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ANABAPTISTS, a name commonly given
to that body of Christians who reject the baptism
of infants and administer the rite only to adults.
The doctrine first arose amid the discussions
as to infant baptism which were held in the early
Church. Thomas Munzer (1520), the leader of a
set of enthusiasts called the prophets of Zwickau,
did much to spread the beliefs of Anabaptism
through Saxony and Switzerland. Waldshut
became one of their centers of propagation.
Revolting from the rigid rule of the State and
from the false formalism of the Church, they
carried their opposite principles too far ; and tt
is certain that in some places the movement,
guided by ambitious and licentious men, broke
loose from all moral principles into lawlessness
and lust ; but for the most part Anabaptists have
been a much maligned and misrepresented class
of people, who earnestly desired and sought for
a greater fulness of truth and brotherhood than
any institutions then existing could provide.
Their doctrines were: Theequalityof all Christians, the community of goods, the baptism of
the Spirit, adult baptism, and the establishment
of the kingdom of heaven on earth. About 1525
the " peasant war" broke out, partially caused
and largely supported by these doctrines. The
laboring clas...es were at this time very cruelly
oppres...ed by the government, and the teachings
of Anabapttsm spread rapidly through Holstein.
Westphalia, and the Netherlands. Again and
again they were checked, and scattered, and
persecuted even to death ; but traveling preachers continued the agitation, and orgaD!zations
sprang up wherever persecution turned its back.
In 1534 they became masters of Miinster;
they destroyed all churches, and appointed 12
judges to rule over the city. A
tailor named Bockhold had htmself
Jllatory. crowned king, and for a year the
city was given over to every kind
of madness and licentiousness. At
the end of that time several Protestant princes
conquered the dty and restored peace and order by executing the ringleaders of the uproar. In Amsterdam and other cities Anabaptislo;, who had little in common with the
lustful fanaticism of Buckhold, began to spread
their doctrines. The Rt!velations o.f St. John
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was their chief source of doctrine ; and their
main desire was to found a new kin~dom of
pure and primitive Christians. Davtd Joris
(1501-56), one of the chief of these, united
Liberalism with Anabaptism, introduced much
mystical theology, and strove to unite the
different Christian sects. Another prominent leader was Menno Simons. In spite of
dangers and persecutions he gathered to~ether
the scattered and disheartened Anabaptists of
Germany and the Netherlands. He explained
his belief in a book published in 1556, Elements
of llu Tru~ Cltristran FaitIt, which is still an
authoritative book among the Mennonites. His
adherents believe in strictly following the teachings of Scripture, in rejecting the taking of
oaths, every kind of revenge, war, divorce (except for adultery), infant baptism, and the undertaking the work of a magtstrate. Their belief
is that while magistracy is necessary for the
present time, it is foreign to the kingdom of
Christ. The education and theology of the colleges they set very little value upon. Menno
called his adherents" God's congregation; poor
unarmed Christian brothers." In Germany the
Mennonites are called Taufg~sinnt~, and in
Holland, Doopsg~zind~n.
The church is the literal communion of the
saints, which must be kept pure by strict discipline. They are Universalists in regard to grace
and Zwinglians in their view of the Lord's Supper. They celebrate the rite of feet-washing.
Their bishops. elders, and teachers serve gratis.
They are split into many divisions. mainly the
strict and tlie mild Mennonites. The latter are
known as WaterUmders, from a place in Holland. Some of their divisions take names from
the peculiarities of their dress-Buttoners, Hookand-eye-ers, etc. The purity of their lives, however, commands respect, and their industry
makes them prosperous.
References: Tit~ Social Side of tile R~formatio"~· by
E. B. Bax; A Valuable Cllapf~r ;,. Ethic "/' r'ru
other

;

~"ft~~~n ~he 'ft:/oi~!~:. also Ranke an

ANARCHISM (Gr. av, privative, and opxit,
government), the social doctrine of the abolition
of s-ovemment of man by man, and the constitution of society without government.
Under this general definition of anarchism
there are, however, two schools of anarchists, so
totally dtstinct and even opposed in their doctrines, their methods, and general characteristics, that we must consider them separately and
distinguish between them at every point. The
two schools are those of the individualist anarchists (often called in this country philosophical
anarchists), and, secondly, the school of anarchist communists. The individualist anarchists,
though perhaps the fewer in number, are, in
this country especially, the abler body of thinkers, and carry out to their fullest logtcal results
the principles which a great many individualists
accept but do not fully carry out. Individualist
anarchists do not believe in the use of force-not
because they bold that it is WTong to use it, but
simply because they are aware that the use of
force never truly liberates, while their aim is absolute liberty-their motto being" Liberty, not
the daughter, but the mother of order." They
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start from the philosophy of individual sc>Verei~ty. and app1y it to the :problems of social
1iCience with relentless logtc. While by no
means obJecting to organization and cooperation, provtded it be voluntary, they would have
all organization sprin~ from the individual.
Anarchist communtsts, on the other hand,
fonn a wholly different school of thought. They
do not believe in ~overnment, and the:y do believe in overthrowtng it by force. On tts ruins
they would plant a communal life, whose ideal is
verv little different from that of the socialists,
except that it is not to be realized through the
State. Most of the men who are called anarchists in the press, particularly of Europe, and almost all the bomb-throwers and dynamiters of
recent years on either continent have been anarchist communists. The school is mainly European, as individualist anarchism is mainly American. Anarchist-communism counts among its
followers names favorably known to science and
letters, such as Krapotkin and Reclus, while
many, even of the dynamitards, have been men
of education and sometimes refinement. Nevertheless, it is mainly a movement among the
working classes, particularly of France, Italy,
S{Jain. and, to a less extent, Germany and Austna. In England there are but few anarchist
communists. In America they are found only
in a few cities. The so-called Chicago anarchists were anarchist communists. Individualist
anarchism, on the other hand, is not a class
movement, but almost purely intellectual, naturally drawing its strength largely from the
classes possesSed to-day of intellectual advantages. 1t will thus be seen that in philosophy,
method, and general characteristics the two
das.o;cs of anarchists are carefully to be distinguished. Both are distinctly revolutionary and
opposed to the State ; but the one starts from
t&e individual, and advocates a revolution
through ideas ; the other starts from the community, and advocates a revolution throu~h
force. We print a statement of individualtst
anarchism by Victor Yarros, one of ita foremost
American representatives; and a statement
<1f anarchist communism, by Pierre Krapotkin,
l)eT'haps its most distinguished representative.
Says }lr. Yarros:

I.

L"'DIVJDUALIST oa PHIWSOPKtCAJ. ANAJtCHtsw.
The individualistic or philosophical anarchists
fa'\-or the abolition of" the State" and government of man by man. They seek to bring about
a state of perfect freedom-of anarchy. To comprehend the precise
import of this statement it is essential to grasp and bear in mind the
-'definitions given by the anarchists
to the terms employed in their expositions. The current misconceptions of the anarchistic doctrines are chiefly due to the persistent, though ~gely ~nconscious, habit of inte~
preting them m the hght of the popular definttionsof the tenns" State,"" government," etc.,
instead of in the light of their own technical use
of these terms. The average man, on bemg told
that the anarchist wonld abolish all governmental
restraints not unnaturally concludes that the
propositio'n involves the removal of the restrictions upon criminal conduct, the relinquishment
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of organized defense of life,liberty, and property.
Those who are familiar with the doctrine of
non-resistance to evil, preached by the early
Christians and by the modem Tolstoians, generally identify anarchism with it. But such interpretations are without any foundation. The
anarchists are emphatically in favor of resistance
to and organized protection against crime and
aggression of every kind ; it is not greater freedom for the criminal, but greater freedom for
the non-criminal, that they aim to secure ; and
by the abolition of government they mean the
removal of restrictions upon conduct intrinsically ethical and legitimate, but which ignorant
legislation has interdicted as criminal. The anarchistic principle of personal liberty is absolutely coincident with the famous Spencerian
"first principle of human happiness," the principle of " equal freedom," which Mr. Spencer
has expressed in the formula, " Every man is
free to do what he wills, provided he infringes
not the equal freedom of any other man." It
is, in fact, precisely because the anarchist accepts this principle without reservation, and insists on the suppres.'!ion and elimination of all
aggression or invasion-all conduct incompatible with equality of liberty-that he declares
war upon the " S'tate" and "government." He
defines "State" as "the embodiment of the
principle of invasion in an individual or band
of individuals, assuming to act as representatives or masters of the entire people within a
given area." • Government he defines as " the
subjection of the non-invasive individual to an
external will;" and" invasion" as conduct violative of equal freedom.
Perhaps the clearest way of stating the political program of the anarchists will be to indicate its relation to other better known theories
of government. The anarchists,
agreeing with the view of the true
Jeffersonian Democrats, that the Program.
best government is that which governs least, sympathizing with the
position of the old Manchester individualists and
/aissez-faire-ists, who believed in a minimum
of government interference, as well as with the
less vague doctrines of the more radical modem
individualists of the Spencerian school, who
would limit the State to the sole function of
protecting men against external and internal
mvaders, go a step farther and demand the
dissolution of what remains of "!ovemment''
-viz., compulsory taxation an compulsory
military service. It is no more necessary, contend the anarchists, that government should
nssume the protective military and police functions, and compel men to accept tts services,
than it is that government should meddle with
production, trade, banking, education, and
other lines of human activity. By voluntary organization and voluntary taxation it is perfectly
possible to protect liberty and property and to
restrain crime. It is doubtless eao;y to tmagine
a society in which government concerns itself
with nothing save preservation of order and
punishment of crime, in which there are no
• The definitions here !fiven are those formed and
consistently used by lien)amin R. Tucker\ the echtor of
Liberty, the organ of the philosophica anarchistic
movement.
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public schools supported by c<impulsory taxation, no government interference with the issue
of currency and banking, no custom-houses or
duties on foreign imports, no government postal
service, no censorship of literature and the stage,
no attempt to enforce Sunday laws, etc. l'he
lai'ssu-faire-isls of the various schools have
familiarized the thinking public with such a type
of social organization. Now, the anarchists propose to do away with the compulsory feature of
the single function reserved for government by
the radical laz'ssez-fai're-i's/s. In other words,
they insist on the right of the non-aggressive
individual to " ignore the State," to dispense
with the protective services of the defensive organization and remain outside of it. This would
not prevent those who might desire systematic
and organized protection from combining to
maintain a defensive institution, but such an institution would not be a government, since no one
would be compelled to join it and pay toward
its support. Anarchy, therefore, may be defined as a state of society in which the non-invasive individual is not coerced into cooperation
for the defense of his neighbors, and in which
each enjoy:> the highest degree of liberty compatible wtth equality of liberty.
With regard to the question of putting down
aggression, the jurisdiction of the voluntary defensive organization would of course extend to
outsiders, and not be limited by its membership.
The criminal are not to secure immunity by declining to join defensive associations. As the
freedom of each is to be bounded by the equal
freedom of all, the invader would be liable to
punishment under anarchism no less than under
~ovemment. Criminals would still be tried by
JUries and punished by executive officers. They
would not be allowed to set up ethical standards
for themselves and to do what is right in their
own eyes. Such a doctrine involves not the
aooZitwn of ~ovemment, but the widest possible
extension of tt. It repudiates all ethical principles and abandons all attempts at enforcin~ justice and protecting rights. Every man ts allowed under it to govern his fellows, if he has the
will and the power, and the struggle for existence in the simplest and crudest form is revived.
Anarchism, on the other hand, posits the principle of equal liberty as binding upon all, and
only insists that those who refrain from violating it should not be interfered with in any way,
either by inqividual governors or combinations
of would-be i'ulers.
Anarchists reject govemmentalism because
they find no ethical warrant and no practical
necessity for it. It appears to them self-evident
that society, or the community, can
have no greater claims upon the individual than the component members of it have. The metaphysical
and misleading analogies between
society and organism, upon which
is usually founded the govemmentalist's theory
of the prerogatives of the State, anarchists reject
with undisguised contempt. "The community," or" the State," is an abstraction, and an
abstraction has neither rights nor duties. Individuals, and individuals only, have rights.
This proposition is the comer-stone of the
anarchistic doctrine, and those who accept it
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are bound to go the full length of anarchism. For if the community cannot ri~htfully
compel a man to do or refrain from domg that
which private and individual members thereof
cannot legitimately force him to do or forego,
then compulsory taxation and compulsory cooperation for any purpose whatever are wrong
in principle, and ~ovemment is merely another
name for a~gresston. It will not be pretended
that one pnvate individual has the right to tax
another private individual without his consent ;
how, then, does the majority of the members of
a community obtain the right to tax the minority without tts consent 7 Having outgrown the
dogma of the divine right of kings,
democratic countries are unconsciously erecting the dogma of the Gonrnment
divine right of majorities to rule. Aggreuion.
The absurdity of such a belief is
apparent. Majorities, minorities,
and any other combinations of individuals
are entitled to insist on respect of their rights.
but not on violating the rights of others.
There is one ethical standard, not two ; and it
cannot be right for ~ovemment to do that which
would be criminal, unmoral, when committed by
individuals. Laws of social life are not made at
the polls or in !e~slative assemblies ; they have
to be discovered tn the same way in which laws
of other sciences are discovered. Once discovered, majorities are bound to observe them no
less than individuals.
As already stated, the anarchists hold that the
law of equal freedom, formulated positively by
S~ncer and negatively by Kant, is a scientific~
eta! law which ought to guide men in their various activities and mutual relations. The logical
deductions or corollaries of this law show us at
once our rights and our duties. Government violates this great law not only by the fact of its very
existence, but in a thousand other ways. Government means the coercion of the non-invasive,
the taxation of those who protest a~ainst being
forced to join the political organization set up by
the majonty. It enacts statutes and imposes restraints whtch find no sanction in the law of equal
freedom, and punishes men for disobeying such
arbitrary provtsions. It is true that ~overnments
profess to have the public welfare m view, and
to enforce nothin~ save what morality and justice dictate. Justice, however, is invariably confounded by governments with legalism, and by
the enforcement of justice they often mean the
enforcement of the very laws which they enact
in violation of justice. Thus laws in restraint
of trade and of exchange are enforced in the
name of justice, whereas justice demands the
fullest freedom of trade and exchange. Strictly speaking, the enforcement of justice cannot
be undertaken by government at all, since a
government that should attempt to enforce justice would have to begin by signing its own
death-warrant. A government that would enforce equal freedom and let the inoffensive
alone would be, not a government, but a voluntary association for the protection of rights.
In republican countries m~>n loosely speak of
their ·' free government," tneir " government
by consent." In reality there is no such thing
as government by consent. Majorities rule,
and the minorities are forced to acquiesce.

Digitized

byGoogle

Anarchism.
The principle of consent is clearly fatal to govemmentalism, for it implies the right of the
non-invasive to ignore the State and decline tO
accept its services. Ethically a man has a ~
feet right to do this, for the mere refusal to Join
tbe political o~ization (which is merely an
insurance assoctation) is not a breach of the
principle of equal freedom. Our '' free governments" deny this right, hence ·they are immoral They cannot become moral except by
ceasing to be governments and becoming purely voluntary associations for defense.
Apart from the question of compulsory taxation and compulsory military service, on the
abolition of wbich anarchists alone lay stress
(although they readily admit that the police
functions of government will be the last to disappear), there is little, if any, difference between anarchists and Spencenan individualists
on the question of government interference.
The cessation of such interference with economic
relations-with the issue of mone)', banking,
wages, trade, production, etc.-is advocated on
the ground that the solution of the social problems is to be found in liberty rather than in
regulation, in free competition rather than in
State monopoly. On the subject of public education, postal service, poor laws, santtary supervision, etc., anarchists, in common with advanced individualists, hold that government interference is as pernicious practically as it is
unwarranted ethtcally. Corruption and inefficiency are evils inseparable from government
management, and there is nothing which gov·
eroment does that could not be done better by
private enterprise under free competition.
In short, the anarchists object to governmentalism because it is unethical, as well as unnecessary and inexpedient. Government is either
the will of one man or the will of a number of
mea, large or small. Now, the will of one or
many is not a criterion of right and justice,
while for the adjustment of the conflicting interests of the members of society such a criterion
il an absolute necessity. Majority rule, and
even the rule of a despot, may be, under certain
cooditions, preferable to a state of civil·chaos ;
but as men advance and study the facts of their
own development, they begin to realize the truth
that there is no relation whatever between right
and numbers, justice and force.
Majority rule is discredited alon~
Jl.,.n*J' with despotic rule, and ethical SCI·
a.J.
ence becomes the sole guide and
DI..-I!W. authority. The social laws require
to be applied and enforced as long
as predatory instincts and invasive
tendencies continue to manifest themselves
in human relations, and this necessitates the"
maintenance of associations for the protection
ol freedom and the punishment of aggreslion. But the governmental method is not
adapted to the promotion of this end. Government begins by coercing the non-invasive indil'idual into cooperation for defense and offense,
regardless of the fact that a benevolent despotism is not a whit more defensible than a selfish
despotism.
Ia general, it may be stated that any methods not in themselves invasive a.re regarded as
legitimate by the anarchists in the furtherance
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of their cause. But they rely cbiefiy, if not
entirely, on the methods of education-theoretical propaganda of their views-and of passive resistance to government. In violence, so-called
propaganda by deed and subterranean plotting against existing
institutions, they do not believe. llethocla.
Political changes may be brought
about by revolutioos, and possibly
also such economic changes as are contemplated
by the State socialists. But freedom can rest
only on ideas and sentiments favorable to it,
and revolutionary demonstrations can never
abolish ignorance and the spirit of tyranny.
Freedom cannot be forced on those who are not
fit for it. The emancipation of the people from
the aggression of government must come
through their own deliberate choice and effort.
Anarcbists can but disseminate true political
teachings and expose the nature and essence of
governmentalism. Anarchists, however, do not
believe that it is necessary to convert the whole
people in order to carry their principles into·
practice. A strong and determined minority
could, while remaining passive, successfully resist the attempt of government to tax them and
otherwise impose its will upon them. Public
opinion would not approve of a government
campaign of violence against a number of
intelligent and perfectly honest individuals.
banded together for the sole purpose of carrying
on their legitimate activities ana asserting their ·
right to ignore injunctions and prohibitions having no authority from an ethical point of view.
Even if anarchists believed in the use of vio- .
lent methods, and if they thought that violent
resistance to government would hasten their
emancipation, they would certainly resort to it,
since it is not immoral or invasive to use force ·
against invaders-there would be one important difference between them and other schools.
of reformers. Anarchists would not prevent
others from living under government side by
side with them, while other reformers seek to
impose their schemes on the whole community
in which they live. Thus the State socialists, in
pursuance of their program of State mono.P?lY
of capital, intend to suppress all competition
and all rivalry on the part of individual owners.
of capital. The anarchists, on the other hand,
if allowed to remain outside of the governmental
organization, would force no one to join them or ·
follow their example. Still, as a matter of fact,
anarchists abjure violence even in their own interests, vividly realizing the truth that the progress of justice and freedom is arrested in a state
of war. Peace is an essential condition to the
spread of rational ideas and the growth of the
sentiment of toleration. Appealing as they do·
to the ideas and feelings of justice, it would be
suicidal for anarchists to encourage violence
and excite the lowest passions of men by revolutionary tactics.
To reform by ordinary political methods the
anarchists are also oppOsed, at least under·
present conditions. As they do not seek any
new positive le~tion, they can expect nothing from polittcs. They demand the repeal
of the legislation which improperly restricts.
men's freedom of action, and such repeal
they cannot secure while being in a minor- .
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ity.
Whether they would cooperate with
other parties in attempting to carry specific
measures of repeal, would depend largely on
.circumstances. It is to be remembered that,
while the anarchists are strenuous in their opposition to every vestige of government, they do
not expect to realize their entire program at
one stroke. They are prepared for very slow
and gradual reform, and would welcome the suc.ocess of any single libertarian proposal. They
would rejoice in the triumph of the free-trade
idea, the repeal of tne laws perpetuating land
monopoly and monetary monopoly, and the abolition of special privila~es. If they do not form
themselves into a political party for the purpose
<>f attaining one or more of these objects, it is
because they can do more by other methods.
Moreover, to enter into the political arena is to
Tecognize, by implication, the principle of gov·ernment. To vote is to coerce or to threaten
·coercion. Behind the ballot is the bullet of the
.soldier, ready to force the defeated minority into
.submission. The voter does not merely assert
his right to self-government ; he sets up a claim
to govern others. The anarchist cannot employ a method which would put him in such a
false light.
Thus the anarchist is neither a government
bomb-thrower nor a revolutionary bomb-thrower. He objects to the use of vtolence by the
government as well as against it. He restricts
himself to the method of education and such
passive resistance as is exemplified by a refusal
to pay taxes or rent or import duties on commodities purchased in foreign countries.
VICTOR YARROS.

H•storical Slutcn of Ina'ividualist Anarcnzsm.
Philosophical anarchists usually regard Proudhon
'" the founder of their school of social science ; but
there were in America, altho far less widely known,
men entertaining anarchistic views before Proudhon's
time. We will, therefore, first notice the anarchist
'tllovement in America, and then consider it in other
countries. America, or at least the United States, with
.its early extreme individualism and fear of the State
(see CE~TRAUZATIOII), was the fitting birthplace of
anarchistic thought.
Josiah Warren, a plain and only moderately educated
New Englander, but of unusually independent and
·earnest spirit, was probably the first to enunciate precise anarchistic conceptions. He had
become interested in the social vi.,ws
'J iah
and plana of Robert Owen (q.v.), at this
01
time first taking root in the land; had
Warren. joined the Owenite community at New
Harmony; had carefully studied Its
principles and mused upon Its failure, till
finally, about 18o8, he reached the conclusion that its
principles were exactly the opposite of the true ones,
and that, instead of the communistic idea of each
working for all, as Owen taught, the true way to produce order, harmony, and well-being, was for each
to live, in his own way1 absolutely untrammeled by
others, so far as he d1a not intrude upon the simi-

l~rapJ'~~~~fal8t~:Oo~hneJ!;e ~i~~h~oufhhetsc~~~~u.:\~e~~a~t

c·ost was the true limit of price ; that. usurv and profit
in all their forms were, therefore, economiCallv wrong,
and, moreover, that they would disappear under l?"rfectl y free competition. He sought to put his ideas mto
practice, to actually test them before giving them to
the world, and therefore started and for two vears
successfully carried on, a store ln Cincinnati, Where
cost was the limit of price, and where usurv and profit
were eliminated. Finding that he was doing a business of Stso,ooo a year-a large amount for Cincinnati
In those days-he was convinced of the practicalitv and
correctness of his idea, and therefore closed hisbusiness to devote his lite to the propagation of his ideas.
His main writings were Tr11r Ci'viliz,llion. a short
work, first published in 18~6, and /;"quit able Commerce,
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In which he elaborated his ideas of coat as the limit of
price. These books found at least a few thoughtful
readers. Ste)!hen Pearl Andrews declared at a later
day that the True Civili•ation was the text and basis
of all his own writings, and john Stuart Mill refers to
Warren with expressions o deepest interest and respect.
Others, however, were thinking In the same line.
Lysander Spooner, who has but recently passed away,
may be called the Nestor of anarchism, of the extreme individualistic school. Commencing public life as a young lawyer in
WorcE'&ter, Mar.s., he first showed str•mg
Other
analytic and argumentative powers in Am.erioana
several pamphlets defending Deism
•
against Christianity, but IJ()()n passed
more and more into sociological studies
and controversy! coming to hold and defend extreme .
views as to ind vidual sovereignty and the tyranny of the State. As early aa 18«_ he established a private ·
mall between Boston and New York, and later ex- ·
tended it to Philadelphia and Baltimore, achieving sue- :
cess, until at last compelled to stop, owing to petty •.
and constant persecution and annoyance from the Government. From that time he devoted his great ·.
abilities to the promulgation of his ideas. Du.ring the
anti-slavery contest he did good work as an abolition- ·
is~ and incorporated his views in Tile Unconstit,.tion- ·
ai•l:t of SJavery. His legal acumen appears in his Trial
by Jllry, in which he reverts to the early and true ...
meaning ofthe phrase-a trial by one's peers; and pro- tests against the absurd and monstrous system (as he
claims it to be) of ignorance and injustice now Jl!LSSing under that name. How far he carried his 1deas
~ftl:i'R~':./:~.!~.signed monograph from his pen, enStephen Pearl Andrews was a diaci{lle of Warren.
As Warren es~cially studied economic questions, so
Andrews studied the family and marriage. His Science
of Society, published in 18so, is still considered by philosophical anarchists a classic on the subject. Warren
himself declared it a better statement of his own Ideas
than he himself could write. (For further account, see
ANDREWS.)
We now first come to the inftuence of Proudhon In
America, Colonel William B. Greene, of Boston, being
the first :n this country known to have declared himself
a follower of the _great Frenchman. Colonel Greene's
book on M11tual Banl<ing is one of the most acute and
searching inquiries into the monetary problems to be
found in the literature of the subject. Colonel Greene
was a keen, logicial thinker and a profound scholar.
He was a remarkably witty speaker and writer, and his
book, entitled Socialistic, Communistic, M,.t~~alistic,
and Financial Fragments, shows his power and veraauhty. E. H. Heywooc;!J.a writer on variOus subjects,
was another disciple of warren. He 1s the author oi a,
number of very able pamphlets. Charles T. Fowler,
also a disciple of Warren, was a Unitarian minister
when he first fell under the inftuence of Warren. He
studied Proudhon, and after leaving the church, devoted himself to the propaganda of anarchistic doctrines.
He died a few years ago, leaving an admirable series
of pamphlets on social and economic problems.
These men, however, while holding easentiallv anarchist views, and contributing1 !"'verally, to the development of anarchism in the united States, did not
adopt the name anarchist, and did not
real1y start the movement which has
taken such definite shape under that disPrelent
tinctive denomination. The man who,
assimilating and profiting by the teach- Writen.
ings of Proudhon, Warren, Greene, and
the American and En~lish individualists, formulated a consistent and comprehensive anarchistic philosophy, and started the practical anarchistic
movement, is Benjamin R. Tucker. the editor of Liberty,
' the organ of anarchism. Mr. Tucker was a young man,
astudentof the MassaL·husetts Institute of Technology,
when he, becoming interested in social reform. sought
the acquaintanceof Warren and Greene. The latter
called his attention to Proudhon's U'ltat ,·s Propff'ty!
and so impres.o;ed was he with the originality and value
of that rc,·olutionary (in an intellectual sense) and
epoch-making work, that he set himself the task of
translating it into English. No work has ever enjoved
the privilege of a more competent rendering Into
another language. The vigor and eloquence of Proudbon's style was fully preserved in the translation, and
to this is due a large share of the inftuence exerted bv
Proudhon's work in America and England. A few
vears later Mr. Tucker started his paper. IJb.-r/1',
which has been for more than a decade the recogni7.l·J
authority on anarchism. Mr. Tucker does not strictly
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follow Proudhon, anv more than he stTictly folio'"
'\\'an-en. He t"ejects the ineonalstencies of the former
as he does the crudities of the latter. He may be said
to have ,>rt:Jnia~J the various anarchistic ideaa-<>Co-

!'b':!t!: 'W~~~~~~cih"~':tt~! ~~h'::"::~;ev~:les~~:,"a"J!~

quate.lfr. Tuckerisclear,logicaf. consistent, andscientttic. llr. Tucker has inHuenced a considerable number
of able men in journalism and other professions, as well
L' some of the prominent men in the labor movement.
We will on!v mention here the name of Dyer D. Lum,
one of the leaders of the early Greenback movement,
wbodied a few years ago. Mr. Lum, while sympathizing
to ..>me extent with the methods of revolutionary reformers, was for several years before his death a
vigurous and scholarly champion of the economic and
political ideas of anarchism.
The gro...-tb of anarchism baa not been rapid, and its
bistorv is not eventful or sensational. Its indirect inftuencl,s, however, ha,·e wrought great changes in
.ocial science and 1n the intellectual attitude of soclologistJ; and reformers.
In Kurope, the real history of philosophic anarchism
belfios with Proudhon. (For a fuller notice of his life
and teachings. see PKOUDHON.) We study him here but
in brief, in relation to the movetntlllt of
anarchism. Born in 18oc), after a bitter
Europe.
~rsonal ex~ience with poverty and
Ill-paid wor he J?Ub!ished in 184o his
great work,
"llalts Property f Of this
-admirer aavs: "He first withgenius,and with learnil111: and acumen rarely equalled, pleaded for absolute
bben'· of the individual and the doing away of all government. Property in its modern sense he showed to be
not the product of 10dividual labor on the part of the
owner of the property, but the product of the labor of
others, taken from them by legalized wrong, or by aid
of monopolies and class legislation created by the State.
Hence the truth of his celebrated sentence, "Property
is theft." The cure, he argued, was to do away with
all government, and then each Individual could retain
that which he had produced, so that lnstlce and order
aDd well-being would be the result ofliberty."
The book exposed him to new persecution from the
Government and learned aociet1es, which continued
more or leu to hia death in 1865. He passed much of
bia hfe, banished from Prance, In Belgium. Yet he
was e.-er active and at times popular in France. He
•aa elected in 1S.8 to the Constituent Assembly by
77,rrx. ..-otea, which, together with his frequent lmprisC>nments and banishments, as well aa the suppression
of books, ahows hie power and inHuence In hfs generation. Yet few followed him uncleratandlngly. Proudboo himself declared that even those who voted for
him did not understand his vlewa. He believed that
in America (as seems to be the case) his thoughts would
Ant take root. His principal writings besides the
above named are : Tlti Creatio• of Order in Humanity
A Sys/~111 of Eco~tOMicaJ C0t1tradictions
(•WI; ~<sficl! i11 lilt! Hrool11lio1t a11d in llu Cl111rch
(·~~~; 11sliu (re,-Jsed edition •8scr6o).
PToudhon was right; few fohowed him underatand11111:1V. The movement that sprang from his teachinR"i has in the main, in EuroP."• been anarchist communism, which Is no more hke philosophic anarchi•:n than Proudhon was like Bakounln. The real
followers of Proudhon and philosophical anarchism. in
Europe. can almost be counted on one's fingers, tho
tl:eir inHuence has been more marked than this might
aH:m to indicate.
In Gennany Caapar Schmidt, better known under
bia '"'"' dt! p/11wte of Max Stirner, laid what some reP•d as the ethical foundations of Marchism in his Der
,F.,,.s,K"~ 11nd uil• Eisn•lhuwt (1845). John Henry Mackay, a Scotchman bv birth. but w!th a German mother,
and brought up in ~ermany from boyhood, has developed philosophic anarchism in poems, a novel ( Tlu
Arro~rdti$/$, tran~Jated into English, •Sot), and other
wr,rlt'L In England philosophic anarchism under this
name ha" had scarcely any development at all; but
P"rruops thh• Is only because so much of its individualism, of which there has been considerable development, has come so near to philosophic anarchism m
s..ch writers as Herbert Spencer, Auberon Herbert,
Wordsworth Donisthorpe, Thomaa Mackay, Frederick
Jlillar, and others. A notice of the first three will be
found under each name.
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ANARCHIST COMMUNISM.

The following statement of anarchist communi!>m is abridged from a tract on Tire Place
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of Anarclusm in Socialistic Evolution, by
:Pierre A. Krapotkin :
" All things belong to all, and provided that
men and women contribute their share of labour
for the production of necessary objects, they are
entitled to their share of all that is produced by
the community at large. ' But this is communism,' you may say. Yes, it is communism, but it
is the communism which no longer s~s in the
name of religion or of the State, but m the name
of the people. . . . The tendency of this closing century is toward communism, not the monastic or barrack-room communism formerly advocated, but the free communism which places
the products reaped or manufactured in common
at the disposal of all, leaving to each the liberty
to consume them as he pleases in his own home.
" This is the solution of which the mass of the
people can most readily take hold, and it is the
solution which the people demand at the most
solemn epochs. In 1848 the formula ' From
each according to his abilities, to each according to his needs ' was the one which went
strai~ht to the heart of the masses, and if they
acclauned the republic and universal suffrage,
it was because they hoped to attain to communism through them. !n 1871, also, when the
people besieged in Paris desired to make a supreme effort to resist the invader, what was
their demand 1 That free rations should be
served out to every one. Let all articles be put
into one common stock and let them be distributed according to the requirements of each.
Let each one take freely of all that is abundant,
and let those objects which are less plentiful be
distributed more sparingly and in due proportions-this is the solution which the mass otthe
workers understand best. This is
also the system which is commonly
practised in the rural districts (qf Pruoe.
France). So long as the common
lands afford abundant pasture, what
commune seeks to restrict their use 1 When
brushwood and chestnuts are plentiful, what
commune forbids its members to take as much
as they want 1 And when the larger wood begins to grow scarce, what course does the peasant adopt 1 The allowancing of individuals.
" Let us take from the common stock the articles which are abundant, and let those objects
whose production is more restricted be served
out in allowances according to requirements,
giving preference to children and old personsthat is to say, to the weak. And, moreover, let
all be consumed not in public, but at home, according to individual tastes and in com~ny
with one's family and friends. This is the tdeal
of the masses.
" But it is not enough to argue about • communism ' and ' expropriation ; ' it is furthermore necessary to know who should have the
management of the common patrimony, and it
is especially on this question that different
schools of socialists are opposed to one-another,
some desiring authoritarian communism, and
others, like ourselves, declaring unreservedly in
favour of anarchist communism. In order to
jud~e between these two, let us return once
agam to our starting point, the Revolution of
the last century.
" In overturning royalty the Revolution pro-
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claimed the sovereignty of the people ; but, by
an inconsistency which was very natural at that
time, it proclatmed not a permanent sovereignty, but an intermittent one, to be exercised
at certain intervals only, for the nomination of
deputies sup~ to represent the people. In
reality it copted its institutions from the representative government of England. The Revolution was drowned in blood, and, nevertheless,
representative government became the watchword of Europe. All Europe, with the exception of Russia, has tried it, under all possible
forms, from government based on a property
qualification to the direct government of the little Swiss republics. But, strange to say, just in
Jl!Oportion as we have approached nearer to the
tdeal of a representative government, elected by
a perfectly free universal suffrage, in that same
proportion have its essential vices become manifest to us, till we have clearly seen that this
mode of government is radically defective. Is
it not, indeed, absurd to take a certain number
of men from out the mass, and to intrust them
with the management of all public affairs, saying to'them, • Attend to these matters; we exonerate ourselves from the task by laying it
upon you ; it is for you to make laws on all manner of subjects-armaments and mad dogs, observatories and chimneys, instruction and streetsweeping ; arrange these thin~ as you please
and make laws about them, stnce you are the
chosen ones whom the people has voted capable
of doing everything!' It appears to me that if
a thoughtful and honest man were offered such a
post he would answer somewhat in this fashion:
" • You intrust me with a task which I am
unable to fulfil. I am unacquainted with most
of the questions upon which I shall be called on
to legislate. I shall either have to work to some
extent in the dark, which will not be to your advantage, or r shall appeal to you and summon
meetings in which you will yourselves seek to
come to an understanding on the questions at
issue, in which case my office will be unnecessary. If you have formed an opinion and have
formulated it, and if :you are anxious to come to
an understanding wtth others who have also
formed an opinion on the same subject, then all
you need do is to communicate with your neighbours and send a delegate to come to an understanding with other delegates on
this specific question ; but you will
Ar8'11JUDt. certainly reserve to yourselves the
right of taking an ultimate decision ; you will not intrust your delegate with the making of laws for you. This
is how scientists and business men act each
time that they have to come to an agreement. •
" But the above reply would be a repudiation
of the representative system, and nevertheless
it is a fruthful expression of the idea which is
growing everywhere since the vices of representative government have been exposed in all
their nakedness. Our age, however, has gone
still further, for it has begun to discuss the
rights of the State and of society in relation to
the individual ; people now ask to what point
the interference of the State is necessary in the
multitudinous functions of society.
" Do we require a government to educate our
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children ? Only let the worker have leisure t&
instruct himself, and you will see that, through
the~ initiative of parentsand of persons fond
of tuition, thousands of educational societies and
schools of all kinds will spring up, rivalling oneanother in the excellence of thetr teaching. I£
we were not crushed by taxation and exploited
by employers, as we now are, could we not ourselves do much better than is now done for us ?
The great centres would initiate progress and
set the example, and you may be sure that theprogress realtsed would be incomparably supe.
rior to what we now attain through our ministries. Is the State even n~ for the defence of a territory ? If armed bngands attack
a people, is not that same people armed with
gOod weapons the surest rampart to oppose to the
foreign age;ress?r ? Standing armies are always
beaten by tnvaders, and history teaches that the
latter are to be repulsed by a popular rising:
alone. While government is an excellent machine to protect monopoly, bas it
ever been able to protect us against
ill-disposed persons? Does it not, by Bo Beecl of.'
creating misery, increase the num- the State.
ber of crimes instead of diminishing
them? In establishing prisons into
which multitudes of men, women, and childrem
are thrown for a time, in order to come forth infinitely worse than when they went in, does not
the State maintain nurseries of vice at the expense of the tax-payers? In obliging us to commit to others the care of our affairs, does it not
create the most terrible vice of societies-indifference to public matters? . . .
" Let others, if they will, advocate industrial!
barracks or the monastery of authoritarian communism, we declare that the tendency of society
is in an opposite direction. We foresee millions.
and millions of groups freely constituting themselves for the satisfaction of all the varied needs.
of human beings-some of these groups organised by quarter, street, and bouse; others.
extending hands across the walls of cities over
frontiers and oceans. All of these will be composed of human beings who will combine freely, and after havin~ performed their share of
productive labour will meet together, either for
the purpose of consumption, or to produce objects of art or luxury, or to advance science in
a new direction. This is the tendency of th&
nineteenth century, and we follow it ; we only
ask to develop it freely without any governmental interference. Individual liberty ! 'Tak&
pebbles,' said Fourrier, • put them into a box
and shake them, and they will arrange themselves in a mosaic that you could never get by
intrusting to any one the work of arranging
them harmoniously. •
"Now let me pass to another part of my subject
-the most important with respect to the future.
" There is no more room for doubting that
religions are going ; the nineteenth century has.
given them their death-blow. But religionsall religions-have a double composition. They
contain, in the first place, a J?rimitive cosmogony, a rude attempt at explaining nature, and
they furthermore contain a statement of th&
public morality born and developed within th&
mass of the people. But when we throw religions
overboard or store them among our public rec-
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erda as historical curiosities, shaD we also relegate to maseums the moral principles which they
cootain ? This has sometimes been done, and
we have seen people declare that as they no
longer believed in the various religions, so they
despised morality and boldly proclaimed the
muim of !JtNrgeois selfishness, • Every one for
himself.' But a society, human or animal, cannot exist without certain rules and moral habits
springin~ up within it ; religion may go, morality rema1ns. U we were to come to consider
that a man did well in lying, deceiving his
neighbours, or plundering them when P.OSSible
(this is the middle-class business moraltty), we
sbould come to such a pass that we could no
loDger live together. You might assure me of
yoar friendship, but perhaps you might onlf do
so iD order to rob me more easily ; you mtght
promise to do a certain thine; for me, only to deceive me ; you might promtse to forward a letter for me, and you might steal it, just like an
ontinary governor of a jail. Under such conditions society would become impossible, and this
ia so generally understood that the repudiation
Of religions in no way prevents public morality from being maintained,
...s.l ..._ developed, and raised to a higher
and ever higher standard. This
fact is so striking that philosophers
seek to explain it by' the principles of utilitarianism, and recently Spencer sought to base the
morality which extsts among us upon physiological causes and the needs connected with the
preservation of the race.
•• Let me give you an example in order to explaiD to r.ou what we think on the matter.
•• A child is drowning, and four men who stand
upon the bank see it struggling in the water.
One of them does not stir ; he is a partisan of
• Each one for himself,' the maxim of the commercial middle class ; this one is a brute, and
we need not speak of him further. The next
ooe reasons thus : • If I save the child, a good
nport of my action will be made to the ruler of
heaven, and the Creator will reward me by increasing my flocks and my serfs,' and thereupon
he plunges into the water. Is he, therefore, a
moral man ? Clearly not ! He is a shrewd calculator, that is all. The third, who is an utilitarian. rellects thus (or at least utilitarian philosopbers ~=nt him as so reasonin~) : • Pleasures
can be
d in two categories, mferior pleasares and higher ones. To save the life of any
ooe is a superior pleasure, infinitely more intense
aDd more (iurable than others ; therefore, I '1\;n
save the child.' Admitting that any man ever
reasoned thus, would he not be a terrible egotist?
aod, moreover, could we ever be sure that his
110phistical brain would not at some given moJDent cause his will to incline toward an inferior
pleasure--that is to say, toward refraining from
troabling himself 1 There remains the fourth
individual. This man has been brou~ht up from
l>is childhood to feel himself one wtth the rest
ol humanity ; from his childhood he has always
regarded men as possessing interests in common ;
be has accustomed himself to suffer when his
oeighbours suffer, and to feel happy when every
ooe aroand him is happy. Directly he hears
the heart-rending cry Of the mother, he leaps
into the water, not through reftection, but by
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instinct : and when abe thanks him for saving
her child, he says, • What have I done to deserve thanks, my JZood woman 1 I am happy to
see you happy ; have acted from natural impulse, and Could not do otherwise ! '
" Yon recognise in this case the truly moral
man, and feel that the others are only egotists
in comparison with him. The whole anarchist
morality is represented in this example. It is
the morality ol a people which does not look for
the sun at midni~ht- morality without compulsion or authonty, a morality of habit. Let
us create circumstances in which man shall not
be led to deceive nor exploit others, and then
by the very force of things the moral level of
humanity will rise to a heignt hitherto unknown.
Men are certainly not to be moralized by teaching
them a moral catechism ; tribunals and prisons
do not diminish vice-they pour it over society in
floods. Men are to be morS.lized onlr. by placing
them in a position which shall contribute to develop in them those habits which are social, and
to weaken those which are not so. A morality
which has become instinctive is the true morality, the only morality which endures while religions and systems of philosophy pass away.
" Let us now combine the three preceding elements, and we shall have anarchy and its place
in socialistic evolution.
•' Emancipation of the producer from the yoke
of capital ; production in common and free consumption ol all the products of the common
labour.
" Emancipation from the governmental yoke •
free development of individuals in groups and
federations ; free organization ascending from
the simple to the complex, according to mutual
needs and tendencies.
" EmanciF.tion from religious morality ; free
morality, wtthout compulsion or authonty, developing itself from sOcial life and becoming
habitual.
"The above is no dream of students, it is a
conclusion which results from an analysis of the
tendencies of modem society ; anarchist communism is the union of the two fundamental
tendencies of our society-a tendency toward economic equality and a
tendency toward t><>litical liberty. Plmclameutal
So long as communtsm presented tt- TeDClellOlea.
self under an authoritarian form,
which neces.'!&rily implies government, armed with much greater power than that
which it pos<;esses to-day, inasmuch as it implies
economic in addition to political power-so long
as this was the case communism met with no sufficient response. Before 1848 it could, indeed,
sometimes excite for a moment the enthusiasm of
the worker who was prepared to submit to any allpowerful government, provided it would release
him from the terrible situation in which he was
placed, but it left the true friends of liberty indifferent.
" Anarchist communism maintains that most
valuable of all conquests-individual libertyand moreover extends it and gives it a solid
basis--economic liberty-without which political liberty is delusive ; it does not ask the individual who has rejected God, the universal tyrant, God the king, and God the Parliament, to
give unto himself a god more terrible than any
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of the preceding-God the community, or to
abdicate upon its altar his independence, his
will, his tastes, and to renew the vow of asceticism which he formerly made before the crucified God. It says to him, on the contrary, 'No
society is free so long as the individual is not
so ! Do not seek to modify society by imposing
upon it an authority which shall make everything right ; if you do, you will fail as popes
and emperors have failed. Modify society so
that your fellows may not be any longer your
enemieS by the force of circumstances ; abolish
t:1e conditions which allow some to monopolize
the fruit of the labour of others ; and instead of
attempting to construct society from top to bottom, or from the centre to the circumference,
let it develop itself freely from the simple to the
composite, by the free union of free groups.
This course, which is so much obstructed at
present, is the true, forward march of society ;
do n•t seek to hinder it, do not turn your back
on progress, but march along with 1t ! Then
the sentiment of sociability which is common to
human beings, as it is to all animals living in
society, will be able to develop itself freely, because our fellows will no longer be our enemies,
and we shall thus arrive at a state of things in
which each individual will be able to give free
rein to his inclinations, and even to his passions,
without any other restraint than the love and
respect of those who surround him.'
" This is our ideal, and it is the ideal which
lies deep in the hearts of peoples-of all peoples.
We know full well that this tdeal will not be attained without violent shocks ; the close of this
century has a formidable revolution in store for
us; whether it begins in France, Germany,
Spain, or Russia, it will be a European one, and
spreaditnr with the same rapiditl as that of our
fathers, the heroes of 1848, it wil set all Europe
in a blaze. This coming revolution will not aim
at a mere change of government, but will have
a social character ; the work of expropriation
will commence, and exploiters will be driven
out. Whether we like it or not, this will be
done independently of the will of individuals,
and when hands are laid on private property we
shall arrive at communism, because we shall be
forced to do so. Communism, however, cannot
be either authoritarian or parliamentary, it must
either be anarchist or non-existent ; the mass of
the people does not desire to trust itself again to
any Savior, but will seek to organize itself by
itself."
HISTORY AND METHODS OF ANARCHIST COMMUNISM.

Anarchist communism, tho more or less indebted
to the thoughts of Rousseau, Proudhon, Ruge and
others, owes its origin as a movement
to the Russian Bakounin. Born of arisOrigin.
tocratic and even princely parentage,
Michael Bakounin, at first an officer in the
Russian Army, threw up his commission
at the age of 21, disgusted by the oppression of the
Government and the consequent sutfermgs of the poor,
and studied philosophy, reading Hegel and Schopenhauer in St. Petersburg and Berlin. Coming into revolutionary circles mainly under the inRuence of Arnold
Ruge, who represented the extreme Hegelian left, Bakounin took part in the Dr~sden insurrection of 1848,and
was arrested and condemned to death, but eventually
handed over to the Russians and imprisoned in Schlllsselberg and in 185• sent to Siberia. Hence, however1
he eventually escaped, through Japan and the Unitea
States, and, in t86J, ap~eared in LOndon, a revolutionist,
declared by his enem1es to be half-crazed by his years
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of suffering and imprisonment. Be this as it may, he.
threw himself into re,·olutionarv propaganda of every
kind, mainly as an Internationalist, but sometimes inconststently as a Panslavist, and occasionally as &
Nihilist. Switzerland, ltalyl.. and Southern France
were the main scenes of his enorts, but he contrived to
fill all Europe with his spirit of revolution. Gradually
his utterances became wilder and his position more
extreme. He commenced to preach the gospel of pandestruction. When the International (q.v.)wasfounded
in London under the presidency of Marx in 186~, Bakounin did not at first connect himself with it. But later,
realizin~ what capital could be made of it, he threw
himself mto the movement, and almost captured the International for anarchism. He did capture it in Italy,
Spain, Southern France, Belgium, and to a large extent in Switzerland and other countries. In 187•• however, Marx as president contrived to have the congress
of the International called at the Hague, where Bakounin could not come, since he was only secure in Switzerland, and would have been arrested in traversing any
country throu~h which he could have reached the
Hague. At thts congress, therefore, the adherents of
Bakouni n were defeated, and the Gl'nerRl Council of the
International was transferred to New York City. It
resulted in the death of the International; but out of
the split came the modern movements of democratic
socialism and anarchist communism, economic schools
which, altho previously to 187• they had been more
or less confeunded, are now utterly distinct and even
opposed. The ultimate ideals of the followers of Marx
ana Bakounin were not, howevl'r, so different. They
both believed in communism, and communism wastheo
early name for all socialism as well as for anarchist
communism· but the split came in methods. The
followers of Bakounin beheved in destroyin~r the State ;
Marx stood for capturing the State by legittmate political means, and through the State establishing the Social Democracy, or communism. Both opposed the
present State ; but one sought to overturn it at once by
force, the other sought to capture it and use it. For &
while it seemed doubtful wh1ch policy would win.
For a considerable time, the anarchist communists.
especially in the southern countries, were stronger than
the socialists. The working classes did not see tho
strength of the socialist programme. Anarchist communism, if it appealed less to their heads, appealed
more to their instincts. It appealed to revoluttonary
deed. Words, its advocates declared, were cheap; it IS
the propaganda by deed that makes men think. The
propaganda by deed has ever been the favorite policy
among anarchtst communists, being defended, though
not practised, even by such men as Krapotkin and
Reclus. But o~anization among anarchists has never
prospered. Thetr policy lends itself to individual deed.
Bakounin did not quietly accept his defeat by Marx at
the Hague. He and his adherents called another congress in Switzerland, and declared that they were the
true International. From this time anarchist communism had an organized existence. (For further
details as to the preceding period, see BAit~UNIN ;
INTERNATION.~L.)

In 1876 Bakounin died, Elisee Reclus, Paul Brouaae.
and others gatherin!f around his grave,
ready to carry on h1s work. In October
of the same year a congress was held atOrgaDia.UoD.
Berne, and enunciated the principles of
anarchist communism, altho still under
the name of socialism. It denounced even the Paris
Commune, as not having entirely eliminated the principle of authority. At this congress two Italian delegates were present, Carlo Cafiero and En'!"ico Malatesta, and went home to head a revolution ia April,
1877, in the Italian province of Benevento. They burnt
the archives and laid their hands on what arms and
money they could find, and distributed them to the
people. The same year a congress was held at Verviers,
where Krapotkin first appeared on the scenes under
the name of Scrachotf. In 1878, Brousse and Krapotkin commenced publishing the Az•ant Gard~. the first
anarchist organ. The same year N obeling and Hodel
made their attack upon Kaiser Wilhelm at Niederwald; the cooper Broncasi attempted the life of Alphonso XII., and Passanante the life of the King of
Italy, Humbert I. At a congress at Freiburg that
year, a letter from Reclus made the following succinct statement of anarchist communism : u We are
revolutionaries," he said, "because we desire justice..
. . . Progress has never resulted from mere peaceful
evolution; it has always been an outcome of a sudden
revolution. The necessary preliminarv preparation
of the minds of men may be a gradual process, but the.
realization of their hopes comes abruptly and as a surprise. . . . We are anarchists, who recognize no one aa
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oar master, as we are ounrelveathemasters of nobody.
There is no morality without liberty•.•• We are
alao international collectivist&, for we are aware that
tbe n:ry e:ouatence of human beings necessarily implies
a certain 80Cial grouping." The congresa voted for the
appropriation bl the community of all wealth, the
abOlition of the State, and even of any central admln·
i5trative agency; and as regards meanaof propaganda,
the CongTeU favored the dill8emination of anarchist
Ideas, and even rebelUon and revolutionary deed. In
1~79 the At•alf/ Garde ceased to appear, and Krapottin and othen started a new paper, the Rhlolli, at Gene.,. \later moved to Paris). The aame year Johann Most,
upelled from Germany and driven from the socialist
meetings, arrived in LOndon, December, 1878, and In
January, 18;rq, began publishJng his paper, Fret'heit.
In dl8o0tteroGonza1esattempted the life of Alphonso
Xll. At a congresa in Switzerland of this year, Krapotkln advised the adoption of the name anarchist
rommuniam in the place of collectivism. In 1881 the
French anarchists and socialists finally separated, and a
coagresa of anarchists was held at Lonilon. Krapotltin was banished from Switzerland for his utterances;
llost, in London1 was sentenced to 16 months' hard labor for his woras concerning the assassination of the
Czar. At the cloee of 16 months he removed, with his
pa;><'r, to the United States. There were outbreaks In
50athelb"t Prance, and many discoveries of dynamite
plots ,.ere reported. Anarchists were arrested all
throqb southern Prance. In the north, Louise Michel
delivered a aeries of lectures. The daughters of Elis6e
Jteclus ostentatiously contracted "free marriages."
Krapotkin himself was arrested. In 1883 the anarchist
tri8la in France took place, and 47 were sentenced,
am<~~~Jt them Louise Michel. All through Europe at
tbi.o t1me anarchists were being arrested and sentenced.
In Spain a campaign was undertaken against the Black
Band. Jn December Cyvoct was tried at Lyons forhavlcg caused the explosion at BellecourTheatre, and was
0101ltenced to death, but the sentence was commuted by
Praident Grevy. The year 1884 was comparatively
calm, though dynamite waa found laid agaiORt the
Federal Palace at Berne, and led to the expulsion of
anarchists from Switzerland. In 1885 German anarchlou were tried. Krapotldn J>Ublished this year his
P4rl'kl tl'r~lf Revo/11 and Reclus his The ProdM&ts of
tlu .&lr/11. An attempt wall also made to blow up the
Eolfliab House of Parl1ament. In 1886 there were sever&! riot• in Europe, especially at Charleroi, and the
rreat atrike at Chicago took place, with the famous Haymarket meeting1 the arrest of eight anarchists, and the
condemnation or seven of them to death (in 1887). (See
CHICAGO ANARCHISTS.) In 1887 L'/die
0MtJri?r4 was started at Havre. In 1888
~·
the Plr1 Peinard was started at Paris, a
paper In the slang of the French streets.
In 188Q Most, Malato, and Grave all isned anarchist p&mpftlets. In 18qothe tlrst International
llay-day demonatration took place, and the anarchists
~ook advantage of it in Incendiary speeches and gather'DitL llerlino, Malato, and Louise Michel were lmprisuned. The hrlerttt~lumal, an anarchist paper, was started in London. Jn 18q1 the French anarchists agitated
c:.iefty against the army and the police. At Levallois the
black ftag was unfurled. Several anarchist papers were
started, the Pot .t colle and the r En-de/lijrs. In 18q2
bombe were exploded in France in private houses of
ciepaties and at cafes, among othersatthe Cafe Rich. In
Jane one of the dynamiters, Ravachol, was condemned
to death, and executed in July. In 18q3 there wu more
..-iole1lce ill Spain. Pallas was tried and executed for
t~'lring a bomb at Marshal Campos at Barcelona, and
tbe-re waa also a terrible bomb explosion at the El
Lorceo Theatre in Barcelona. On DeCember9o Vaillant
t!irew a bomb in the French Chamber of Deputies. In
1;." ..,,·ere Jaws against anarchists were passed in
Prance and other countries ; 100 anarchists were ar•
rested in Prance alone and several deported. The
papers RhJQ/tl and Plr1 Peittard were aeized and compelled to di~eontinue. Jean Grave, the leading anuchiat communist after Krapotkln and,. Reclus, was
imp.-i1100ed. Vaillant was execated. r..mlle Henry
wew a bomb in the CaM Terminus. Bomba were
uplod,. also in the H6tel St. Jacques and other
Mil-. An attem~ was made to murder the prefect
of Barcelona. An Italian a'!archiat, Cesario Santo,
.-u&inated the French Prestdent Carnot, at Lyons.
Restrictive legislation in Italy aoughtootonly to arrest
all anarchists, but to close all trade-union meetings.
In Gennany the Kaiser Introduced aevere measare,
against both anarchism and a~lalism, which have be~n#
however. rejected by the Re1ch~tsg. Such Is a br1e
aketcb of the anarch1st-commun•st movement. There
ia no geueral organization. Anarchist• meet in little
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grou~ which are forever changing, dlssolviDI{, and
reformtng. Communication between groups is Htmply
conducted through individuals. The party is without
leaders. Anybody, even detectives, can easily join
anarchist groups. but detectives learn little, for the
pou~ as groups do nothing, and serve simply to bring
tndivtduals together. Thus the poup that Valliant
belonged to did not know his project of throwing the
bomb in the Chamber of Deputies. Till recentlj /...4
Rhlol/1 has been the chief literary and Le P~re PI!Onard
the chief popular organ ; but these have disappeared
without successors. In 18q3 an attempt was made tc>
hold an anarchist-commumst con@Tess In connection
with the World's Fair at Chicago, but it had to meet
surreptitiously on account of the police, and when It
met Jts members could agree upon no program nor
declaration of principles, though 1t Is said that an ill·

~~:~~:;:';!:J:i':~~::n:~i~!o~.he~~
\
on to the name of the old International Am~ ca.
longer than in Europe. In 187>, as we
~
have seen, the general council of the International was transferred at Marx's suggestion to
New York City. But in this country it never thrived.
The fundamental differences between the socialists
and the anarchists soon showed themselves here, as in
Euro~. In 1877 the socialist win~~;. in a meeting at
Newark, took the name of the Socuwist Labor Party
(see SOCIAUSM), and practically left the International
to the anarchists. The split, however, was not at once
complete. In 1881 the socialists met at Baltimore and
the anarchists at Pittsburg, and these took the old name
of the International Working People•s Association.
By •88s the split with the socialists was complete, and
since then in America, as In Europe, anarcnists and
socialists have had nothing In common. The congreaa
at Pittsburg adopted unanlmouslr. a manifesto or dec·
laration of motives and princip es, often called the
Pittsburg proclamation, fn which they describe their
ultimate goal in these words :
. "What we would achieve Ia, therefore, plainly and
s1mply:
" 1. Destruction of the existing class rule, by all
mean-i.e., by energetic, relentless, revolutionary, and
international action.
.
"•· Establishment of a free society based . upon
cooperative organization of production.
"3· Free exchange of equivalent products by and
between the productive organizations without com·
merce and profit-mongery.
"4- Organization of education on a secular, scientific,
and equal basis for both sexes.
"S· Equal rights for all without distinction to sex
or race.

"6. Regulation of all public affairs by free cootracts between the autonomous (independent) com·
munes and associations resting on a federalistic basis."
In 1881, however, another association was formed
designated by the initials I. W. A., or International
Workmen's Association, differing in a few particulars
only from the I. W. P. A. It lays greater stress on education and is somewhat less Inclined to favor violence In
the present, holding that a re\•olution In the minds of
men must precede the .POlitical revolution. The following explanation of tts principles and methods Ia
taken from the l·i"rst R~port of I he Kansas iJMreaM oj

Labor Statistics.

"To print and publish and circulate labor literature;
to hold mass-mcetin~s; to systematize agitation; toestablish labor librarJes, labor halls, and lyceums for
discuRSing social science; to maintain the labor press;
to protect members and all producers from wrong; to
aid all labor organizations; to aid the establishment
of unity and the maintenance of fraternity between all
labor organizations; to bring a boat an alliance he·
tween the manufacturing and agricultural producers;
to encourage the spirit of brotherhood and interdependence am on$" all producers of every State and country· to ascertatn, se~regate 1 classify, and study the
hablts and acts of the1r enem1e~; to secure information
of the wrongs perpetrated against them. and to record
and circulate tbe same ; to arouse a spirit of hostility
against and ostracism of the capitalistiC press; to prepare the means for directing the coming social revolution by enlightening public opinion on the wrongs perpetrated against the producen1 of the world; to oblit·
crate national boundary lines and sectional prejudice~<,
with a view to the international unification of the producers of all lands ; and to eradicate the imJ>ression
that redress can be obtained hy the ballot. The organization is formed on the • group' system-that is,
anv person who subJOCribes to these principles mav become an organize.r . He organi7.CA 8 group of eight
besides himself. When this!(roup becumcs thoroughly
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"COnversant with the principles and methods of the or_ganization, each member becomes an ore-anizer and
forms a grou.P of his own· and thise-oes on mdefinitely.
North Amer1ca is divid;;d into to divisions-the Canadian, the British Columbia, the Eastern States, the
Midale States, the Western States, the Rocky Mountains, the Pacific Coast, the Southern States, the Mexican, and the Missouri Valley. Each division is presided
over by a division executive of nine persons. The International was organized on its present basis on July '5•
r88t, with 54 delegates, representing 320 'divisions,' or
J!TOUps, composed of 6oo,ooo members. The countries
represented were France, Belgium, Holland, Germany,
Austria, Italy, Spain Switzerland, Russia, Siberia,
.Bulgaria, Roumania, Turkey, Egypt, England, Mexico,
.and the United States."
It is the agitation of these groups of the I. W. A. and
·the I. W. P. A. which have produced what popular
anarchistic communism there is In this country. But
the movement has come to naught. The I. W. A. and
the I. W. P. A. no longer exist save in the minds of a
few half-crazed persons, and the only present activity
is the publication of a paper and the occasional delivery
·of speeches by Most and others, which make "good
-copv" for the newspapers. There bave been also a few
.attem)1ts of devoted but fanatical men to assassinate
men of wealth and influence, like Frick and Russell
-Sa!!'e; but these acts have been very rare. When an
.ag1tator like Most speaks, he will often get a large
audience, who will cheer h1s utterances, but the movement has no power.
Among English working men, too, there is little, if
.any, anarchism. The head of Oxford House, in East
London, recently testified that there were no anarchists
among the English working people and that the last
place possible for a man to arrive with a bomb was
East London. Among the foreign residents In London
there are some anarchist clubs, and there is some anarchist communism among the intellectual radicals,
but it has little force. The only countries in which
anarchist communism at all thrives to-day are in the
&outhern countries of Enrope, under the despotism of
Russia, and among some of the inflammable French
and Belgians; but even in these countries it is giving
place to the organized political movement of Social
Democracy. It can only thrive on such governmental
persecution · as the Italian Government is now attempttog against the whole labor movement.
ARGUMENTS AGAINST ANARCHISM,

I. The argument against individualist anarchism is, first, that it starts from a false basis. The
individual, say the philosophical opponents of
anarchism, is not sovereign ; he does not even
exist. Man is not born to and never attains,
nor can attain, individual sovereignty. From
his birth to his death he is dependent upon his
fellow-man, and ever must be so long as he is a
social being. Society is not made up of units,
but is one; and the sooner this is realized, and
man no longer attempts an impossible individual
sovereignty, the sooner will the individual find
his true freedom in developing his inmost personality in the unity of a perfect state. Anarchism is opposed thus, first, because it misreads the facts of individual life. Second, the
opponents of anarchism assert that for anarchists to define the State as necessarily invasive,
because States always have been more or less
invasive, is to be illogical. The State, according
to the anarchist's own admission, is a power, and
has been, as at least most anarchtsts admit,
in the past a necessary power. Why, then,
throw away that power? Why-since some cooperative organization for defense and other
purposes anarchists themselves declare necessary-not use the State, making it non-invasive?
To sar. that the State cannot be harnessed to do
the Will of the people, because it never has been
wholly so harnessed in the past, is as if a man before the discovery of the uses of electricity
should declare that electricity always must be
harmful, since it always had done harm. The

fact is, say these critics, that the State, with all
its evils-and they are to be admitted, every
one-has in the past been immeasurably useful
and beneficial, and should not be thrown away,
but captured and improved and made to do the
will of freemen.
II. As to the anarchist assertion that States
have no right, for example, to compel any man to
pay a tax, since no individual has a right to
tax another, and the mere multiplying individuals into a majority cannot make that right in
many ~rsons which is wron~ in one, it is said
that thts is purely a doctrinatre position of unproven ethics. That it seems axiomatic and
convincing to a certain class of minds by no
means proves its truth. The opposite assertion
that the individual is born in societ.y, and has
as his only right to take his place m society,
which is a natural unit, and not made up of individual units, and has rights and duties of its
own, amon~ others that of ordering the conditions of soctety according to the will of the majority, and compelling others to support it, is, it
ts claimed, as plausible a dogma as the anarchist dogma, and a good deal more deducible from
facts. The truth is, that the science of social
ethics is as .yet so utterly undeveloped that to
talk of what ts ethically right in society is to say
nothing. One man holds this opinion ; another
that ; and neither can convince the other. The
only possible way out of social problems, unless
one takes the religious ground of theism, and
find in that a law of procedure, is to slowly learn
by experience ; believers in government, therefore, base their main arguments against anarchism on the facts of experience. They say :
III. It will not work. Said President Andrews, in a discussion with Mr. Tucker at
Salem:
" Suppose the citizens of Salem to constitute
an anarchistic ~oup under the beautiful social compact whtch Mr. Tucker describes. Notmanydayswillelapse Impraotioabefore some of the parties to that ble
compact will show how useless it is.
Let some rioters from Beverly or
D •
Beverly Farms invade the Salem
group. The foreman of the town calls all hands
to tum out and put them dov.-n. One man replies that he does not care to come out ; he has
the rheumatism, or he is reading a book, or engaged in some other work, and says, • I pray
you, have me excused.' What is going to be
done? I know of no way in which the anarchistic group named Salem can defend itself-as
Mr. Tucker says is legitimate-except by L"Oercing Meroz to come up to the help of the Lord
against the mighty. The anarchtst must hen.
renounce his theory and resort to some of those.
species of action which Mr. Tucker denounces
as not permissible because of the nature of
coercion, aggression upon individual rights."
Says another writer : " Some rule there must
be under any theory. You cannot escape law.
If it is not the rule of brotherhood, it must be
the rule of might. You do not escape rule by
flying to anarchy. Says Mr. Donisthorpe, in
hts Indhlidualism: a System of Politics: • It
is a mistake to suppose that anarchism is lawles.'>. Nothing of the kind. Where there is no
ruling body ; where there is no governmental
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authority, as in San Francisco within the memory of many of us, what happens? Did the
marauders and ~ of society carry all before
them ? Not a btt of it. Those who had inherited the habits of a social and methodical mode of
life, owing to its greater average economy, banded themselves together and straightway lynched
those who were desirous of violating the principles of oroer and method.' This, says Mr. Donisthorpe, was anarchism. Exactly; and most
~le prefer Uncle Sam, with all his faults, to
Judge Lynch."
Concerning the economic impossibilities of
anarchism, G. Bernard Shaw says :
"The full economic detail of individualist anarchism
may be inferred with sufficient complelene811 from an
antcle entitled Stale Socialis,. and A narc/us"' : How
f.3r I~ agru, attd wllerdn IIIey differ, which ap.
peared m Karch. 1888, in Lihrly.
The economic principles of modern eocialism,' eaya
~r. Tucker, • arc a logical deduction from the principle
laid down by Adam Smith in the early chapters of bls
W~lllllt D./ Naltons-vi:;s., that labor is the true
measure of price. Prom this principle these three men
!Josiah Warren, Proudhon, and Marx] deduced "that
the natural wage of labor is its product." •
"Now the socialist who is unwary enough to accept
this economic position will presently find himself
lo!Pcally committed to the Whig doctrine of laissesf~iu. And here Mr. Tucker will cry, 'Why notl
Laisu-:-.faire Is eJ<actly what we want. Destroy the
money monopoly, the tariff monopoly, and the patent
tDOOOpOiv. Enforce then only those land titles wblcb
"'~ oo ;)ersonal occupancy or cultivation ;• and the
><>eial problem of bow to secure to each worker the
;>roduct of his own labor will be 110lved simply by
every one minding his own buainesa. '
•· Let u~ see whether it will or not. Suppose we decree
that hencefonh n<> more rent shall be paid in England,
a:>J that each man shall privately own his bouse, and
,.. ,.d bia o.hop, factory, or place of business jointly with
t h·..., wno work with him in it. Let every one be free
t ·> i~•ue money from his own mint without tax or stamp.
Let a: I taxe,. on commodities be abolished, and patents
a:-~J C";:>yrights be things of the past. Try to Imagine
,·,. ·n;c!f under these promising conditions with life
b.ofo~e ,·ou. You may start In busine1111 as a crosslng••t..~?tr. shopkeeper, collier, farmer, miller, banker,
~ ..- .u : not.
\Vhatever your choice may be, the first
t~m;c v oa find is that the reward of your labor depends
~r m•;rc on the situation in which you exercise it than
oa ,.,, ur,.., .f. If you sweep the crossing between St.
Jam.-· and Albemarle Streets you prosper !freatly.
llat if ,·on are forestalled not only there, but at every
pn::>: m .. re <:cntral than, say, the corner of Holford
S.-t :urr . 1-;lin~ton. y()u may sweep twice as hard as
r·•·Jr n ,·al in Piccadilly. and not take a fifth of his toll.
.-\t >Jc h a pa"s you may well curse Adam Smith and
~· ~ pr :ncij)le that labor ia the measure o{ price, and
. :· .er .. d,·ocate a democraticallv constituted State
,.,.._t .tli-.t mun icipaJity. paying aU iis cros~ing>-sweepers
~Ja :~ \·. ~ ·r c:,e cast ,·our broom upon the Thames and
t·Jn ,·. ·;.>ke eper. Yet here again the same difficulty
=•··v-- u ;>. y · ''" tnkinl(s depend not on yourself. but
,., L,e numt.>cr of people who pa&& your window per
M
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the effect would be not to abolish his advantage over
his less favorably circumstanced competitors, but
simply to authorize him to put It Into his own pocket
instead of handing It over to a landlord. He would,
then, it is true, be (as far a& his place of busine88 was
concerned) a worker instead of an Idler i but he would
get more product aa a manufacturer ana more custom
as a distributor than other equally industrious workers
in worse situations. He could thus uve faster than
they, and retire from active service at an aJI(e when
they would still have many years more work before
them. His ownership of his place of busineSII would
of course lapse in favor of his suc.:eaaor the instant he
retired. How would the rest of the community decide .
who was to be the succeaaor-would they tollS up for
It, or fight for it, or would he be allowed to nomtnate ·
his heir, in which case he would either nominate his
son or sell his nomination for a large fine 1
" • • . To such problems as these individualist
anarchism offers no solution. It theorizes throughout
on the assumption that one place in a country is a&
good as another."
.

Such, in brief, is Mr. Shaw's argument. Anarchism aims to establish individual liberty ; but
as lon~ as any occupier can have the best lands
in agnculture and the best building lots, he can,
under free competition, receive enonnous gains
over his competitor-<:an with these gains buy
machinery that others cannot afford, and run
his competitors out of business, re-enacting
under anarchism all or most of the industrial
evils that we have to-day-the development of
great monopolies, the oppression of the small
producer, wage slavery, the unemplo:yed, etc.
It is not government, but the naturalmequalities of land and of human ability that are the
fundamental source of the economtc differences,
and under competition the under dog must always serve the upper. The only way to individual freedom for all men is, then, to pool the
difference of land and talent and have all work
for all, which is collectivism. Such is, in brief,
the " socialist" argument against anarchism.
IV. As to the anarchist communists, who are
collectivists, it is said thatfor the poor, ignorant,
and downtrodden to attempt to overthrow the
State by force is but folly, no matter what the
aim. To appeal to force will simply call out
force, and the strong and rich and powerful v.;n
surely win. Moreover, to appeal to force without organization, as anarchtst communists do,
is to appeal to force in the weakest possible way .
It may kill a few kings ; it can never overthrow
kingdoms. If it could overthrow the State it
would simply produce a chaos, in which the
stron~est would rule and enact anything but
equaltty on earth.
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and No Tr,ason, by Lysander SJ)OODer, booka Bhowing
that the United States Constitution is of no authority
and that government is essentially tyrannical ; Mutual
Ban/ling, by Colonel William P. Greene, a clear and admirable exposition of anarchistic finance. The best
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box
New York City, headquarters for
all literature and information as to philosophical anarch·
Ism); Lucifer, a weekly (publiahed by Moses Harman
in Topeka, Kan.), and Egoism, a monthly (in Oak·
land).
ANARCHIST COMMUNISM: God and Ike State, by
Michel Bakounin, translated by B. R. Tucker (Boston,
•I!SJ); Appeal to Ike Young (rSqo); Coming Anarclly
(Nineteen/It Century, 1887, vol. xxii.\ p. 14o); Law and
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Authority (r886) • Paroles d'u11 /Uvol/1 (r88s); Place of
Anarchism in SOcialistic Evolution (r886); Sczentijic
Basis of Anarclly (Nineteenth Century, 18!!7, vol. xxi.,
p. 238)-ll by Prince P. A. Krapotkin · Anarclly, by an
anarchist (1884)1 and Evolution and kevo/ution, by J.
E. Reclus (Lonaon, Reeves, r8Qr); Pie Anarchie (r888)
and Social Monster(l&,o), by Johann Most (New York);
Anarchism: Its Plrifosoplty and Scimtif!c Basis, by
Albert R. Parsons (Chicago, 1887); Tile Red international, by Zacker (t88o) i translated (London Sonnenschein, r886). For historiCal notices of anarchist communi!lnt, see Contemporary Socialism, by {ohn Rae,
revised edition; the Anarchist Peril, by Fel x Dubois,
translated by Ralph Derecheff (r8q4).
The present anarchist communist papers In this country are: Most's Die Freiheit (published weekly in New
York City); Der Anarchist, the organ o( the movement
in New York City, also weekly; the Cllicagoer Arbeiter Zl!itunl{1 a Ch~eago daily, w1th an especial Sunday
edition, Du Faclld, and a weekly edition, Der Vor·
bote. The principal editor of the Chicagv~r Arbeiter
Zeitung and the Der Vorbote is Robert Steiner i of
Die Facile/, H . C. Bechtold. In England, Freeaom,
Mrs. C. M. Wilson's monthly_(publlshed at •6 Newington Green Road, London, N.), and Tile Commonweal,
just restarted, with Die Autonomie(in German), re~_>re
sent communist anarchism. The best work agamst
anarchism is Tile /mpossibili/les of Anarch1"sm, by Bernard Shaw (Fabian Tract, No.45).

ANDOVER HOUSE, THE, IN BOSTON.

-The Andover House commenced its work in
January, 1892. The movement began among a
group of the younger graduates of Andover
Semmary who had been under the instruction
cf Professor William J. Tucker, now President
o1 Dartmouth College. President Tucker himself first proposed the plan, and has all along
been its leader.
The Andover House Association, which stands
responsible for the work, has, however, represented from the be~inning a large variety of
persons having no tdentity of interest except
that in the more progressive lines of social activity.
The House is located at 6 Rollins Street, in the
south end of the city, which is destined to be
the metropolitan poor quarter of Boston. The
location was selected so as to allow the work to
reach both ways-toward the better grades of
working people and toward the laboring and
casual classes.
In the first instance, the House is the home of
a group of educated men, who in one wa:y and
another enter actively into all the better tnterests of the immediate neighborhood. The keynote of every effort is personal friendliness. As
far as possible the attitude of patronage is completely avoided.
At the beginning the work of the House has
necessarily had to be somewhat ill-defined. Indeed, the work of a university settlement can
never take on the exact and highly organized
form of an institution; however, the purpose of
making the work regular and continuous is held

Andrews, Elisha B., D.O.
strongly in mind. The original purpose included not only well-meaning effort, but careful
study of actual conditions to accompany and inform such effort.
As a rule, each resident visits a certain group
of families and makes it his duty to become
thoroughly acquainted with them. As he learns
about the life of the families, not as a canvasser
learns, but as a friend learns about a friend, he
makes out a complete schedule, covering every
significant point. There will thus be at the
House in the course of a few years a body of accurate knowledge which will greatly aid intelli~ent action. Much time is also given to careful
mvestigation of social problems, affecting the
life of the city as a whole. In several instances,
throu~h such study, residents have done useful
work to the way of the improvement and development of some of the larger forms of philanthropic work in Boston.
The residents cooperate with the various local
agencies in the way of self-help, as well as of
charity and philanthropy. They have participated in certain local societies of the people's
own ; they serve on a local committee of the associated charities ; they act upon the managing
board of different charitable institutions, 00:..
sides rendering a large amount of irregular service in such causes ; they cooperate as far as
possible, according to their particular inclination, with the work of the churches in the neighborhood, tho they avoid the very appearance
of proselytism ; and this not merely as a matter
of policy, but of principle.
rt is held to be very important to do everything through cooperation with existing agencies that can be done in that way.
The House is not meant to be an institution
foisted upon the neighborhood, but simply an
influence which shall act in support and confirmation of such good influences as are already
in action ; thus, the House undertakes very little formal educational work, because the educational system of Boston, including evening elementary schools and the evening high school,
so well fill the need in that particular.
The gatherings at the House, while they are
by regular appointment, are very informal in
their nature, beginning with recreation of various kinds, and leading always toward the
mental and moral improvement of those who
come.
There are clubs for boys and girls, for little
children, for young men and young women, and
there is a weekly meeting for mothers of the
neighborhood ; but in all these the numbers are
small, and the effort is constantly to have the
influence of a personal rather than a mechanical
one. In connection with this work much aid is.
given by persons from other parts of Boston,
both men and women.
The residents of the House and a number
of other persons who are actively interested
arranged two Free Art Exhibitions, held by
permission, in ISgs, in a large hall owned by the
city. Each exhibition lasted for four weeks, including Sundays, and was attended by over
40,000 people.
RoBERT A. Wooos.

ANDREWS, ELISHA BENJAMIN, D.D.,
LL.D., President of Brown lfniversity, was.
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