessary for the satisfaction

o

of its wants. _

But the wets of mankind are to-day too considerable, and the
territory occupied by the diverse European - n~tions 18 too ﬂmfﬂl
for the people who inhabit it to be able to procure ror them-

sc*ves, without recourse to-importation, all the objects which are

-

»ecessary for them.
. Lot -us take Frar—e by way of example. O=ce closed ta the

owter woold, whenee could she ebtain,~—I do not say the precious
metals “ith which, ewing to luxury and money being abolished,
she would perhaps be able tu disper=<e,—but the metals indispefhs-
able to endustyy, sueh as copper, lead, mereqry aﬂ_pdqzin? ~ Whence
could she procure coffec, tea, peppes, Peruvian barks, and"all the
produéts of the sc”l of tropical countries which she employs eifher
as foods or as medicines? Whence could she get the cotton which
she does not produce ; whenes, too, the wool which she does not
produce, except in a proportion inferior “to her econsumption ?
Whence, in the vears of average or coferipr harvests, the wheat
and t1e cattle necessary to make up for the deficit in her pro-
duction, and to secure an adequate food supply?

Evidently, she would have to do without these things, or to go
_and seek thim whee they ave ; and if she weni in scarch of them
it would be necossaf}?- to. pay for them. As, mpreover, gold and
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stlv7r . re only mciang of circulation ; as one does not pay for pro-
drsts except with products—the prc:dncta 1mpm'ted with thﬂae
esported—the “Gountry which, would first reach Collectivism ywe Suld
compulsoril'y have to continue to deal commercially with those
countries which would have remained behind in the -capitalistic
system, - g

Such ﬁlﬁlhlg the case, there is reason to ask oncself which nation
weunld be «he “better armed for the competition on the world-
markei—th, .t nation which would have adopted Collectivism, or thas~
nation wkiich would have persevered in the ancient system ; and
which of-fhe two, consequently, would oust The other, or w-:}uld
be ousted by it ?

Tey that question the answer is forced upon us, viz, the people
“Potter armed in this countest would, by a long way, be the capital-
listie people.  With the latter people,—things continuing to work
" a3 they "do at the present time,—salaries would Ue maintained

relatively_low ; the éapital not distributed,—that is to say, the
capital accumulated,—would constitute a considerable rescrve,
enabling the gasy rencewal of the instruments of labour, which
~would, consequently, be constantly Lept on a level withh the pro-
gress”which emulation and the hoepe of gailt amongst indi viduals
would not fail to produce.  The productive power of lab”ur wowud
éxperience & constant increase, and the price et commoditsZs would °
consequently have a permanc”t tendeney to go down,

- Where Collectivism- on the contrary, would Dein astivity, things
woyld take place in aun inverse manner.  On the one hand, under
Collectivism, no more inventions, or hardlyany more, would be made,
and the industrial mes»s exist.ng at the moment of the social revo-
lution would heneceforth remai~ witbout change.  Irom that point
of view, therefore, there would e no hope of secing the productive
power oldabour increase, atd of secing -the price of the objects of
consumption or of exchunge decrease, In the seco~d plale, by
means of the excessive reduction of the labour day, or by means
of the cx~essive rigse of salaries ; owing a]&u to the dlmppearauce of
Eurplus—lahnur and to the fact uf etlch mar coasuming more than
he does t&da}, and cxerting himseclf s0 rs Tiof to prm'mCE R101'e
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than ne consumes ; it is evident that, on this a.E‘fDuut % wj_l,_-the
price ~f comuodities would have a forced tendeng itﬂ :‘HE-E‘“ -
" We have scen tha*, in fact, in our days, the bﬂi@;t&hst‘gmﬁa up
to th;ccmsumur, by the lowering of the price of hi;ﬁ?_mmﬁd]t}?* &
very great portion of his surplus-valu€, As to hisrpgls‘?ﬁﬂ'l con-
sumption, which would, it is cousidered, be diminished {%‘dﬁ“ the
new order of things, its diminution would not effect an, $COUOMY
comparable to the destruction of wealth which an sner 8¢ of the
gencral consumption would bring about. - L~
It an army, the salary of the officers strikes & % °"* th_e
imagination, when “ne compares it with the modest pa _Gf_ the
soldier. "But when one examines a var-office budget, ohe “‘Ef]'{ly
perceives that the pay of the soldiers,—sceing the great nump§! of
them,—costs incomparably more to the State than the ﬂalair??i
the officers. Tt can be scen that if the pay of all officers were
suppressed, the least augmentation of the sum daily reseived by
the soldier would cxceed by a great deal thesaving realised oy
that suppression, - '
At is the same in the social order, and 'this., too, in an infinitely
gréater proportion, because of the more considerable masses of
men to whom the ~henomenott applics,  Hers the capitalists
represent~the officers ; the workers represent the soldiers. Even
in adni*ting that it miglt be possible to retrench fram the total
consumption the amount waich tim capitalists econsume to-day
above the avgrage, 4t would "bo enough to Laise that average at
the same time, in order to make ~he deficit cnorimous. ‘What
would be the state*of things if the sumptuary consumption of the
capitalist were not even diminished? A;yl we ihirﬂ{ we have
established that that consumption gould not be diminished, that
the director-like functionaries would certainly exact as much from
the social labour, and perhaps more, thin do pow the actual holders
of capral.  If follows from all these conditions, so disadvantageous,
from the point of view of the struggle for life, that the Collectivist
people would produge at®prices infinitely higher than the econo-
Qust and botrgeoismeonle. - .
srefore, when Ftb-e Ldllectivist peopte would , come Torward
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into “the world- niarket they would see themselves repel‘-ﬁd at
every ~oint. | And, nevertheless, they would be forced to go and
buy the materials which they could not dispense with from those
nations who would obstinately refuse to buy from thém arvthing
in retrrn., How would they pay? With their metallic reserves
at first ; then, when these reserves would be ~xhaustea—and that
would qumk]y take p}nce——mth products which tlmy would be
obliged tc part with below the cost price—that is to say, at a loss.
Tais transgetion would be ruinous, and it would be necessary very
qmﬂﬂy to resume the supply of surplus-fabour, no longer in order’
to accumulate national eapital, but in order to enrich the foreign
excharZa agents. These latter individuals would, in such a state
of ‘things, reap so great an advantage that, very likely, Collectivism
would not becﬂmc goneral, the nations which already had not
entered it taking good care not to embrace it after such an ex-
perience, As to those nations which would have adopted this
new soclal systeny-"they would be.condemned to cut adrift from it
8 qulck’-f as possible, or clse to disappear.

Let »s now make an inadmissible supposition in order to leave
nothing unamwered in the Collectivis™ arcwments,  Let us admit
that the social revolution would be-so sudden, so general, that
Collectivism would be established CVery’y ]mm nt the same time.
There certainly would no longer be the dread of the co muetition
of the remaining capitalistic natiow~, but, from the lnfurnatmnal
point of vicw; therc woull be other cmbprrassments. There
wolrld still be "th necd of_ foreion pt‘D{']th"ﬁ;‘ wnd  as, in all
countries, the State would be the only producer, one would have
'to. go to it in order to'buy, Competition would be destroyed or
nearly so; for, ingZTad of taking place between individuals, ‘it
could only take place Hetween nations, and the purchasing pcople,—
finding iteslf in- presence of a single vendor in the shape of a
nation, or of a very imall number of nations acting as vendors,
who would” be able to form themselves into a syndicate—nothing .
would be more easy than fer tho latter to strangle the purchaser
every time a qustion arose gconcerning an article the prﬂductmn
of whish is Hmlted to rare countries, mr Inﬂtﬂl‘lf‘e it e -

—— o
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_ that~it would be sufficient for the United States and Rl;r"'-i’.iﬁt to
" form o mutual understanding together in order to ob/ain, jn
~xchange for their retroleurn, just what it would please them to

F

Fa

ask: '
It is true that the people standing in the position ~f con-

sumer would have The resource of veturning to the use of colza
oll, and that this fact would re-establish a certain equilibrium
But beyond the trouble which the employment of this meuns would
involve, it would only be applicable when the questien would bﬂ
~one concerning products the consumption of which is hot in-
dispensable. If, o= the contrary, i consequence ~of cattle
diseasc, or of a bad harvest, a people™suffercd from a EC&?Cltj‘ in
cattle, or in cereals, they would be obliged to submit to the
conditions forced upon them Dy the possessors of horned bewsta
or of wheat. To-day the multiplicity ofvendors and purchasers,’
and the keenngss of competition, give an elasticity to cammerce
which makes such accidents impessible. They ~ould become the
rule when the smallest purchase wounld have to be mads by. one .
Goyernment from another, and more than one war would break
out from these economic Legociations, as it break3 out to- -day
fmm political negociations, which are by far lass impassioned
than those on which would depend the mlmedmte feeding of a
whole p~oulation.  _

These inconveniences woul® onlydisappear if mankind in its
entirety formed one gingle agglomeration, or, at leust, if several”
nations, after u*’wuur accomplished ~their revulutmn, mixed to.
gether In such moiner as to possess a territory so vast that
men would dwell there, under all LLtl-flldB‘w, and all climates, and
on all categories of lands, owning mujes of ul ietals and of all
ﬂmnhu::.tﬂ:lus and would be uble to procurc Wmongst themselves,*
without recourse to outsiders, everything they would néed, and if
they would have the'resource to shut theinselves up and con-
stitute a little group of illlllhllllt} determined fo suffice to

themselves. - - -
The first of-these hypotheses,—that of mankin united in one

Tl agglomearation, —is lmpracticable, The second is 1638 so
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althouzh it may not be 'ev&rywhele of easy application. Fut it
could Vs realised on certain points of the globe, notably s the
United States.

Very well, let us suppose the idea realised. Let us sippose
that CCllectivism'is established in this country so exceptionally
disposed to receive it, and that it has not any longer to struggle
with the elemoent, fatal to it, of internatioual exchange; it will
none the Iuss laad, by the simple play of natural forces within, to
a fatgl retroression, or a rapid decay.

The actual surplus-value would, in large mcasure, lose its'
character f capital ; it would De nearly ~ntirely. distributed
either (nder the form of sCaaries, or under the form of general
expenses. The undertaking of new exploitations would be given
up, and, henceforward, having no longew need of instruments or
means of subsistenco intended for a fresh utilisation of dormant
wealth, —~vetty nearly all that one would produce would be
cnnaumed - ,

" But inimediately—social well-being nugmenting—the population
would inerease, for the population guestion forces itself upon ug,
and it is not safficient to deny it in ordie that its cffects Ell{}uldfdi&-
appesr. Now, arno capital would have lmumuuunul&ted in order
to utilise the arms of thencw-comers on fresh fields of et]_lutatmn,
it would be impossible to procure labour for them all ep#2pt by
lowering again the limits of #he lak7ar day ; and this would fall
very soon below what would be strictly necessar At ltis true that
at thm moment the law of papulation would uewm to act in an-
inverse sensc ; the number of the inhabitant« would suffer a
backward movement, which~wonld allow the duration of the
labour day to rige to the numbep of hours necessary. * But this
dGration would, natiurally, be proportionate to the minimum
salary imposed by the iron law which,—all individual prevision
having disappearcd,-—would recover its primitive force. -~ And
whilgt, in our individualist ‘ii}LlEt}, the gquantum of the mintmum
cr:mﬂﬂmptmn follows a pmr:rreaswe scale and always tends to
augment, it would Tollow a retrogressive. seale in~Collectivist
society, and manifest 1 constant tendeucy, to~diminish,
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| Tg_dﬂ.}*, on the avowal even of the Sucmhata* the ancumﬂatlgu
, of capital, the augmentation of the pmductweneaa of labaur, and
_the Ceeation of ma.chmery, whicl constantly lower the prige” of
fDl’hl’Dﬂdltl“S have "this result, that, if the salary diminishes
sometimes in a relative way—when ong. compares it to the fotality
of the surflus- valuge—viewed in the absolute it abrvays goes up.

To-morrow—supposing that Cortectivism should be realised to-
morrow—the abrupt interruption of accurulated weadth, of in-
ventions, and of the pérfecting of machinery, wc:-uld make that ride
in the absolute salary impossible, although a rise might be pro-
~duced in the relative salary ; and wo must not forgep that the
absolute salary alone can cnable & man to satisfy his wan™ The
augmentation of the relative salary consists only in this fact, that
a man no longer shares with anyone, or shares in a losser degree,
the product of the 11:|dust1 y in which bg labours. This angmen:-
tation does not increase the happiness of any one, and it even
diminishes it, if the portion which returns togach, when every-
thing falls to the lot of labour, is less than what the workey
received when the share that fLH directly to labour was anly the
“hdaf, the third, or the fourta of the production. ' a

‘As the statu quo docs not exist anywhere in.nature, as it .is
an universal law that =1 that does not make progress I'EGGCIEE,
that a,ll\ taat docs not advance goos back, it is certam that, the
absolute salary, being no lozer uble to augment, Wﬂuld diminish. -

It is, moreover, easy to form aﬁ\ldm of the p™ocess of this
diminution. AVhen" the population would fse,the duration of
labour would be lowered, that is to say, to gpeak our present
language, the wnwe wounld be luuered Then, when. the
pressure of misery would become Ielt poralation, in its turn,
would diminish.  Neverthellss, =5 this retfogressive move-
ment would last during the time it takes for a~ generation
to grow up, it would certainly be ncuessary, daring that
perioc, - for ~very bc:dy to form habits of consumidg less than’
formerly. On these habits, 4hen, the population wuuld be
regulated in ﬂrdm to become I1m1ted But whea the’ pupulatmn
would have reachéd (e limit adequate to its new hahits, ‘the



Co. ectivism and Retrogression. 1274

. r -
— — — —— ' -
. - S

N . ' r ' -
samse cffects -would be reproduced, bearing with thn.:m-the‘ ut6
copRequ nees. .

-It-is necessary, indeed, never to luae sight of the fact tha,t the
iron law ‘does mot bring down salaries to the amoun wh"‘*h ig
strictly necessary to mere ~material cxistence, but to the amount
which is necessary to prescrve life, taking the¢™ habits of the time
as the basis, .

It follov.s that salaties rogulated by the said law are susceptible
of compress~on and extension,—a fact without which, as we have
already established, all progress and all retrogression. would be
impossibles and mankind would only be able o move itself in an
almayz/:mﬂar situation with™a frightful monotony. )

The.iron law and, the law of population only constitute one
la%. They are the two sides of one aud the same phenﬂmennn
If population were not l'mited,life would be impossible. Such-
limitatie>- takes place, despite the contrary organic tendency of
the hman race. ~The process whertby that limitation is cffected
is & double one. It acts on the one hand through misery,—the
lick of the means of subsistence which mows down the genega-
tions. This {rocoss is the only one wiich acts on the wild races
of apimals. On~the other hand, it acts through willed peraﬂnﬂl
forethought,—a form which is peeuiliar to Fhumanity. |

The first form, which 1 shall call the animal form, lead /ﬁ.tn the
“abzolute law of wages, Ellﬂh/_glﬁ La«"1: lmd conceived it, THe
‘gecond form, the human form, leads, ou the contrary, to the
permanent increase of well- boing. In the ftsC case, the popula-
1;1011 outstrips subsistence, and misery forces itself upon mankind ;
in the second,it is_subsistence which uut%tnpq population, and
the condition of man is improved. '
~ This law is not ail economic 1&\‘, ; it iz an organic law which
acts with the fatahty of Tatural laws; and we have only to put
_to ourselves one singie question: What is the form of gociety
" which davelﬂpﬂ individual forcthought? What "is the form
that anpnihilates it? The first “will necessarily be the higher
" form of ﬂomety, “and the second form wﬂl have to-be carefully

avoided,
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Now there is a point ‘'on which everybody is agreed, on which
not eve Soclalist will raise the least criticism, viz, that Dersomal
“eesponsibility breeds personal forethought, and that 11reapnnﬂlb111ty'
breedsy want of forethought, '

Well, then, can 1t be coutested that"the liberal and individgal-
istic society of to- Lmy does devalop the 1eapﬂn51b111ty of each
individual ?  Can it be contested that Collectivism suppresses it ¢

To-day, before lightly angmenting one’s f.;umly,-ﬂne recoOgnises,
that it will be nccessary to nourish its members so*long as the
children shall be in their early years; that later on it will be
necessary to find them work and a position, The diffigulty in-
creases with the number of childrels to be raiscd. A baldace ig
established between the natural pleasure which one - feels in
increasing one’s fumily, and the inconveniences which the new
burdens would impose upon one. IHenle, a voluntary limitation
which is in proportion with ;uh::-ptr.,d habits and the T=imum
consumption, below which onc will not consent™™ deaceni .

To-morrow, why should onc inflict on oneself the worry of
family limitation, when it would be upon society that the famlly
burdens would devolve, ana when one would be always sure of
having work for thie ~ew-comers? - In order to=<ake such arstep.
one wounld_have to be guided by the counsideration of social duty,
but the—gtion of each man on the whole of society im too feeb]e,
too small, too inappreciable ror thak wnmdemtwu to have any .
welght Wh"lt&“. er on Andividuals, - ~

It hence follows that the law of Ay ages, which the Colleetivist
Socialists have mae the corner stone of their system,.is emctly-
the supremec law which irrevocably eendemns _therr theory.

Therefore, the individualist dev elopment hElB .the effect of i in-
creasing every day the minimum mdwuhml consumption, in
allowing each one to satisfy an incr E*l*:lll*"" niuber of wantas. |

"I‘he,-develmpme.nt of Collectivist society would have the effect of -
lowering this minimum of consumption, and of reducing the
individual to the satisfaction from day to iy of a lesser """‘llll’ﬂdﬂl‘
of wants. . ~ ~ - '

The actual individu‘a-’is_t-_iﬂ society of to-day creates wealth.
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~ The Collectivist society would breed misery.

Jhe i~dividualistic aﬂmety does not always well distribute, but
lt.pruducea much.

The Collectivist society would certainly dlfatubute no bltter,
but urg~d by the chimera ¢ a better distribution, it would deal a
fatal blow to préduction and would wind up i2 no longer having
anything to distribute. |

Fhe ColZsctivist theory is, therefore, & mere utopia. It cannot
be malmed hecause it comes in conflict with one of the sentiments
most deeyly rooted in the human heart—that of individual
initiative ; .and if, by the hypothesis, it could-be realised in fact,
it wovZ be the most fright™ul misfortune that could fall vipon
humanity. .

In order that Collectivism might become possible and be
stripped-of dangey, it woul be necessary, as Fourier had supposod,
that labaur—even labour of the most repulsive kind-—should be
as attractive as ple=, and that there should be produced, in accord-
alice witi the natural tastes of each individual, a spontaneous
division of labour, soclety—in virtue of some higher law —contaig-
ing the proportion of each aptitude whic’ is exactly necessary. But
this, ~unhappily, As an artificial cuncoptmn which the learned
Socialists of our time repel no less than %e do as not resting on
auythmn' regl. - "

.. Collectivism, consequently, does ~%ot adapt itsclf td human
n&ture Will it so adﬂpt itself. one day, if gpnsiderable organiec
modifications are br U Jght about in man, and if The human species
tyansforms itself into a different specics 7 No one ean answer for |
this, ' |

It is probable that the Darwmmn hypothesis is true—that the
siracies which penple tae globe are derived from ancient extinet
species ; and it is perfectly Il confor mity w ith that hypothesis that
the actual species shGald be converted, in their tmn into. new
species destined to replace them. DBut thig is the sceret of the
future, apd of a future excessively femote,— o remote in any case,
that.it is not of {ny interest for us to peer into it. Al that we
are perritted to affirm—and that is sufficient for us-—is that, as

L4
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long as man shall remain man, as .long as a new species shall<not
ha:vﬁupplﬂnted'the speeies to which we belong, the Collectimist
“ide~ will be one of:those conceptions of which it will be of the
greatost lmpﬂrtmme to beware, and against which we .ought to

defend ouyrselves,
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_ CIIAPTER T.
- THE TWDFDLE} CHARACTER OF IHIHUMANITY.

From t*7 fact, which we have endeavonred to estabiish up to this
point, i}l_q,t Collec_.vism—in so fur as it is of an absolute character
—I18 repugnant to hnman nature, ourht{ we to wind up with
Anarchism and claim the suppression of all public functions?  No
at all ! | |
- Evory living spocies in Nature has itg-qRalities and its proper
mstinets, and 18 only able to develop itself by obeying thkem, -
There ex*ts some belngs abﬂulutE}_y indi\f!*:}uﬂ]i:ﬂtic. ASuch are
-the wild beasts: The males do not come néar the females except
in order to breed,.then they go back to their golitude, taking no
part in the education of the young ; the females, on their part,
know no more about the fumily than what iy scmply NCCESSAry i
order tha’ the young ones may reach the age which will allow
them to separate themsclves from #heir mothers, and to live in an
isolated manner on their own account in unfrequented places.
Under such conditions there is no sort of soclety, not even the

-most elementary, _ - ~ .
Other animals, on the contrary, have instinets completely com-
muiistlc  That West African bird which the French call ¥ The
Republican,” and, much better still, the bee-an the aut, furnish us

with cxamples, Amongst these last speers the sentimert  ofe
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per{onality has disappeared to such a degree that Nature sgems
to telke mothing into account except the community. ~Amongst
"be{w, all individuals that are not intended to assist in the work
of 1'L1:r1‘culr.|(*t1011 arc made nenfer by the hygienie rules to which
they are spbumitted ; the males are puk to death ﬂf%t]L%“"’{“ﬂmlt]iq
as soon as their fufetion is completed, and cach stidier engaged in
a strugele is a soldier dead.  The bee does uot sting to defend
itsell.  In stinging it cemmits suicide. I% stings tolefend the

-

collectave uuatenw ~
Man is neither entirely an Individunlist like a wild hc%t nor

completely a Commrunist like the ant or the bee.  Thés fact con-
demns to a fatal failure every absoli"e system, Collectivist™« Indi-
vidualistic ;: Communism and Anarchy.  Man possesses at the
same time powerful social instiucts, and unsubdued indivadualistic
iustinets. Let no one ask him to live inmolitude! Not only would

one fall foul af a profound repugnance on his part, but salso™of a
physical impossibility.  Man— whﬁ in a state~€ society, becomes
the master of creation,—when.onece isolated, is no more “han the
warst armed amongst animals.  ITe has neither the {auscular
power nor the claws auc. the teeth of w i1d arfimals, nor the
minuteness which e=nbles the iuscet to dissmulate, nop the
rapidity of the fallow deer and of the cazelle, nor the excessively
prolific f'a,mlltu:*%r whigh, 1if they are not a guarantee of life for the
mdwlduLLI at least secure Uhe mnammtmn of the specics, et
nobody, therefore, L..lll\ to hine abouv isolation ! Fut neither 16t
ANy one 5}_10&11 to tim about giving up his P~eonal freedom, his
persenal initiativa, the adventures aund the risks of his liberty |
His horror for the complete suhjegtion of the individual to the
social organism is equal to his horror for the condition of

.i-'-'
il

golitude,
Tt is neccessary, then, that man maj find, m the cenditions in

whicl» he lives, the satisfuetion of these-two classes of instinets,
and that he may be able to satisty his individualist wants and

hig gocial ones. kvery systeln which neglects either of these

tendeneies sfands condenmned. _
Ther¢ is another rmark we ought to make.  These twe-aspects
l.Flh

-
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of human nature aro naturally developed on a par with~ench
ﬂﬁEI‘. ~ Evoluation even manifests Atself in both seng_qst at -
qQnee, . -
When one studies ancient society, onc perleives tha® ind®idual
freedom was much less respected then than in our da Y, that the child
was much mor.“subjeeted to the family, and Ahat the Citizen wag
much more sacrificed to society. State reasons had then a power,
and exerrised a doilinion, which theyshave since happily lost,
The exile of Aristides appeared the most natnral thing in the
world, . L
To-day ave still exile Avistides, when he ingonvenionces us, but
we de~not avow that we exide him beeause ho CAUSCs Inconveni-
ence ; we take good care to invent an naginary erime to justify
the banishment. Reasons of State still act ; but they have lost .
8o much of their action eu the mind that we arve forced to Aisown
the:n whilst obeying them . . . whilst awalting the %ime when
nobody will be ahle even to obey *hem. We are condemned to
~n attitmde of hypocrisy, and it has been rightly sald that hypo-
crisy 18 a homage paid by vice to virtne,  But at the same time
that modern Zociety distinguishes its®f from ancient socicty by
the greater extension which is given to individnal scope and
‘private initiative, it is slso distingnislfSd from it by numerous
conquests. made by the State over the individual, thatis to sy,
“ by conquests in an inverse scuse. &0 % thus that a ‘cofisiderable
" number of ablic functios have Dleen illHLitlltﬂd, the possible
creation of whiclf anclentyg liad even no swapicien of, and that
nety ones are being instituted every day. " 3
" The individualistic and collective. attributes of man are to this
degree irrﬁdueib]_?, “hat in df;;::l:aite of 1_:.'11&t-—nppnrm.{tly at least—
way bo .contradictdr~ in 1% £t we are about, to state, all
- brogress mAamfests itself a* the same tine by conguests made by
the individual over elety, and also by inverse gonquests made
?b}’ society over the individual. A 11101%‘1';01"1'&';:; Cvision takes
Eplﬂge every day between what ovizht narmally to belong to the
individual, and vhat should appertain to the Cémmune or to the

- - . . . .
State. - Al our struggles are concerned with Alis distribution of
B oy

ey
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premogatives. In this distribution all our progress and Lull our
reaction are summced up. "

~ It ig this twofold character of humanity which furnishea:ha
reasCa why there are points extvemely striking in all Collectivist
ﬂrltlmmns as also 1 every defence plmumlul by libegal eccomomists,
and why an jmpertial and enl]r-htened mind*’s able to feel
an cqual enthusiasm for the admirable works n::nf Marx, for the
eloquent pages of Prowdhon and Lassall® and for athe works
of Adam Smith and of Jean-Baptiste Say. - -
The line is, thercfore, elearly drawn for the philosopher and for

the statesman,  Digth seck for that which ought reasopably to be.
left to private nutiative, and for that which the Collectiwigy may
claim through 1ts different clements, the Commuane or State,

~ But tlus Iabour would be unrealisable if it were praposed to
beglr. with mapping out details, and tgfinish immediately witha
complefeaysgem, a perfoct whole. This task is The work Uf‘glﬂl“dﬂv |
and is beiag pursued by the natural evolutigmof human society
without tllt delimitations marked by the thinkers pkeying the
part that ong would imagine in this distribntion of Punections.
The desive to rid onesel” of leading strinos thet have become
nseless, and that of providing for the satisfigtion of new Jeeds
~which are wanifesting”chemselves, form almost the only mutwe
powcers of fhat immense organisn, the workings {:«f which never
stop.  ~ - -

Sciencg, however, is able, and ou_ht, from this ®ay forward, 1o

. S;fi‘r"}ﬂ in ordGr to~ind out a guiding principt~ghich would admit
of these ‘two axpeets of man—apparently so opposed—being
reconciled, A e y Pposed—Ieing

-

We think that this guiding pnur: iple may™be formulated thus :
The Collective action may and should Le cvéveised on all occusians
when the t?ﬂh sference of a function Fom the tndividmal to society
_}MS the EZ]F‘N r*mt of domenishing ndividutl berty, Lut of protect-
ey, Viﬂﬂ?’fmtﬁténj, and developing that same Liberty. .
In a word, tlie object souzh?s for would be the plemtude of in-
dividual lll;ﬂrty, and. Sﬂblﬂt}—ﬁ‘i cu 1 1ts-most Zarrow regulations,
even when it w mald appcar to injurc that hberty--w-ﬁuld not
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intarvene, in reality, cxcept in order to develop liberty, ~~, at _
least, i~ order to defend it against a more dangerous asggault, -
Such, we believe, are the principles in the_light of ‘whiuh AL i
necessary to examine the different economic categories, 7f one
desires"to remain in eonfrmity with the facts of seience, of
experience, a. of reason. -

F
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ULYERSE ANTINONIES=~-THEIR SOLUTION.

Ty modern society, free‘*qu]:mtitir:m is the vasis of al™ commegece
and of all industry. From thence proceed, in caah section, of
human activity, the rules of production. Competition is beneficial
in the highest degree because it tends to 1mprove the product

and to lower the net cost. - -
But there are several antinomies in cotnpetition, even as there
exist some in many other orders of phenomena, -

It happens, for example, that, by ason _of its exaé*gemtim.lj
competition &eases to improve the produet, injures iteon the
contrary by fraud, and mrkés it impossible fe~the individual to
procure for himself the unadulterated objects which Fié desirls
for his eonsumption. This is a first antinomy. It also happens .
that, in the great enterpr ses requiring the employment of very
considerable capital- such as railways, ma~itime navigation
companies, trans-continental cable companics, or, likewise, in
enterprises which are concerned with the exploitation of an
object tie amomnt of whickis limited and cannot be created*by.
the hand of man—as is the case with mmes—tiat compétitiorn:.
ends in monSpoly, that is to say, im ity contrans=y Ny

A railway commanwyis formed. Tt lays down a net work of rails,
the construction of which involves an expense of two, three, four,
or five hundred million iranes._ If no cc:mpetﬁg_.exp_lﬂitﬂtian comes
along and establishes itself byits side, it is very evident that this A5t
company remains absolute master of tiie carriage of pa3sen zers and
gmad{fs_, and can take ad7vantage of that situition so ag to falsify the,
economic cunditions,-and to force'tariffs on the public out of
‘proportion with the real value Of its services, ~ -

Will competition step in by means of the organisation of a. new
compary and the construction of a second parallel line=—"Possih]v
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go. ~This is even probable, if the ficld of exploitation—and con-
seaucntl™, for that reason, the field of profits—is extensive.~But
for this purpose there is need of a new expenditure of a m}-t.ﬂ,.
of two, three, four, or five hnudred million franes.

As soon as the new line is open, the tariffs go down and the
public breathe .reely, cach company tending to turn aside the
trafiic for its own profit ; and titus it happeus thas the cost of
carriage 15 broveht back, by the Taw of ;/'ppi'}' and demand, to the
normal value of the service rendered.

Unhappily, the two compuanies soon perecive that they have
been inflicting injury on enc another, that th=ir strugele has the.
effeet-U1 lowering the cost of Curriage in a way prejudicial to their
interests ; they becowme merged together, or form a coalition, and
the pub..c fulls aguin into the inconveniences of monopoly. |

In m'der that these iconveniences should be avoided, it would
be HEI‘:”L:.B:II"}" that « third line should be coustruceed, But the
capitalists who w™ild nndertake thuat 4ask would have to devote
thercto still another half anilhiard of franes, which would raise to @
milliard and & half the expenses incurved in order to establish the
means of communication between the Toints In v estion,

New, it may bethat the tradtic sufticicntato remunerate half &
milliard or a milliard may be insutlicient to remuncrate g milliard
and a half. ~As the capitalist does not bring forward Lis eapital
except where he mneets mtll some“chapces of profit ; and as he
undertakes nutlunw Zor uh:u y alone, or I view of some general
lyterest (lthhn:::-uw “ae general-<interest profits Uy his action) ; and,
further, as he is not cuided, and cannot e, ~except by privalc
interest ; if the traflic is not gonsiderable cuoush to remunerate
milliard and a half,ﬁthe third line will not be constructed, and the
monopoly of the lllu;gﬁil or coulesced companies will subsist in its_
Integrity. ) )

Moreover, were it possible to usefully”creaté a third line, the
monopoly would only be dgluyed, for the~facts which we have
described as certain to be pmduuﬂfbetwwu the two first companies,
-would be mfalhbly brought about, by the gam¢é econemic fatality,

.\__,—-i—-\.

‘between vae merged companies and the new.competing sciety.
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H.re, then, is a case in which absolute economic freedom leads
" to mopoly ; and one may casily recognise, by applying The samo
““earoning to analogous premises, that this casc is not an isolated
one. In mines, for cxample, n monopely 18 even much more
easily established, at least in many c*cumstances, In f2et, the

"“field in which~exploitation cxertsajtself is liere sThited not by
huwinan will, but by nature. & mine 15 djscovered, 1t 18 not
created ; and when a eapisalist or a company has taken possessian
of all the mineral values o 2 eiven kind, one can defy any atber
capitalist to compete with them.

Now, this union €f the mines of a selffame nature il the hands
of the sane eapitalist, or in the hauflds of a number of eapitNlists
sufhiciently restricted to euable them to form an understanding
together and to wmte in making coulitions, 1s the logicil .conses
quence of the normal aLuunnLLtmn of Ctllntll. - :

If 1t 1€ falsesthat, if we mlI} consider private 1111:11\*1&1141*%*11}1&1
tends more and more to beeome cuucentmtf.,d g few h llldﬂ tu
“the detriment of the greatest number of hick
comstitutes one of the fundamental errors of Karl Marx and of his
school—it 1s, on the othc,s hand, ;i,bauhttely true—and on this
point the analysis of Marx is exact—that the sihall undertakings
have a copstant tendency to become effaced, and to dlaappear
before thu areat nndertakings. -

-

The unwon of the mining “companles, or thLu mutual under
standing, furces itself upon us, and ic will Jot be Dy crying out
aoainst 1110111:1';[_}1}'? by applying f=om time .Lu\tll-nb tlie -4190th
Article of the Fremch Code Dénal, by striking here and there at
sole financiers or some manufacturers sacrificed as a holocaust to
the popular passions, that one will prevent Ll]lb pesult from bﬂlug
_produced, for it flows froin the lll]LUIl{lHDldblﬂ laws which regulaie
capitalistic society. . )

Fhis nmuaﬂml}, brought about by the ver vy effect of a natural
law which scems cutirely divected agninst it, is the hEGG}ld con-
tradiction, the second autummy offered by the study of ~ompet1-
tion. We skall discover yet more of these antinomies, T

The erthodox polifical economy shows us the worke: and the
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capitalist meeting together on the market as two agents Teely
e~hanging, and arriving, by the balance of supply and demaand,
gt the establishment not only of the just apd normal amound ¢
the wage, but, also, of the general conditions of labour,

Now, if it is-truc that lamour is able to atruﬂ'wle agalpst napltal
if it is true “wnat, the centralisatien of the w workears—the conse-
quence {}f the centraligation of hTlustry ——111;11105 day by day that
skruggle Jrore~casy and more cflics lLllH}f there remains none the
lose—and akvays will remain, a force in'the hiands of capital against
which all the efforts of the workems will break themselves in vain,
because thiat force flows from the very nainref things.

O~ this point, Karl Marx £ppears to us to have cstablished his
demonstration on a roek.  We shall not reproduce the whole of
the m'ﬂ'umuntb which lLie gives, Dut there is one argument quite
theoretical and quite @ wriord, which Marx does not formulate and
whick—however, sceims to us dillicult to relate. - -

As long as i stry s dnuhul-u--ﬂml it is te be hoped that it
Wil be-so for a long thwe—a L;Il:lhlhhl wlo is outside the branches”
m which monopoly forces itsell upon us, cannot conscnt to a-re-
form, eaunot Timinish the hours of fabour of his workmen, can-
not “mprove the Sanitary conditions of hisworkshop, and c¢aunot
raise salaries, except by raising by that very fact, al Iamedi;
-ately, the ost price of his commodity. -

Now, as we h:wc beforg mtahﬁahed the manufaccurer only
vetains for himself tne most inconsiderable Aart of the ‘-‘i’ltphls-
value pmduced,"ﬂ principal part whercof i distributed to_the
-consumers under the form of a reduction in theyrice of the ebjects
of ﬂumumptmu. - ~
~ Of the part sorefuined by the mgnufacturer, the most important
traction is intended to be added to the necessary accumulation.
without which capital infallibly perishes. |

As the nacessities of the umrka'n:::hliﬂ'eﬁthe capitalist to aontent
himseld with the least possible profit, if L raises the cost price of
his cor medity, he is compelled to demand a higher price than
" that which his rivals demand for the ssme~articlc .From that

N aaTt o fm* AT CTS —— W H O nnh' SO0 th@ T}IIIGH‘H, E’Ll]u. (l{} not



136 ~  Collectivism and Socialisnt:

v N 4--—--“
, . . -

scrufTiise into their causes,~naturally turn ‘away from himain °
‘order~< go to the man who offers them the same things ¢heapes.
" aesreforming menufeetmm thus finds himself ruined by the
man wno has refused to effect any reform,

If. he is ruined, his workmen fall st of werl:b They” come
upon the gencral labour market, cagsing wages- to g down ; and,
consequently, they have such an Mterest in the- eveldanee ef these
misfortunes that they are™go more able, leglee,]]y, to 1InNst Jpon
the reforms than the 111L1nuf cturer 18 in a position te-eeeemphﬂh-
them, |

In order that inrprovements of this™ nature should become
realised Ly the simple working of natural forces, there woul be
negded cither the unanimity of the masters in a given industry
carried on in a particular country, or, at least, an unanimity on
the part of all the workmen employed in"that ipdustry, in claim-

ing thesc imp»ovements ab the same time and with e,n--uquel
vle'eur | —

L]

. . . . g :
— If even this universal underst anding—and for that:reason 7
about, thele would remem inter-
national eempetltzen W lneh s0 stands in the way as te make the

-~

best wishes abortive. -~ - - .

——

. Absolute freedom of commerce and of industry is, therefore, tn-
eepebfe ffgemeg rise Eathe social veforms whick the wonker has the
right to erd.t. :

Angther mitmem} Atill 1

Lyivate 111duetry Coes not manifest its usefir~Toots exeept in
cases wherein the “mmediate profit is_ the motive which deter-
mines the industry and serves as its propelling force. |

. Dut there ave certain services dn which the material 111te1 est ef

Lhe moment is nothing for society, while _the mteleet of the future
Is everything for society, and ir whleh, from the point ‘of view of
profits, #here exists a conflict between these two interests. For
these services private iudustry is totallx unadapted. ~

Edueetiun—reeeendery cdueatien,* and higher educatior ebe‘qe

' M. Nequet’e"remerk— o» education are made with reference to eduee*'
tional affar™s in France,
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all-—belongs to that order. The master who opens a Sghool.
¢~es nut in any way concern himself with the raising of~4e in-_
fellectual and moral level of the nation. .He has put nne*enk,,
Bz, to attract to himself the greatest possible number of schnlﬂ.rs,
and to pocket-as much m¢ ey as he can. If the megns to attain
this end cousists in the expellerce of the ;ﬂaclr‘-ng imparted by
him, one may be frec from any concern about the schoolmaster’s
Private latercst: the education will be free from .all reproach.
~Rar if or the contrary, it is by & lax and inferior teaching
that he succeeds in making the tw enty franc picces flow into hig’
coffers, we shall see thelevel of his teachin? become lower from
day o day, - - —

This second hypothesis is, unhappily; that which is the more
. generauy realised in France. The abandonment of education to
private-initiative brings with it the mutual competition of schools,
““ly¢*ss,” and EDHEUEE; , -~ B

Unhappily, t.~ young people who, in i the tuu:huw to which the,y
“submi* themselves, seck a solid edueation,—the development o1
their knowledge, aud the pul”ectmn of thf_,u minds—fotm the preat,
the very great exception. The imfiense majority of mankind
“work in order G create for themselveg g position,  They only see
in the studies which they are forced to undergo the diploma ¢
the final cartificate, and only seck_to acquare this dlplnma or this
ﬂertlﬁcate at_the cost of the least t&mt

One may, fcrr thd, I‘BH.E{}II rest assured tl-xat the establ”nment
10, which the "’:;_éterﬂ arc ¢ a superior order, and wherein~ he
diplomas’ are ouly conferred after conscientio™s examinatisn, will
recelve the'limited number ~f students who seck education for its
own sake; but-that the great number will, on the contrary, run
after the rival cstablishinents, ~Fhese latter wiil 'pmﬂper whilst,
the former, simply because it a8 no _absolute wmotopoly, and
simply because a co.apetition is 111150d {wmuat it, will not pay 1ts
expenses, and will be condemned to perml" '

"Thiizs take place so much in "this manner in France that, even
to-day, _the multiplicity of the State facwitics produces, in a
certain mcasare, effects of this order, and the higher Soyncil of
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JPublic Education is obliged to take under its ;m}aiderﬂ.tiﬂn the
tender— of the students of one faculty to go to another fafdlty tm
38 Hl&lr examimations, w hen they have some reasons to suppose
that the examiners there arc more induleent,

Thus, in the matter of education, conetition tends exchﬁvel y
to lower the vakie o1 the prodact jaand as, m this thstance, the
excellence of the product is fundafnental for the welfare of society,
% is evident that we have here a service which cannet beﬁlﬁw
ﬂ.bﬂl’ldﬂllt}d to the initiative ¢ individuals. ) ~ :

- It would be casy, but of ne utility, to multiply this enumera-
tmn, which everyonean complete for hifuseli—the examples we
have furfished being amply sufficiefit "in order that the if4%a,
which we wish thence to deduce, may be distinetly made clear.

“To sum up: competition, in certain industrics, leads de J:rtﬂ to
mmm_PDly Nearly cvery where it rendrs refprms impossible,
when the Touscerucnee of these reforms 1s, not the lowering®but
the raising of the eost pllu}. It stevilises, 111""1059 cases, the
dividual goodwill of the capitalists, anda even makes frudtless;
from- the politt of view of 1@?{11 m, the struggle between labour and
capital.

Finally, competition ¢‘ten brings about frauds and falsificatisus
o, at least, the debasement of the quality of the product. This
result iy realised nearly always i the industries’ in svhich the
excellence 0. the product is evor ything, and the immediate profit
to be f::“]x[}tbd is notbéng, since the interest or thg present has to
yic~Lto the inferest Of the future. “These indusc<es are doomegd
to a fatal iuferiority™if they are handed over to iudividual action,
and the services which devolve upon #hese indugtrics continue to

_guffer. . e
.. Here, then, we have certain well mmblmhed and very clearly
defined antiomies. i | B

The pule of the antinomy is, that every t.ne a given order of
phenomena develops its™consequences in two opposed and cantra-
dictory series, there is reason to anticipatc a higher prin¢ ple,=a
synthesis, which will wause the contradiction to disappear, and will
solve the vntinomy.
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~~This hi'gher principle, in the examples quoted Ly 18 7% the,
~ction”>f the State exercising itself, cither by laws and re alotions
Tmposed upon all similar 111d11atuea or even, py the f:.ubstltuﬁ'un
the pubhc service for the free competition or individuals. ',jn this’
is seua the 1mpurtf111{,e ~f the collective side of humanity,) It
private ind7ii+al enter 1‘1115} inwlves the Thanpfacture of com-
iodities of bad quality, and tfus aims a Llow at the liberty, the
,luterestf’" and the health of (he purchaser, there is occasion for
Qﬁrugtﬂndenpu by the State w 1th/ he view. of repressing fraud.
If the interests of the worker, the preservation of the health of*
the Iubotrer, and his weP-being—whicl are tire primordial elements
of ~~octal power—are injured by a cownpetition which rpowerless
to pmtect them, it is necessary that the State should intervene tuj

-

¥

equali.e matters between the manufucturer s by promulgating laws
on thehours of Jabour] on unhealthy workshops, on the labour of
chil” “en and women, and on the w cekly day of rest. ~ -
I private i7ividual action enles "1 111u11u1:~ul}, ﬁ,lld thus tends
"o suppress the liberty of the conswmer to the profit of the mons:
poliser, _]ustme requires tlmt this monopoly, organises as a paxt of
the public Eewme should be carried on by the State, or that the,
Stte should luflit, by severe muuhtwa 4and a continual superin-
tendence, the rights of the individuals and of the companies into~
whose hapds tie monopoly has fullen. ~ o
"~ Finally, if the etcelleme of the ’ roduct surpasses 11*"1111pﬂrt9,1>';
the possible profit"—as is tlic ease with ‘ellucation,—the~public
service forces -Tif upon us-~as the only so*ation Thus, pyklic
HGl‘VlGE 1s nccessary for the rmhmﬁ or for tke mines, or_at the
least, a ]lmltdtlt}ll}i by precize laws and DLy continuous administra-
tive action, of the rights of companies. Public service is neces-
sary for education.” FIILLH_}, laws protective of the w orkman;
laws limiting the dumtmu of th labour- day for womn, children,
or even for adults; “ecuring a day of rest each week ; ; alming at the
suppression of fﬂrms of hl)cmr destructive of the health of those
who a 2 therein 1 employed ;—suca is the field on which the action of
the State ﬂurrht legitimately to be exerted,”aot in grder to put
CONStL o - upon the individual, but, on the contrary, in order to

-




tqg¢e ~ Collecttvism and Socialism.’

.~ = —-"".—-'--n
favouy . ;1beyty by deatmymg the obstacles accumul&ted by liberky
a,wﬂlll&"‘*l' erty. o ~

“"'"‘“hr e is yet another service which justifies the action of the'
State, wanether that service is exerted by ﬂupermtnndcnce or is
exerted by dircet mplmta.tmn held as s monopoly. This 27 the
gervice, which in.our uays has becomg altogether 11*1\1?;'&1515&131@ of
banks of 1ssue. ~

Inb } 186 DE.
rmlways or mnms,-—fmm the very force of cuuumstancaﬂ. Bu
~hese great establishments, which are the regulators of monetary
circulation, were abarrloned without dirvectton to private 1ditiative,
no doubt txere would be some excellen ones ; but some, very lisale
secure, would also exist., The depreciation of bank notes wonld
ensue under such circumstances. If it is true, indeed, tha. men
of business would, most often, succeed in @stingyishing the banks
that ars s=% from those which would not be so,—that they wAuld
accept the paper issued “by tue “first whilst 1e£usf"‘r that ﬂf the
“govond,—this would not be the case with the mass of the citazens -

Here, evergbody would be in the dark. One would have but,
one light to make things clee™ by : the eurrent rate of exchange ;
but what a number of cauges may influence this 1ite outside #he
satability of the establishment from which the notes emanate!
The bribed press would-not fail to lead the public fito ArTOL ; OnNe
W falﬂlf‘} by adroit manwuv. ing the normal price of exchange,’
and, atow some 111{31?1114.1)19 and repoated Tosses, The pubuu at large
wold_refuse to reeCve the paper moucy and S=uld no longer
accept anything but ayrment in specie.  Cifculation would thereby
Le impeded and production injured. |
1t is needful, therefore, and of the dighest new&slty, that the
_State should intervenc ; cither, a: to-day, in ]dmuce by conferring”
the monopg”y of the issue of note. on a Smgk bank compelled to
give sccwrity bj a\ guammee capiial ; or, as It _ the United States,
by lea.vmg the vauks frec to u:stabhah themsclves, but fixing the
conditions outside which nq emission of notes is permitte ; on
finally, by establishig a State bank and making the bank ef

emission a~part of the public service. ) e

-~
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_One may hesitate between these diverse solutions: b w’}fe_ve;:
-be th~ solution adopted, State action—collective acti we~torces
-itself upon us.  Moreover, in our opinion, two Enlutmna o1y
acoeptible amongst the three offered : that « adopted fn thé™ United
Stat’ and which, in gumnteemw the public against the excesses
of competit™:" . preserves tor the public, howeTer, gll its advantages ;
or, on the other haud the E_}Tﬂtf"ﬂl of the State bank, Mmmpﬂly
in the bands of a cCmpany is nearly always bad, because it levies
__a,j .« on all citizens to the profit ealy of some few. Where a
monopoly exists, common sense shows that it ought to be exercisec
by the monopolising company at cost price, @xcept in the p=%es in
which the fact would be established-—-as may perfectly =71l happen
—that gratuitous exploitation as a part of the public service is still
more” vstly than onerous exploitation by private individuals,
~ But there is a remars, the importance of which must be pointed
out-at once : mz that in so far as it acts for tha pll‘f“"?’fﬁb’;
the State is EP‘]"‘IEBT}- to the gencra¥la'vs of the market. Its action,
~from he point of view of the distribution of sealth, does not -
_volve the cunaequenceg which the Socialists of the sahool of Marx
anticipate frfom the gsocialisition of the instruments of labour. Tt
18 this which ~nakes it possible for us.to accept this form: of
collective action, and is the reason ;:y M. Deville, in the intro-
duction of hig~nalysis of the duetrum of Karl Marx, rqecta it,
- Indeed, as we have superabunds 1tly shown, soeiety ﬂm;ld)%
* burdencd with the~sroduction and distribution of wealth”Tt can
agsume but ﬁnﬁ-lmrden, that of remedying ~he difects of egli-
brivm which arise from an entireiy-anarchicalcompetition,——which
defects would upset the sogial mechanisny. -~~~
As to what has boen cemmeonly called ¢ the social question,” it
“may be-summsd {fﬁ'/i:i;t1s: Tt s necessary to reach a point gj
which tke functions of capital’ t and worker, which\to-day are
separated, may be 1" iited in the _ame pérsons, It is to 6~ desired
that, directlj or indirectly, the instritmert of labCar may be the
prope ty of the man who puts™it to advantage. 1t is necessary
*hat the social action may be exerciséd unce”singly with the view

of ai.* L-he formation of this state of thiugs, the ruahsatlnn of
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_iwhi%:ﬁauld be of a nature not only to satiffy the feelingﬂnf_
"jugt st also to greatly benefit the general interest,  Rat iy i
~of/importance to steer towards this social end, it ig VEry necess
sary t¢ guard oneself against the utopia which consists in believing
_that it is possible to attain that-ond in, an absolute Manne= —an
utopla which, ingpirCl with that hope, 1cads up toea Collectivigt
chimera., A -
- The absolute and complete Juxtaposition™of the fungtions of
capitalist and worker is ona of those final ends,—an _gxamM
Jrhich is offered by tho asymptotes 1 mathematics, and are suyl
N@mus in seeiety,—ends towards which oo jowrneys un.
ceasingly~but the very condition ineorder to approach them fis
that one is doomed never to attain them.

-~



CHAPTER "TII.

SOLKTION.

‘Je/ the;_préﬂent we have overthrowa the theory of Collectivism

pure and smmple; shown in what clreamstances the collective
action hrg the right and the duty of exercsing itself, ap#7adi-
ca.tgd the end towards which it is necessary to steer”” But by

‘what method ought we to take steps towards attaining this end 1

This irthe problem which it now remains for us to cxamine,

The French Revnlutlm has fulmﬁhed ug, 1 regard to this, a
g@d\example to Tneditato upon.

The Revolut~g of 1789 was muc‘l inore a social thah a political

sevolion, ' -

Our - great Assembliés of 1783, of 1792, and of #1793, fqund
themselvea 1I€ the pregence €8 an ﬂldafeuda,l society, already pro~
fﬂuudly impaired, but of which it was ngedful to complete the
destructmn and to the replacement G» which it was TIeCessary tﬂ

preceed. In tpat society the land was posgessed by the proprietor

N kv

of the BDI? The seigniorial prﬂp;fty was charged with entgil
~and its divition, therefores pecame lﬂ'lpﬂ":tu[_llb f were

guch that the f( Icndal lord c-:}gﬂd not lose, mﬁ; 35 £ consequepee,
t?e peasant Gﬂd{d only with mﬂief:lty acquire gpything.

As regards ma,nu{-'ncttmnrr 1t hardly existed. Industry had
only cﬂmmence@j‘ﬂmm o mlt of the handicraft stage to enter mta
#hat which Karl Marx calls the m™ nutacturing period ; and manu-

facturing,~already in fuldevelor nent in Great Br1m11_whlch
hag preceded us in th= field of ind stry—Ahad only just be,yn with

us. The handicrafts rEIgned still witi™ their guilds and Crpora-
tlgua lf.'ecurmg an existence forma certain number of privileged

pepple and méceilessly throwing the Dthﬁl}"' into the ranks of
mend. M -

Lol * oa -
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TJ-e Revolution might have 1}1*nceeded by waw of ;Eﬂlent ea'.prd-
prlu,;.m)/ and torn the land away from its possessors and giyen o & to
“Le/ casants. It eml;lﬂyed quite another means. It qm?ed h(mj
no dembt, & the posTossions of the Chureh ; but these possessions
could not ‘ue assimilated ro*the mOperty of an individual., They
Wwere a means of ng=ring a lnﬂﬂm serv.ce by a spogiyg eudawmeut

This eml:mment migrht have dis™pearved 1f the service were
heneeforth judeed useless, or even—as 1t }m"pened— (i service
were  assured in anotlier g manuer,—by the Stato- budg®a, {Or

: i
example,—or else by the right of axsociation being granted to vue

noadal, and by pegnitting them to set gpart funnds of gheir gwn.
4'.13 L

them their possessions when they conspired against the Republie,

ards the nobles, the Revglution only took away from

—when they emigrated and went to Coblentz to bear .armaagainst
the fatherland.  Tn_their ease the pugishment of confiscation,
I —“y part of the legislation of the peri®™, was pmnal-wd
against thom ; but this w&s &imply a penalty, :m not a measure
wof sotial 1011:’11:*11:1011 The avistoeratic families who remwsined i
France,—suach as the Montmorency famil f—and who did not raise

insurrcction against the qew ord=y of yunga avers not dis-

turbed in their rights as proprictors, and pwhervud all their
- -
property.

e,

Morcover, the vielent ::hal‘;{meqamn-«, which tgmk place on ac-
unt of war hardly muuﬂht bont any social effect. .(]ften evgn,”

the > Lame o ‘(’rmmﬂlmt foaghicleslicy had beow
mile rlhu‘-h was- cemporarily the ase with ""hL ceclesiastical
pnmegamna the sale of which [oduced simply the substitutior?” of
a new proprictor, much more rapacious, for the former good-
natured owner, who contented himsClf with a=insignificant renf.
" The sold and confiscated lands~ full Co the lot =f bourgeois. proprig-
" tors, uha»-bﬂu-:*rht them very ¢ ecaply, =d who carved put estates
tor th dlwlve% from #he rub of the fowaer possessors. The
-peop”2 in the country gamed nothing, or hardly anything, in all™
these changes ; and if the Revalution™ had been cnnﬁned 0 ﬂlL‘%E
acts of d1::.pus~=eaamn, and had not modificd legsslation, it wmlld

h;we con: ﬂeuﬂ} Hed™: its work would have been nil—=™
) - e
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But at the sare time that thg Revolntion proceeded with con-
fiscations and sales which were the outcome of war, mf‘ the” sole”
Jpurpose of which, as wc bave already sald (and whick it Ao
necessary never to lose sight of), was the nlore speedily t& break
up the partisans of the old rdgeme, it took earc to make laws which
prevented that régume ftom being reconstAuted, aud made it
total destruction at once 11DC‘¢55&.1‘} and definitive.

In the industrialnrder it abolished the gnilds and corporations.
1egring le:at the traditions and cusfoms might bring about themnr

-

1uuDIlEtltﬂtl{}H, the Revolution even aimed a blow at the right of

associatian, ln order to give the new traditians the tiw
themselves, and to make ifg work imperishable. It w7 only in
the second half of this contury that the rcaction Las begun against
that smecies of political protectionism which has hencefﬂrth be-

come useless, -
“n the agricZiural wmld the Revolution suppressed—"T1 00

of primogenitvre and entail. Tt werfmmuch further.  Here also,
fearir~s the domunion of old habits, it determined to prevent the
fathers of family frol, individually reconstituting.these super-
annuated mgitutions, and = dealt a blow to the right of bequest.
Save as regards a portion, carcfully llnnted and left at the dis-
pﬂEltIDn of the testator, the Revolutit*decreed the equal sharing
of the pl‘DEEl‘t}L)Wlthltl the family, -
- These Jaws have sufficed to bl,_w about very rapidly a Q@cﬂ—‘
-transformat™n of geclety.~ The idle rieh, hamuw no long the
111d1v131b111ty of” property in_order to perpLFhth thelr fﬁrtunﬁ-—
thjured by their tastes for Ltpuulltme, and by the partltlun of
‘the family estates—werc very quickly driven to the necessity of
selling.  The peants, on T;he other hand, ever laborious and all
~he more thrifty cxthey now sa”™ in their savings the possibility
for themselves of becom™ig pos: zssed of the soil, have piled up
money, sou by sou, =ith which tley have bought, in little Sits at a
time, the lands of the seigneurs and ¢ the ruined Yourgelis, i Tt
is in {8 way that, at this moment, the half of the national soil is
pussessed by acTicultural workers, and that #hus the instrument

of lal >mr .13 for £he most part, in the hanas 67 those w Lo.utilise it,

-

o i nr
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Tnis democratic work is still going on, and cverything—even
<he “eprSsion which has supervened in the returns from agriﬂﬁ_l_;
3re, ‘hich makes land a very disadvartagoons investment for the
bourge-is—tends to cZuse the agricultural instrument—-the soil—
tn pass more and move into the hands of the workers in thefields,
~ We may say in passing that the so-c: alled laws of ~agricultural
protection, w hich have been paSmumLtm y voted for some time in order
to raise the income of the landed proprietors, go equnter to this
movement, and have the rosult of fettering the waork ﬂf"\the
.Revolation,
‘_“”‘“_d-imht this solation of the laud question by the d: vlmmi ad
infinitunof the soil prescuts some <onsiderable inconvenic DGES.
It preveuts the cmployment ot nachines which, by dlmlmshmg
the cost of cultivation, would furnish the farmers with the~means
of strugeling more efficacionsly agast Ahe 1mpmtfttmna of the
m It renders di leult the cuployment 60 the procesges of
reorge Ville, which would &ilow this strugzle 1o = carried on by
rasing cousiderably the returns from ngrimllturu.’ wit, m Tegards
to __1_:11i.-1, assoclatlon will complete the work which minute gnb-
_division has begun, and association Wil take placC, despite the
" extreme repugnance of the peas: uits to part with “helr property in
the soil. It will tuke plate, beeause it beeomes a condition of life

-
LYY

o~ - . .
death for our agriculture, ind because nothing ¢an prevail
*-Li._ﬁlllht ceconotnie neeessity.

]
—

11 “herefore, modern industry had n7t beep—createl. since 1789;

and had not ~<develoned itsclf with an extraordin,ry rapidity, the
S0C1L. question would not exist. .

Indeed, with rey aard to the land, thanks to the laws of the Revolu-
tion, that question has, so to spes LL solved ithclf by the normal
“evolution and by the natural ope “ation of the £ial forces,—nt leag™
within the- linrits in which a ¢ “estion complex can be solved,
——and }”J:nea on bemg scived fr~m day to div-, )
Inrranufacturing, the m~terial parcelling out of means of wealth-
production connot be an clemert of solution as it has heen in
agriculture. The reason for this is simiple. Lardd is of good .or
bad quality. It is"large or small, But in ary case, whkatever
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may be its productive power, whatevor may be its extens\ it i= by:
irself 4 complete instrument. Let us take an estato ¢ \ ten.
thousand hectares ; we have a vast ané powarful clement af pro-
duction. If we parcel it out s ten thousand lots of one hectare
or in (wenty thousand lotsof half-a-hiectare, cach of th™se lots wille
be an instrument as completg, as Derfect, although much smaller,
as it was before the division of tlie purcelled out estate. There 18
pothing “ike This in manufacturing, A factory is an assemblago
-2 Laried mnachines employed by theﬁgmm}f oi a central motor,
concurring in one single End, and forming a whole—a compligam
and higher totulity. |

Ir order to remain udapf{zd to 1tg end, this machinery ought

always to contain within itsclf all the parts of which it is ¢omn-
-posed.  If we divide it, if we separate, one from the other, the
sub:mechanism of. which it is formed, w= slull have DA G e
siderChble u:apita;r_ into a series of uﬁbjmta shorn almost entircly of
value, and cettwnly altogether lacking in productive power,
" Itis therefore not pessible that the worker ean become pos-
sossed of fractions of a fuctory as a peasant does of small bits™ of
land.  The solution ¢& the problem does not consist i minute
subllvision. - | - "

But,~—as if, in human socicty, things contained in #hemsolves
the elementof (neir own transforma*ion,—tNc¢ excess of capitalism
has caused the remedy to rise to che surface, and this 1'&1?'1(&
consists in gharcholuing societies, and mn the"extreme division of
industrial capitil which resiwts f~om the clastitution of tResc
“sucieties, ) B

" As long as capital was ind*vidual and the factory belonged to a
single proprictor, the accurtulatem of capital always coptied -
itself into the same purse and the : oor man was unable to acquire
anything from it. ) - -

But mackinery, by its developments in the courscof the-nine-
teenth century, has requived spch a considerable amounnt of
capital Caat the mormal accumulation was not sufhicient, It has
therefore been negessary to bring together-the capita: 0* different
Individuals.—to unite. to oroun. 211 hlard thocs o mamond s o~

i
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-ﬂing-lE carital ;—in a word, to form companies. 1t was only ungder
these conditions that the creation of railways was possiGle and
coul’ be realised. - ~ ’

Afterwards,—the movement still sontinuing,—trading companies
of lesser immortance wore created, andsfrom the time the ngisla-
tive powers in~the " different muntries made the® aSsociation of
capital relatively free, the fouudation of sogjeties of this nature
has taken an immense development. Now, sharehodding™societics
are nothing else than the inuirect means of the subdivi~on of Mt

\tﬂd@r}f; one cannot divide it materially, but one can divide ad
inﬁn;:“w\z its value, its capital, and, for that very reason, 1t profits.

And as the shareholder is subject “o the conditions of sodiety
created in 1789 ; as, when he himself does not labour—the stocks
being divided th cach succession—he 1:3 promn)tly ruined ;  as,

gver, the men ¢f small means cconomise, gave mouney and
buy the stocks™which abﬂund in the market, these latter ~ome
into possession of moveable property Just as the peasant hag come
into the possession of landed property. = "

Ask the Panama Company how many large investments and

- how many small ones there were in their eftterprise, and you will
be edified as to the d*ffusion of personal property. It wilk be
gbjected yperhaps that the example is badly chosen, because the
savings placed in the Panamra cuterprise have Teen~destroyed s
bts.this éxample is only InCught f{iﬂ‘-—'ﬂl‘d to show to what .1_1_.
gigant®™ accumnlatien of capital the small Sdvipgs can amount
anda. from that point of viewathe~example couR not be mope

strikirg. - +

As to the bad use that may be made of these savings, the ques-
~tion 18 quite a different one.  Some nillq_l.liryﬂpeﬂa to be made on

+hat point. o
{ Trade~nvestments are, 1n ﬂwt much inferior to land mvestir
menty pecause they lend thamnelve:} more uﬁlly to the machina-j
tivns of unsound speculation. [ -

The peasant who malkes himself the possesgar of a Diece® of
land knows —hat LT bays, and thus finds himself protected from -
robhervy™ '
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The workman who buys stocks in some industrial echicern
rarely nows what is being sold to him. He is forced to fend Laith”
to the newspapers, which indiscriminately pmlse the good jvet-’
ments and the bad.  And as the bad investments are quoted at a
muck higher interest ; ag those who issue the shares advertise
them the togt extemwe]y' it is.more oftefi togards these higﬁ-
flown investments that the saviigs of the poor are directed—only
to be swallowed up, in the end, in the coffers of a class of financial
rirtes, AWVere it not for thix pirveey which daily goes on and
draing the savings of the worker, the movement for the democra-”
tisation 6f Industrial cemital would have preceeded as rapidly as
the democratisation of land~d capital. ‘ -

It is thercfore in the direction of the guarantees to provide
againg: these spoliations, against this scandalous cxploitation of
ignoraunce, that the prblic authoritieg ought to turn their at-
tention, Here we have one of the ureat means ~<7 th"lI]“‘
the problem “which to-day jugcly” impassions the wminds  of
~men. -

-~ The pnblm authorities Dunht also to recure tor the workers
every imagmable faility o defend their interests against the
lords of capitall They cntered on thad path when they pro-
claimed the right of association, and ﬂ*ranted to the workers the
~liberty which- the laws of 1791 had refgsed them, wz., to form’

themselves into trade-unions, ~ -
These firsc e35ay" are sull timidly made and must be courage-
.ﬂualy pursued. . - ~

- - Wae sald before, in a chapter devoted to tha iron law, that that
~law is very relative ; that it Is only verified under given con-
ditions, in a Emited spacg of time, and on the basis of the
actual minimum consumption ; that it is not truc in time and
space, ahd that unless this were so,—mo social progress being
realisable,—we showld still be in“the position we were at .he epoch
of the troglodytes. = _ T i )

- The-minimum consumption, 4s soon as the population becomes
limited, presents a constant tendency to- rise. - Otherwise ex-

pressed, real wages-—and it is necessary to underatﬁ.nﬂl_ by that

—
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expre~sion the purchﬂmﬂ* power of the mnnev recdived as wages—~
~Alwa, v& ténd to angment, - '

Tt 18 incontostable that the natural grouping together ofe
workmeon ——~§uch as results fron ﬂm very force of things, from
industrial centralisation, — as well as, the voluntary gromping
tr_:-ne’rhm* which the Iaw makes frge, and u]null indivetiml initiative
realises, play a considerable part 4n tnis increase of the minimum
consumption, and conscquently of wages. B - -

If this is the case; if the =o-called iron-law is moulded 011]3.
~a malleable metal ; if the wages of the worker are not Estnctl}
limited to that u'lt-l'r"mt which life would be impoxsiblé ; if the
worker obt=ins, cither under the forn= of diminution of the value
of the produets or otherwise, the return of a part of the social
surplus-value ; he beeomes apt, like the eultivator of the soil, to
economise. He is able, avith his savings, to buy bonds and
rharesT™=—becames a capitalist. - A

-

Ts it necessary, for the sohition of the probled, to urge for
co=aperative associations for the purpose of GG]’]SllIIl].’]tiﬂIﬁ ands
produetion ? ~The answer to that question will have to be positive
or negative, according to the end one aims at i seekiﬂg to
develop eo-operation, . - -

—

If the end aimed at is,—in | that respect as for the participation
“o1 the }'}1‘{}ﬁts — the wlacing . the hands of the worker an.
mstrument ©f production aud a~means of saving superior to thosé
which hg possesses alpendy, the answer™must e affirmative. Co-
npemtmn com¥ines eﬂmta which, withont it, woul(.have remained.
isolated, increases the intensity of labonr, and enables mtelllwent* -
laborious, and active men to come more quickly by that way than®
by others into the possession of capital. But # one secks, In
cg-operative societies, a means of rendering the workman owner of
the tool itself with which he labours, one must answer in the
negative‘ﬁm question put just “ow, It wo=ld be necessary, in-
deed, it order o accompiiish that purpoge, to make these associa-
tions species of societies in mortmain, and to dispossess the
worher who would cesse to labour of the portion of capital created
by him, ,—-’l nns, one would fall hack very quickly m detail into all
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the vices of Ccllectivism, without even havine the eeneal ad-
_vanta~es of that system.  On the other hand, if one or seycral &f
- those engaged in collective industry may at any momeny, reire
from the socicty in their capacity as .}vﬂ?l-:ﬂra, but in %o doing
only-give up the share in the profits appurtenant, to «heir abonr,—
not the sha»e of the profits appurtenant™to their Eﬂ-l'}itﬂ],—ughﬂ
society, co-operative at the beginning, ceases very rapidly to be so,
_and tfansforms itSelf into an ordinary sharcholding society, the
“cctoperation at the ontset having baen only & means to enable the
members to obtain capital, withont having the power to be any”
thing faore. Co-opertion, therefore, can =cver become a social
1ust1tutmn ; 1t can only be one of the thousand ways ~hich enable
{he Jower classes to rise higher and to enjoy the possession in
their-turn of the direct henefits of ownership,

g the mmportance attached to_co-aperative societics, con-
silered as o means of placing the means of abour M7 hands of
the worker, € ises from a false m}.‘.tmf]}hun, and even from a narrow
con eption.  No donbt it is necessary ro aim towards uniing
more and more the 1"1111{:H+:ur-s of eapitalist and workman in the
same persons. 1t = 110{3034}11? to #m at the suppression of mepe
‘idlers and mefe day-workers.  But it Ixnowise necessary that the
functions -of workman and eapitalist should be confused in _the
sanme individialg, and this in the narrew domain of a given pro-
" duction, as 13 the case with the-peasants who are a~tually owners
of the soll. Tt *3 not Lecessary, for example, that in-.an enter-

_prise in whigh the iron orc_is worked, ever=hody ~hounld be, at the
- game time, a workman employed at the factory and a shareholder
m the same. It is engngh that the qualitics of capitalist and
workman sheuld he combined in those who constitute the whole
dey of workers éngaced in umversal production, .
An ‘individual mn}:hﬁ simply a wage winnter in an industry
without.owning i» that indust™y the least particle of capital, and
he may be at the same time a sharveliolder in auother society in
~whi~h, not contributing any labour, he takes part simply as a
- capitalist. Many of the drivers of the A fiacres” in Pariz were
sharcholders or bondholders i the lanama Company. They
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certaley did not work in the cutting thmﬁgh ¢f tho isthmus,

they were not, on the other hand, owners of any share =1 the .

“ Gampnagnie des PﬂtitL& voljares.”  And, unevertheless, from the
general point of view of soeicty considered as a whole, they were
none the less sapitalists and workers ——lmd workmen 1 rega~ to
the ¢ Compagnie des [7tites voityres,” and capitalist~ &% Panamna.

They performed surplus-labour and~swelled the surplus-value on

the one hand ; and they drew, or hoped to draw, from the snrplus-t
value on the ﬂthLI‘ - -
~ The fact that, at the present time, the worker may be a share-
holder in the very emerprise to which heis attached is" a par-
ticular case~ a fortnitons incident, which adds nothing to the
commingling of funetions towards which human society onght to
tend and, indeed, does tend. This particnlar ease is pfgrlmps warthy
of enlisting our attention. _Perhaps there <5 reason to press the
worker T6ow~rd towards this goal as much as 1}0551}1&3 by p{trti-:-
pation 1 the profits, sceing that~when he invests Iy savings in
the =nterprise in which he 18 employed, he knows what he 13 dring
with Jiis moner and is less exposed to be deceived. But—-h,.t 1S
repeat it—this fact has nott'ng to do with~the rrenural theury
T 1at theory requires that the number of idle capitalists should go
‘on diminishing unecasingly.

- ;gain} it requires that the number of those wh~ are simply

L S

paid workers- should also 2o on~deereasing. It finally requires |

that a number of men growing in numbel every~tay shall partici-

pate, as workers, In the producty of fhe necessary labour, and,
as capivalists, in the~profits resulting from what Karl Marx calls -

surplus-labour.

_If we educate the worker ; if we vut lum in a pﬂbi tion to defend
hlng_&ﬂlf agamst the mmmt.rf.ﬂ_m Elltmpuheﬂ of "the baser sort of
speculation ; if we confer on him rights which will enablehim to
protect his interests and to cause “he iron law-to bend more and
more evory day; the sotiai question—the perpetnal Fierd, as
Hegel would have said—will disappear from the number o® our
ar-21elics, bEG'mh{} 1t will go on oradually solving itself, Laws, on-
the limitat )nn of the F.oour day, on unhealthy occupations, on the
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labour of childrea and women, will equally =nable the ED]H...GII to
be har*ened. | | - .
= Tne same result would probably Il w from a prﬂﬂressiﬁ Laxon
successions and from every measure which would <heck the tend-
ency-of great accumulations to get iuto the same~hands. CIH a
word, one Cf the errors, —-—-th{z fundamental error. perbaps,—of the
‘Mar*nst school has cﬁnmatezl i~ the belief that capital is accumu-
“lated = a number of hands hecoming every day more restrioted ;
‘vhilst, on the contrary, capital has=~ marked tendency to becmne
democratised and be diffused.} Marx suw that imaginary bemm
called the manufactory, and that other INaginary being, called
aceumuiated capital—uniqge in appearance, and intenZed tn::: CATTY
on the manufactory,—and he spoke of the stamping out of the
small-people because, in fact, the large fuctories kill the small
ones, and the great capitalists kill the small, Dut what he did not
sec 18, that in this there is only a HlUthlCltlUll"*ll’l tae mode of
production, that the individualisition of capital is not thercby
- affec_ed, and that, on the contrary, it is facilitated by that Con-
-centration. B -
Indeuf what doesit matter if tw( thousand small traders have-
bean suppressed by the Bon MNarehd thealouvre, the Printemps (v
the Place C'lichy, when an equal or greater number of producers
~have beer ab’ to invest their savings in~the shares of the Place
HCI’E'CﬁUf, of the ]’rs'ntem}m of the~Bon Marché or of~the Louvre ?
" What does 1t ma“ter if “en incoherent logal railway er“orprises
. are replaced hy a great and. mugh more ge“eml aterprise, when
~the new company which is formed unites in *szclf as many share-
" holders as all the companjes which have preceded it? The final
result is the same ; the ownerthip 1s quite as much divided as
~formerly; it is oniy more solid, because the great and powerful.~
companivs spoken of offer guarantees which are hardly ever offered
by the small enterpeises having “10 consisteney ; and thus they ad-
mit of money saved being invested with preater security, without
it rurming the risk of disappearing in a small private business or—
in a-small company w ith no futurc before i — T
Not unly-——cnntrnry to what the Marxists, deceivea | by the cone
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tempk-tion of the imny.nse amount of capital putiin circulation ip

our Gax, suppose——is property quite as much divided to-lay ss,

for-aep; 7, but it is evon lnﬁ}f"telv more §0. e
The ﬁmvem?‘:t which /7as set up in relation to the soil after

1789, is reproduced tg'day n the clearest fashion in ind=stry

proper ; and, in the fame way gs this movement bas solved, in
regard to the land, the fundamer+al questmn of our tlme 80 it’

/ﬂ"

will solve it in this case. . A )
To hasten that solution whe+ i3 necessary?  We have sust indi”
onted At —wiz., to facilttate private enterprises, o guarantee the
small people against c?‘tcﬁptmn and fraud ; ~ach day more and more
to furnish e worker with the weapon ~f education in order to Qut
ham in a position to safequard move efficaciously Fm,s interests ; 00
cause the State to wntervene in order to protect the liberts y ~f the
weak, to oppose that which {ujures the publd kealth, to act by taxa-
tron-1n & ccTrerve~manner wrefh a view to prevent The fﬂrﬂmﬂmv of
too great individual fortunes, “aitl also with a view to prevent the
soil from being more parcelled up every day; to ccuse the obs'acles
to disappear wWhich a series of bad governments have accumulated, and
4&?&3{??& the aetual want of sof darity {IHLG??F}-' e nations Tarcts ﬁhf”

2 svernmentado accumulate still more, " -~
_The principal of these obstacles lies in the war cxpenses, and i
~the national debts which are the consequences thereof, .

War expenses have this immewrse inconvenience, viz. tha.t of being
unprod<ctive, and of putting impeditients = the way of the
accumulation ~f thé «eneral eapjtal of a country. . Because they
are unproductive it~should not, however, be concluded that they~
are uselosss g

When a country is menaced —<nd, all countrice in Furnpe are

xm,enaced, or may reasonably believe themseives so to be—it is”
certainly forced to put itsclf in a state of defence, cost what it
may. It is better to expend coriderable supss unprofitably than
to periva. The summan? bonum is life. _ What wounld be tho use
~of the national wealth when theé nations would have pewshed ?
“BurTif the oxnenses af war are useful, if they breed a relative
gecurity /}ﬁﬂh renders labour and production possible in the
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diverse branche. of human activity ; if, fism this point ¢™ viey,
1. 1s sdmigsible to call them indirectly produgtive ; it is note the
fess™certain that, by themselves, th@\d:} not determine A0 Mro-
duction of any weplth. Theslabour w ichﬁthey’. bsorb {oes not,
properly speaking, create value.  Let a “ederationNof peoples in-
tervene tornatrow, and atl the cans, all the riflgs, all the pﬂwdsr,
'%I]]DEEIBHE,QF noty will be tirown aside as useless, as presenting no
- Jongef~ any, utility, and as mcapable of being exchanged with
nything, -

And these unproductive expenses are considerable, They draill
dif an ifimense amoun® of capital which, if=it had remained free,
1w11d have fertilised the woil, nultiplied the means ~ communi-
tation, and founded new industrial undertakings. Those enter-
prise> —by increasing the productivencss of labour, by raising in
-an absolute manner, zven thongh possibdy they may lower in a
rC ative l'nmn_}e? the quantity of wealth which theworter receIves
I word, by *endering the ivon 12w more and more flexible, and by
real’y leading to u rise of wages,—would have the result of f=eili-

- tating the formation of investments and the contin”al accession of
new soctal Strata tostho enjoyment r f property. .
- - In lieu of this, these sums are to-day, properly spealsr, tlll‘D:Q_
~into thesen. And, as they cannot always bo drawn f}‘ﬂm that part
of the natioral income regularly devotedh to public expenses,
“States are obliged to make calls aapon the social reserve fund for
them, whién findsitself Ciminished to that extent,—it > not to
. taxation, buf"to borrowing that nations ate conpelled to have
-:I‘EEDHI‘EE in ordér to obtain them. Asa consaquence, thare ensues
" the gradual formation of_enormous debts, the interest on which
~swells  every -deget. in such a mannet, that every day the
" obstacles to the ecumulation of capital become greator, bearing:
in their train an increise in the price of everything, a slackening
of industry, and a-vrogressive Aiminution of wages resulting from

the industrial marasmus combined with the vis¢ in the price of

provisions. The iron law ren€ws its power under the dominatiop-
of these detestable circumstances, and individual thrift mee’s wir?y

[ - Ll - .-‘_.._,-l-
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judice’"‘prinfrﬂ up iVﬁa differont countries. TVe State invesh
ments came to be co/sidered as the surest of all. They rcom.
the ex 'ators of e Inml{e and it i8 in this direction that vne
small savings, apd neariy A the savings of average amount, tend
to become 1av/sted -
Well it ig, if the ,uatmual bud frets,—-havmn' become o™ and more
“swollen,—do not reach one of these states thh wh{yzh prwa,t’
enterprises are too much familiar, and whick terminake in«a fatal_
bankruptey, dragging into dirmster all those who will bave had”
ol exageerated confidence in the State credit, and, indirectly even,
many of those who ha~e ‘created industries,”
As long ~s it shall bo necessary 7o maintain armies, brald
fortresses, cast guns, manufacture mélinite or other dlﬁ'erﬂnt ex-
plosives for the purposes of war; as long as it shall be NOCOSIITY,
almost asscon as an armament is Gﬂllll’}l[}tbd “to put it asidein, mder
to substitute™or i=another more i1 harmony with the progress of ¥ e
science of destruction ; as Inng as 't shall be 1mpﬂss,1b1/. to Ettmgumh
-the zational debts and even to prevent-their increase ; as lm.g as,
the fear of int¢ national conflicts shall continue to add itself to al’
~+thege evils by creating an o mosphere of irsecurity, which ob.
8 ucts anuaterprises reauiring a lengthy time in which to I
~eompleted ; as long as the strugele for life between tae nations
C1all foree these to fight-cach other by'"ﬂu'-;tl}m house~tariffs,—as*if
these latter ware gun-shots,—and »hall thus fetter Exchanﬂ'e and pro-
duction T~as long as these obstacles of all Ninds sall remain strewn
across the path ~f maukind, let no_one gpeak of profress, of serious
social ';ef.ormﬂ, and ~beneficent cvolution. No true reform 1is-
possible, no social evolution can be effected. At most, what ig"
permitted to the nations 18 to turn Plemselves about en their beds cf-
“orrow, while effecting some modifications in=their laws which |
they take for reforms, and which are hardly changes at all;
The social question tends te solve itse by the natural
prégress of thin{s ; and the solution would perhaps be much more
~hgstened on than one thinks if i were possible to urge em the
\dvument P—uj; 1t wil be fatally obstrueted, stoppmg short ir:
its devel__p]m:ﬂt and ren going backward, as long as that menu.
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W 1’“ ient, of humau’ fully which is called the
3 ;Lwlaappeared from Europe. .
1t is not against the great industri’ an\mﬁg 1t is n ggr!nﬂt
the masters, that the Socialists ought > concent. to thele efforts ; :
1t 1£aga,1nat the armed peace. :
: How cau zn end be put to this armed peuce I~ By war, it is said
’oy some. ~The remedy is, at lecst, heroic: Would it be efficacious 1~
- J canriee dearly wlrit would be lost thereby : young and valiant
N “men, w-rkers in the flower of ther age, an immense amount ?i-"f*
ﬂapltal —for which the war indemnity would not even offer cori.-
| pensatmn to the viCtorious nation,—a frolonged stoppage in
_ ¥/xopean labour; and aZ this adorned, on the side of the
uunqpered with national bankruptcies and numberless miseries,

. = withCut recknmnﬂ' that on the morrow of the war, the same

]

- r‘!‘va.lmes as on the evé of the contest,=—omat Ieastﬂ/mzﬂies of the
s..me natur e,——would force the co-partners of #-5 spoil to recom-
mence, with remewéd vigour, the?uinous system to which, premsﬁe],y-.’ o

"‘*«by war, it would have been essayed to put an En}d/) is,
~ {org, neither by war 4hat _armed pgace will be suy pressed, nor by

rmaments that wa will be abolishhd. To.the old ;‘it/MﬁagV
L1 18 pacem pwm bellum, which sigce the last twep* years t9g :
/ Blsma.rcka, the Crispis, and other politicians of the same Buhno.'l-ﬁ"""“'"
: I‘HPEH.t Heﬂ’“&ntly, there/is good - reasom- to prefer the adaga of
: Enﬂmtm St vus pacem /pmm pevem (IF YOU WISH PEACE, PREPARE
~ 2 PEAUE) S P ' S Y |
A % TItis, nevestheless, necessary to recognisehat it"does not depend

& -

‘_:-*-"' upon anyone.at this moment to stop the movement of fuxious fﬂlM

b

& [

£ ;vhlch drags Europe along; that the peace cannot be fruitful unless ~-
~NEois honourable ; that the nﬁ\mn which would degrade itself to
2 0 avoid war would avmd probably nothing at all, and would ,;.--":.
| _ conderined to suffer war under cundmuns ‘much more disadvan- |
~,___.... tageous.~ A N . - e

It is none the less true that on arnied peace, a.ud on’it almost __

—exclosively, ttha social questmn rests. //
A e Soma.lmts would abandon the Cﬂ%etmat‘ﬂfg’gchet whilu |

keap the ﬂeumble minds at a distance from™hem, aud ,;h.us mJure )

- ~
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7stem ; if, everywher&-——mmu]tanenuﬁly anﬂ, /
theie efforts a.ga.mat. a,rma,meuuﬂ@d \f

them they are the accessory objsct wlyan they nugﬂt 1;0 bﬁ. th i
ﬂ"‘prmmpal one ; and, moreover, by tPe errors whjch cuzﬁltute thf)
- foundations :::-f their doctrine, they postpone “he hour ¢f sucyess. ™
-\\ I am, for my part, pmfmmd"y a Socialist. Social inequciity and’

g uijustice are revolting tothe. 'T'am hurt as much as—and mqre than ,—
—any one, by the contf: aat of excessive wealth and extreme mises y

- But I have the certitude, no less profoulld, that Collectivism W{}N

~aggravate, in_lieu of mitigating, the evils from which we aqﬁer ;

thats the solution,—condemned to remain perpetually impeZfect, =

whilst peprrmchmg nearer to perfectmnh—shnuld on

be sought 1 ©l= action simply of natural la.w%. and of tu'e

normal machinery of society, legislative reforms hardly ETE};, =

e*.‘e'\ng,ﬂe.gt in the manner of oil intended to lubricate "*he;/'
Stateamachine:’ 1 am certain~ahove all, thet the threatﬂ of wag =

"Q{a ex@:hmh thay deter’ aine, and the riational debts whmh« _

G ’_b 1y cause, ~xe the true obstacles to be undermined. - "'; } ]
""'"‘""""r-a Fmally, it 18 my conviction that the na.tmna.l hatreds and pre. N\
e demea, which make the~e evils necess: ovy, will haveto ﬁsappeﬂx :

in order that Socialism may be pCssible ; and 1 am conyinced that- :

the chié\mission of bauahsm is to struggle aguwinst ftiese mis- *<
ﬂhtevﬂus errors,“and tq"fLH them t9 the ground. o Feti, 'f{
This task Socialisr tries to fulfil ; but it does not suiﬁmently T~
concentrate itself on this single pmnt. Let it dg .this, and trneL/

rapidity of its triumph will equal t¥s greatness of it§ task.
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