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Anarchy and the Sex Question
From The Alarm, Sunday, September 27, 1896, p. 3.

 

 
The workingman, whose strength and muscles are so

admired by the pale, puny off-springs of the rich, yet whose
labour barely brings him enough to keep the wolf of
starvation from the door, marries only to have a wife and
house-keeper, who must slave from morning till night, who
must make every effort to keep down expenses. Her nerves



are so tired by the continual effort to make the pitiful wages
of her husband support both of them that she grows irritable
and no longer is successful in concealing her want of
affection for her lord and master, who, alas! soon comes to
the conclusion that his hopes and plans have gone astray,
and so practically begins to think that marriage is a failure.

THE CHAIN GROWS HEAVIER AND HEAVIER
        As the expenses grow larger instead of smaller, the

wife, who has lost all of the little strength she had at
marriage, likewise feels herself betrayed, and the constant
fretting and dread of starvation consumes her beauty in a
short time after marriage. She grows despondent, neglects
her household duties, and as there are no ties of love and
sympathy between herself and her husband to give them
strength to face the misery and poverty of their lives,
instead of clinging to each other, they become more and
more estranged, more and more impatient with each other's
faults.

        The man cannot, like the millionaire, go to his club, but
he goes to a saloon and tries to drown his misery in a glass
of beer or whiskey. The unfortunate partner of his misery,
who is too honest to seek forgetfulness in the arms of a
lover, and who is too poor to allow herself any legitimate
recreation or amusement, remains amid the squalid, half-
kept surroundings she calls home, and bitterly bemoans the
folly that made her a poor man's wife.

        Yet there is no way for them to part from each other.

BUT THEY MUST WEAR IT.
        However galling the chain which has been put around

their necks by the law and Church may be, it may not be
broken unless those two persons decide to permit it to be
severed.



        Should the law be merciful enough to grant them
liberty, every detail of their private life must be dragged to
light. The woman is condemned by public opinion and her
whole life is ruined. The fear of this disgrace often causes
her to break down under the heavy weight of married life
without daring to enter a single protest against the
outrageous system that has crushed her and so many of her
sisters.

        The rich endure it to avoid scandal --- the poor for the
sake of their children and the fear of public opinion. Their
lives are one long continuation of hypocrisy and deceit.

        The woman who sells her favours is at liberty to leave
the man who purchases them at any time, "while the
respectable wife" cannot free herself from a union which is
galling to her.

        All unnatural unions which are not hallowed by love
are prostitution, whether sanctioned by the Church and
society or not. Such unions cannot have other than a
degrading influence both upon the morals and health of
society.

THE SYSTEM IS TO BLAME
        The system which forces women to sell their

womanhood and independence to the highest bidder is a
branch of the same evil system which gives to a few the
right to live on the wealth produced by their fellow-men, 99
percent of whom must toil and slave early and late for
barely enough to keep soul and body together, while the
fruits of their labour are absorbed by a few idle vampires
who are surrounded by every luxury wealth can purchase.

        Look for a moment at two pictures of this nineteenth
century social system.

        Look at the homes of the wealthy, those magnificent
palaces whose costly furnishings would put thousands of
needy men and women in comfortable circumstances. Look



at the dinner parties of these sons and daughters of wealth,
a single course of which would feed hundreds of starving
ones to whom a full meal of bread washed down by water is
a luxury. Look upon these votaries of fashion as they spend
their days devising new means of selfish enjoyment ---
theatres, balls, concerts, yachting, rushing from one part of
the globe to another in their mad search for gaiety and
pleasure. And then turn a moment and look at those who
produce the wealth that pays for these excessive, unnatural
enjoyments.

THE OTHER PICTURE
        Look at them herded together in dark, damp cellars,

where they never get a breath of fresh air, clothed in rags,
carrying their loads of misery from the cradle to the grave,
their children running around the streets, naked, starved,
without anyone to give them a loving word or tender care,
growing up in ignorance and superstition, cursing the day of
their birth.

        Look at these two startling contrasts, you moralists
and philanthropists, and tell me who is to be blamed for it!
Those who are driven to prostitution, whether legal or
otherwise, or those who drive their victims to such
demoralisation?

        The cause lies not in prostitution, but in society itself;
in the system of inequality of private property and in the
State and Church. In the system of legalized theft, murder
and violation of the innocent women and helpless children.

THE CURE FOR THE EVIL.
        Not until this monster is destroyed will we get rid of

the disease which exists in the Senate and all public offices;
in the houses of the rich as well as in the miserable barracks
of the poor. Mankind must become conscious of their



strength and capabilities, they must be free to commence a
new life, a better and nobler life.

        Prostitution will never be suppressed by the means
employed by the Rev. Dr. Parkhurst and other reformers. It
will exist as long as the system exists which breeds it.

        When all these reformers unite their efforts with those
who are striving to abolish the system which begets crime
of every description and erect one which is based upon
perfect equity --- a system which guarantees every member,
man, woman or child, the full fruits of their labour and a
perfectly equal right to enjoy the gifts of nature and to
attain the highest knowledge --- woman will be self-
supporting and independent. Her health no longer crushed
by endless toil and slavery no longer will she be the victim
of man, while man will no longer be possessed of unhealthy,
unnatural passions and vices.

AN ANARCHIST'S DREAM
        Each will enter the marriage state with physical

strength and moral confidence in each other. Each will love
and esteem the other, and will help in working not only for
their own welfare, but, being happy themselves, they will
desire also the universal happiness of humanity. The
offspring of such unions will be strong and healthy in mind
and body and will honour and respect their parents, not
because it is their duty to do so, but because the parents
deserve it. They will be instructed and cared for by the
whole community and will be free to follow their own
inclinations, and there will be no necessity to teach them
sychophancy and the base art of preying upon their fellow-
beings. Their aim in life will be, not to obtain power over
their brothers, but to win the respect and esteem of every
member of the community.

ANARCHIST DIVORCE.



        Should the union of a man and woman prove
unsatisfactory and distasteful to them they will in a quiet,
friendly manner, separate and not debase the several
relations of marriage by continuing an uncongenial union.

        If, instead of persecuting the victims, the reformers of
the day will unite their efforts to eradicate the cause,
prostitution will no longer disgrace humanity.

        To suppress one class and protect another is worse
than folly. It is criminal. Do not turn away your heads, you
moral man and woman.

        Do not allow your prejudice to influence you: look at
the question from an unbiased standpoint.

        Instead of exerting your strength uselessly, join hands
and assist to abolish the corrupt, diseased system.

        If married life has not robbed you of honour and self-
respect, if you have love for those you call your children,
you must, for your own sake as well as theirs, seek
emancipation and establish liberty. Then, and not until then,
will the evils of matrimony cease.



Anarchy Defended by
Anarchists

From Metropolitan Magazine, vol. IV, No. 3; October 1896.

To most Americans Anarchy is an evil-sounding word --
another name for wickedness, perversity, and chaos.
Anarchists are looked upon as a herd of uncombed,
unwashed, and vile ruffians, bent on killing the rich and
dividng their capital. Anarchy, however, to its followers
actually signifies a social theory which regards the union of
order with the absense of all government of man by man; in
short, it means perfect individual liberty.

If the meaning of Anarchy has so far been interpreted as
a state of the greatest disorder, it is because people have
been taught that their affairs are regulated, that they are
ruled wisely, and that authority is a necessity.

In by-gone centuries any person who asserted that
mankind could get along without the aid of worldly and
spiritual authority was considered a madman, and was
either placed in a lunatic asylum or burned at the stake;
whereas to-day hundreds of thousands of men and women
are infidels who scorn the idea of a supernatural Being.

The freethinkers of to-day, for instance, still believe in
the necessity of the State, which protects society; they do
not desire to know the history of our barbarian institutions.
They do not understand that government did not and
cannot exist without oppression; that every government has
committed dark deeds and great crimes against society. The
development of government has been in the order,
despotism, monarchy, oligarchy, plutocracy; but it has
always been a tyranny.



It cannot be denied that there are a large number of wise
and well-meaning people who are anxious to better the
present conditions, but they have not sufficiently
emancipated themselves from the prejudices and
superstitions of the dark ages to understand the true
inwardness of the institution called government.

"How can we get along without government?" ask these
people. "If our government is bad let us try to have a good
one, but we must have government by all means!"

The trouble is that there is no such thing as good
government, because its very existence is based upon the
submission of one class to the dictatorship of another. "But
men must be governed," some remark; "they must be
guided by laws." Well, if men are children who must be led,
who then is so perfect, so wise, so faultless as to be able to
govern and guide his fellows.

We assert that men can and should govern themselves
individually. If men are still immature, rulers are the same.
Should one man, or a small number of men, lead all the
blind millions who compose a nation?

"But we must have some authority, at least," said an
American friend to us. Certianly we must, and we have it,
too; it is the inevitable power of natural laws, which
manifests itself in the physical and social world. We may or
may not understand these laws, but we must obey them as
they are a part of our existence; we are the absolute slaves
of these laws, but in such slavery there is no humiliation.
Slavery as it exists to-day means an external master, a
lawmaker outside of those he controls; while the natural
laws are not outside of us -- they are in us; we live, we
breathe, we think, we move only through these laws; they
are therefore not our enemies but our benefactors.

Are the laws made by man, the laws on our statute
books, in conformity with the laws of Nature? No one, we
think, can have the temerity to assert that they are.



It is because the laws prescribed to us by men are not in
conformity with the laws of Nature that mankind suffers
from so much ill. It is absurd to talk of human happiness so
long as men are not free.

We do not wonder that some people are so bitterly
opposed to Anarchy and its exponents, because it demands
changes so radical of existing notions, while the latter ofend
rather than conciliate by the zealousness of their
propaganda.

Patience and resignation are preached to the poor,
promising them a reward in the hereafter. What matters it to
the wretched outcast who has no place to call his own, who
is craving for a piece of bread, that the doors of Heaven are
wider open for him than for the rich? In the face of the great
misery of the masses such promises seem bitter irony.

I have met very few intelligent women and men who
honestly and conscientiously could defend existing
governments; they even agreed with me on many points,
but they were lacking in moral courage, when it came to the
point, to step to the front and declare themselves openly in
sympathy with anarchistic principles.

We who have chosen the path laid down for us by our
convictions oppose the organization called the State, on
principle, claiming the equal right of all to work and enjoy
life.

 



 
When once free from the restrictions of extraneous

authority, men will enter into free relations; spontaneous
organizations will spring up in all parts of the world, and
every one will contribute to his and the common welfare as
much labor as he or she is capable of, and consume
according to their needs. All modern technical inventions
and discoveries will be employed to make work easy and
pleasant, and science, culture, and art will be freely used to
perfect and elevate the human race, while woman will be
coequal with man.

"This is all well said," replies some one, "but people are
not angels, men are selfish."

What about? Selfishness is not a crime; it only becomes a
crime when conditions are such as to give an individual the



opportunity to satisfy his selfishness to the detriment of
others. In an anarchistic society everyone will seek to satisfy
his ego; but as Mother Nature has so arranged things that
only those survive who have the aid of their neighbors, man,
in order to satisfy his ego, will extend his aid to those who
will aid him, and then selfishness will no more be a curse
but a blessing.

A dagger in one hand, a torch in the other, and all his
pockets brimful with dynamite bombs -- that is the picture of
the Anarchist such as it has been drawn by his enemies.
They look at him simply as a mixture of a fool and a knave,
whose sole purpose is a universal topsy-turvy, and whose
only means to that purpose is to slay any one and every one
who differs from him. The picture is an ugly caricature, but
its general acceptance is not to be wondered at, considering
how persistently the idea has been drummed into the mind
of the public. However, we believe Anarchy -- which is
freedom of each individual from harmful constraint by
others, whether these others be individuals or an organized
government -- cannot be brought about without violence,
and this violence is the same which won at Thermopylae
and Marathon.

The popular demand for freedom is stronger and clearer
than it has ever been before, and the conditions for
reaching the goal are more favorable. It is evident that
through the whole course of history runs an evolution before
which slavery of any kind, compulsion under any form, must
break down, and from which freedom, full and unlimited
freedom, for all and from all must come.

From this it follows that Anarchism cannot be a retrogade
movement, as has been insinuated, for the Anarchists
march in the van and not in the rear of the army of freedom.

We consider it absolutely necessary that the mass of the
people should never for a moment forget the gigantic
contest that must come before their ideas can be realized,
and therefore they use every means at their disposal -- the



speech, the press, the deed -- to hasten the revolutionary
development.

The weal of mankind, as the future will and must make
plain, depends upon communism. The system of
communism logically excludes any and every relation
between master and servant, and means really Anarchism,
and the way to this goal leads through a social revolution.

As for the violence which people take as the
charachteristic mark of the Anarchist, it cannot and it shall
not be denied that most Anarchists feel convinced that
"violence" is not any more reprehensible toward carrying
out their designs than it is when used by an oppressed
people to obtain freedom. The uprising of the oppressed has
always been condemned by tyrants: Persia was astounded
at Greece, Rome at the Caudine Forks, and England at
Bunker Hill. Can Anarchy expect less, or demand victories
without striving for them?



What I Believe
I. AS TO PROPERTY

"Property" means dominion over things and the denial to
others of the use of those things. So long as production was
not equal to the normal demand, institutional property may
have had some  raison d'être.  One has only to consult
economics, however, to know that the productivity of labor
within the last few decades has increased so tremendously
as to exceed normal demand a hundred-fold, and to make
property not only a hindrance to human well-being, but an
obstacle, a deadly barrier, to all progress. It is the private
dominion over things that condemns millions of people to be
mere nonentities, living corpses without originality or power
of initiative, human machines of flesh and blood, who pile
up mountains of wealth for others and pay for it with a gray,
dull and wretched existence for themselves. I believe that
there can be no real wealth, social wealth, so long as it rests
on human lives --- young lives, old lives and lives in the
making.

It is conceded by all radical thinkers that the
fundamental cause of this terrible state of affairs is (I) that
man must sell his labor; (2) that his inclination and
judgment are subordinated to the will of a master.

Anarchism is the only philosophy that can and will do
away with this humiliating and degrading situation. It differs
from all other theories inasmuch as it points out that man's
development, his physical well-being, his latent qualities
and innate disposition alone must determine the character
and conditions of his work. Similarly will one's physical and
mental appreciations and his soul cravings decide how
much he shall consume. To make this a reality will, I believe,
be possible only in a society based on voluntary co-



operation of productive groups, communities and societies
loosely federated together, eventually developing into a free
communism, actuated by a solidarity of interests. There can
be no freedom in the large sense of the word, no
harmonious development, so long as mercenary and
commercial considerations play an important part in the
determination of personal conduct.

II. AS TO GOVERNMENT
I believe government, organized authority, or the State is

necessary  only  to maintain or protect property and
monopoly. It has proven efficient in that function only. As a
promoter of individual liberty, human well-being and social
harmony, which alone constitute real order, government
stands condemned by all the great men of the world.

I therefore believe, with my fellow-Anarchists, that the
statutory regulations, legislative enactments, constitutional
provisions, are invasive. They never yet induced man to do
anything he could and would not do by virtue of his intellect
or temperament, nor prevented anything that man was
impelled to do by the same dictates. Millet's pictorial
description of "The Man with the Hoe," Meunier's
masterpieces of the miners that have aided in lifting labor
from its degrading position, Gorki's descriptions of the
underworld, Ibsen's psychological analysis of human life,
could never have been induced by government any more
than the spirit which impels a man to save a drowning child
or a crippled woman from a burning building has ever been
called into operation by statutory regulations or the
policeman's club. I believe --- indeed, I know --- that
whatever is fine and beautiful in the human expresses and
asserts itself in spite of government, and not because of it.

The Anarchists are therefore justified in assuming that
Anarchism --- the absence of government --- will insure the
widest and greatest scope for unhampered human



development, the cornerstone of true social progress and
harmony.

As to the stereotyped argument that government acts as
a check on crime and vice, even the makers of law no
longer believe it. This country spends millions of dollars for
the maintenance of her "criminals" behind prison bars, yet
crime is on the increase. Surely this state of affairs is not
owing to an insufficiency of laws! Ninety per cent of all
crimes are property crimes, which have their root in our
economic iniquities. So long as these latter continue to exist
we might convert every lamp-post into a gibbet without
having the least effect on the crime in our midst. Crimes
resulting from heredity can certainly never be cured by law.
Surely we are learning even to-day that such crimes can
effectively be treated only by the best modern medical
methods at our command, and, above all, by the spirit of a
deeper sense of fellowship, kindness and understanding.

III. AS TO MILITARISM
I should not treat of this subject separately, since it

belongs to the paraphernalia of government, if it were not
for the fact that those who are most vigorously opposed to
my beliefs on the ground that the latter stand for force are
the advocates of militarism.

The fact is that Anarchists are the only true advocates of
peace, the only people who call a halt to the growing
tendency of militarism, which is fast making of this erstwhile
free country an imperialistic and despotic power.

The military spirit is the most merciless, heartless and
brutal in existence. It fosters an institution for which there is
not even a pretense of justification. The soldier, to quote
Tolstoi, is a professional man-killer. He does not kill for the
love of it, like a savage, or in a passion, like a homicide. He
is a cold-blooded, mechanical, obedient tool of his military
superiors. He is ready to cut throats or scuttle a ship at the



command of his ranking officer, without knowing or,
perhaps, caring how, why or wherefore. I am supported in
this contention by no less a military light than Gen. Funston.
I quote from the latter's communication to the  New York
Evening Post  of June 30, dealing with the case of Private
William Buwalda, which caused such a stir all through the
Northwest. "The first duty of an officer or enlisted man,"
says our noble warrior, "is unquestioning obedience and
loyalty to the government to which he has sworn allegiance;
it makes no difference whether he approves of that
government or not."

How can we harmonize the principle of "unquestioning
obedience" with the principle of "life, liberty and the pursuit
of happiness"? The deadly power of militarism has never
before been so effectually demonstrated in this country as
in the recent condemnation by court-martial of William
Buwalda, of San Francisco, Company A, Engineers, to five
years in military prison. Here was a man who had a record
of fifteen years of continuous service. "His character and
conduct were unimpeachable," we are told by Gen. Funston,
who, in consideration of it, reduced Buwalda's sentence to
three years. Yet the man is thrown suddenly out of the army,
dishonored, robbed of his chances of a pension and sent to
prison. What was his crime? Just listen, ye free-born
Americans! William Buwalda attended a public meeting, and
after the lecture he shook hands with the speaker. Gen.
Funston, in his letter to the  Post,  to which I have already
referred above, asserts that Buwalda's action was a "great
military offense, infinitely worse than desertion." In another
public statement, which the General made in Portland, Ore.,
he said that "Buwalda's was a serious crime, equal to
treason."

 



 
It is quite true that the meeting had been arranged by

Anarchists. Had the Socialists issued the call, Gen. Funston
informs us, there would have been no objection to
Buwalda's presence. Indeed, the General says, "I would not
have the slightest hesitancy about attending a Socialist
meeting myself." But to attend an Anarchist meeting with
Emma Goldman as speaker --- could there be anything more
"treasonable"?

For this horrible crime a man, a free-born American
citizen, who has given this country the best fifteen years of
his life, and whose character and conduct during that time
were "unimpeachable," is now languishing in a prison,
dishonored, disgraced and robbed of a livelihood.

Can there be anything more destructive of the true
genius of liberty than the spirit that made Buwalda's
sentence possible --- the spirit of unquestioning obedience?
Is it for this that the American people have in the last few



years sacrificed four hundred million dollars and their
hearts' blood?

I believe that militarism --- a standing army and navy in
any country --- is indicative of the decay of liberty and of the
destruction of all that is best and finest in our nation. The
steadily growing clamor for more battleships and an
increased army on the ground that these guarantee us
peace is as absurd as the argument that the peaceful man is
he who goes well armed.

The same lack of consistency is displayed by those peace
pretenders who oppose Anarchism because it supposedly
teaches violence, and who would yet be delighted over the
possibility of the American nation soon being able to hurl
dynamite bombs upon defenseless enemies from flying
machines.

I believe that militarism will cease when the liberty-loving
spirits of the world say to their masters: "Go and do your
own killing. We have sacrificed ourselves and our loved ones
long enough fighting your battles. In return you have made
parasites and criminals of us in times of peace and
brutalized us in times of war. You have separated us from
our brothers and have made of the world a human
slaughterhouse. No, we will not do your killing or fight for
the country that you have stolen from us."

Oh, I believe with all my heart that human brotherhood
and solidarity will clear the horizon from the terrible red
streak of war and destruction.

IV. AS TO FREE SPEECH AND PRESS
The Buwalda case is only one phase of the larger

question of free speech, free press and the right of free
assembly.

Many good people imagine that the principles of free
speech or press can be exercised properly and with safety
within the limits of constitutional guarantees. That is the



only excuse, it seems to me, for the terrible apathy and
indifference to the onslaught upon free speech and press
that we have witnessed in this county within the last few
months.

I believe that free speech and press mean that I may say
and write what I please. This right, when regulated by
constitutional provisions, legislative enactments, almighty
decisions of the Postmaster General or the policeman's club,
becomes a farce. I am well aware that I will be warned of
consequences if we remove the chains from speech and
press. I believe, however, that the cure of consequences
resulting from the unlimited exercise of expression is to
allow more expression.

Mental shackles have never yet stemmed the tide of
progress, whereas premature social explosions have only
too often been brought about through a wave of repression.

Will our governors never learn that countries like
England, Holland, Norway, Sweden and Denmark, with the
largest freedom of expression, have been freest from
"consequences"? Whereas Russia, Spain, Italy, France and,
alas! even America, have raised these "consequences" to
the most pressing political factor. Ours is supposed to be a
country ruled by the majority, yet every policeman who is
not vested with power by the majority can break up a
meeting, drag the lecturer off the platform and club the
audience out of the hall in true Russian fashion. The
Postmaster General, who is not an elective officer, has the
power to suppress publications and confiscate mail. From his
decision there is no more appeal than from that of the
Russian Czar. Truly, I believe we need a new Declaration of
Independence. Is there no modern Jefferson or Adams?

V. AS TO THE CHURCH
At the recent convention of the political remnants of a

once revolutionary idea it was voted that religion and vote



getting have nothing to do with each other. Why should
they? "So long as man is willing to delegate to the devil the
care of his soul, he might, with the same consistency,
delegate to the politician the care of his rights. That religion
is a private affair has long been settled by the Bis-Marxian
Socialists of Germany. Our American Marxians, poor of blood
and originality, must needs go to Germany for their wisdom.
That wisdom has served as a capital whip to lash the
several millions of people into the well-disciplined army of
Socialism. It might do the same here. For goodness' sake,
let's not offend respectability, let's not hurt the religious
feelings of the people.

Religion is a superstition that originated in man's mental
inability to solve natural phenomena. The Church is an
organized institution that has always been a stumbling block
to progress.

Organized churchism has stripped religion of its naïveté
and primitiveness. It has turned religion into a nightmare
that oppresses the human soul and holds the mind in
bondage. "The Dominion of Darkness, as the last true
Christian, Leo Tolstoi, calls the Church, has been a foe of
human development and free thought, and as such it has no
place in the life of a truly free people.

VI. AS TO MARRIAGE AND LOVE
I believe these are probably the most tabooed subjects in

this country. It is almost impossible to talk about them
without scandalizing the cherished propriety of a lot of good
folk. No wonder so much ignorance prevails relative to these
questions. Nothing short of an open, frank, and intelligent
discussion will purify the air from the hysterical, sentimental
rubbish that is shrouding these vital subjects, vital to
individual as well as social well-being.

Marriage and love are not synonymous; on the contrary,
they are often antagonistic to each other. I am aware of the



fact that some marriages are actuated by love, but the
narrow, material confines of marriage, as it is, speedily
crush the tender flower of affection.

Marriage is an institution which furnishes the State and
Church with a tremendous revenue and the means of prying
into that phase of life which refined people have long
considered their own, their very own most sacred affair.
Love is that most powerful factor of human relationship
which from time immemorial has defied all man-made laws
and broken through the iron bars of conventions in Church
and morality. Marriage is often an economic arrangement
purely, furnishing the woman with a life-long life insurance
policy and the man with a perpetuator of his kind or a pretty
toy. That is, marriage, or the training thereto, prepares the
woman for the life of a parasite, a dependent, helpless
servant, while it furnishes the man the right of a chattel
mortgage over a human life.

How can such a condition of affairs have anything in
common with love? --- with the element that would forego
all the wealth of money and power and live in its own world
of untrammeled human expression? But this is not the age
of romanticism, of Romeo and Juliet, Faust and Marguerite,
of moonlight ecstasies, of flowers and songs. Ours is a
practical age. Our first consideration is an income. So much
the worse for us if we have reached the era when the soul's
highest flights are to be checked. No race can develop
without the love element.

But if two people are to worship at the shrine of love,
what is to become of the golden calf, marriage? "It is the
only security for the woman, for the child, the family, the
State." But it is no security to love; and without love no true
home can or does exist. Without love no child should be
born; without love no true woman can be related to a man.
The fear that love is not sufficient material safety for the
child is out of date. I believe when woman signs her own
emancipation, her first declaration of independence will



consist in admiring and loving a man for the qualities of his
heart and mind and not for the quantities in his pocket. The
second declaration will be that she has the right to follow
that love without let or hindrance from the outside world.
The third and most important declaration will be the
absolute right to free motherhood.

In such a mother and an equally free father rests the
safety of the child. They have the strength, the sturdiness,
the harmony to create an atmosphere wherein alone the
human plant can grow into an exquisite flower.

VII. AS TO ACTS OF VIOLENCE
And now I have come to that point in my beliefs about

which the greatest misunderstanding prevails in the minds
of the American public. "Well, come, now, don't you
propagate violence, the killing of crowned heads and
Presidents?" Who says that I do? Have you heard me, has
any one heard me? Has anyone seen it printed in our
literature? No, but the papers say so, everybody says so;
consequently it must be so. Oh, for the accuracy and logic
of the dear public!

I believe that Anarchism is the only philosophy of peace,
the only theory of the social relationship that values human
life above everything else. I know that some Anarchists
have committed acts of violence, but it is the terrible
economic inequality and great political injustice that prompt
such acts, not Anarchism. Every institution to-day rests on
violence; our very atmosphere is saturated with it. So long
as such a state exists we might as well strive to stop the
rush of Niagara as hope to do away with violence. I have
already stated that countries with some measure of freedom
of expression have had few or no acts of violence. What is
the moral? Simply this: No act committed by an Anarchist
has been for personal gain, aggrandizement or profit, but



rather a conscious protest against some repressive,
arbitrary, tyrannical measure from above.

President Carnot, of France, was killed by Caserio in
response to Carnot's refusal to commute the death sentence
of Vaillant, for whose life the entire literary, scientific and
humanitarian world of France had pleaded.

Bresci went to Italy on his own money, earned in the silk
weaving mills of Paterson, to call King Humbert to the bar of
justice for his order to shoot defenseless women and
children during a bread riot. Angelino executed Prime
Minister Canovas for the latter's resurrection of the Spanish
inquisition at Montjuich Prison. Alexander Berkman
attempted the life of Henry C. Frick during the Homestead
strike only because of his intense sympathy for the eleven
strikers killed by Pinkertons and for the widows and orphans
evicted by Frick from their wretched little homes that were
owned by Mr. Carnegie.

Every one of these men not only made his reasons
known to the world in spoken or written statements,
showing the cause that led to his act, proving that the
unbearable economic and political pressure, the suffering
and despair of their fellow-men, women and children
prompted the acts, and not the philosophy of Anarchism.
They came openly, frankly and ready to stand the
consequences, ready to give their own lives.

In diagnosing the true nature of our social disease I
cannot condemn those who, through no fault of their own,
are suffering from a wide-spread malady.

I do not believe that these acts can, or ever have been
intended to, bring about the social reconstruction. That can
only be done, first, by a broad and wide education as to
man's place in society and his proper relation to his fellows;
and, second, through example. By example I mean the
actual living of a truth once recognized, not the mere
theorizing of its life element. Lastly, and the most powerful
weapon, is the conscious, intelligent, organized, economic



protest of the masses through direct action and the general
strike.

The general contention that Anarchists are opposed to
organization, and hence stand for chaos, is absolutely
groundless. True, we do not believe in the compulsory,
arbitrary side of organization that would compel people of
antagonistic tastes and interests into a body and hold them
there by coercion. Organization as the result of natural
blending of common interests, brought about through
voluntary adhesion, Anarchists do not only not oppose, but
believe in as the only possible basis of social life.

It is the harmony of organic growth which produces
variety of color and form --- the complete whole we admire
in the flower. Analogously will the organized activity of free
human beings endowed with the spirit of solidarity result in
the perfection of social harmony --- which is Anarchism.
Indeed, only Anarchism makes non-authoritarian
organization a reality, since it abolishes the existing
antagonism between individuals and classes.



A New Declaration of
Independence

[Published in Mother Earth, Vol. IV, no. 5, July 1909.]

When, in the course of human development, existing
institutions prove inadequate to the needs of man, when
they serve merely to enslave, rob, and oppress mankind,
the people have the eternal right to rebel against, and
overthrow, these institutions.

The mere fact that these forces--inimical to life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness--are legalized by statute laws,
sanctified by divine rights, and enforced by political power,
in no way justifies their continued existence.

We hold these truths to be self-evident: that all human
beings, irrespective of race, color, or sex, are born with the
equal right to share at the table of life; that to secure this
right, there must be established among men economic,
social, and political freedom; we hold further that
government exists but to maintain special privilege and
property rights; that it coerces man into submission and
therefore robs him of dignity, self-respect, and life.

The history of the American kings of capital and authority
is the history of repeated crimes, injustice, oppression,
outrage, and abuse, all aiming at the suppression of
individual liberties and the exploitation of the people. A vast
country, rich enough to supply all her children with all
possible comforts, and insure well-being to all, is in the
hands of a few, while the nameless millions are at the mercy
of ruthless wealth gatherers, unscrupulous lawmakers, and
corrupt politicians. Sturdy sons of America are forced to
tramp the country in a fruitless search for bread, and many



of her daughters are driven into the street, while thousands
of tender children are daily sacrificed on the altar of
Mammon. The reign of these kings is holding mankind in
slavery, perpetuating poverty and disease, maintaining
crime and corruption; it is fettering the spirit of liberty,
throttling the voice of justice, and degrading and oppressing
humanity. It is engaged in continual war and slaughter,
devastating the country and destroying the best and finest
qualities of man; it nurtures superstition and ignorance,
sows prejudice and strife, and turns the human family into a
camp of Ishmaelites.

 

 
We, therefore, the liberty-loving men and women,

realizing the great injustice and brutality of this state of


