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TO BUSINESS MEN.

O you, business men,1| dedicate these new essays.
You have always been the boldest, the most skilful
revolutionaries.

It was you who, from the third century of the Christ*
ian era, drew the winding-sheet over the Roman
Empire in Gaul, by your municipal federations. Had
it not been for the barbarians, whose coming suddenly
changed the aspect of affairs, the republic which you
established would have ruled the Middle Ages. Res
member that the monarchy in our country is Frankish,
not Gallic.v-

It was you who later vanquished feudalism, arraying
the town against the castle, the king against the great
vassals. Finally, it is you who, for eighty years past,
h$ve proclaimed, one after the other, all the revolution*
ary ideas — liberty of worship, liberty of the press,
liberty of association, liberty of commerce and industry:
it is you who, by your cleverly drawn constitutions,
have curbed the altar and the throne, and established
upon a permanent basis equality before the law,
publicity of State records, subordination of the Govern*
ment to the people, the sovereignty of Opinion.

It is you, you alone, yes, you, who have set up the
principles and laid the foundation for the Revolution
of the Nineteenth Century.

Nothing survives of the attacks which have been
made upon you.

Nothing which you have undertaken has fallen short.

Nothing at which you aim will fail.

Despotism has bowed its head before Business: the
victorious Soldier,2the legitimate Anointed,8 the citizen

All footnotes are the Tran3(0tor's.

* Bourgeois. This untranslatable word and its kindred have been
translated by different approximations, all inadequate.

* Napoleon Bonaparte.

8 Louis XVHI.
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King4 glided away like phantoms as soon as they had
the misfortune to displease you.

Business men of France, the initiative in the progress
of humanity is yours. The untutored workingman ac?
cepts you as his masters and models. Is it possible that,
after having accomplished so many revolutions, you
have yourselves become counterrevolutionaries, against
reason, against your own interest, against honor?

I know your grievances: they do not date only from
February.6

One day, the 31st of May, 1793, you were taken by
surprise and were supplanted by the shirt=sleeved brig?
ade. For fourteen months, the most terrible period
that you have ever encountered, the helm was in the
hands of the leaders of the mob. What could they do
for their unfortunate supporters during those fourteen
months of popular dictatorship? Alas, nothing! Pre?
sumptuous and boasting, as usual, their effort reduced
itself to continuing as well as they could, your task.
In 1793, just as in 1848, those elected by the people —
who for the most part were not of the people — cared
for nothing but for preserving the rights of property:
they cared nothing for the rights of labor. The whole
power of the government, outside of its resistance to
foreign enemies, was devoted to maintaining your
interests.

None the less, you were wounded by this assault
upon your ancient privileges. Because the people,
through inexperience, did not know how to continue
the revolution which you had begun, you seemed, from
the morrow of Thermidor6 on, to oppose this new
revolution. This was a halt in progress for our country
and the beginning of our expiation. The people thought
to avenge themselves by voting for the autocracy of a
hero as a curb to your insolence. You had sowed
resistance, you reaped despotism. Glory, the most

* Louis Philippe.
5 1848: The establishment of the Second Republic.

6 9 Thermidor (27 July, 1794): Execution of Robespierre and installation of
the reactionary regime.
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foolish of divinities and the most murderous, took the
place of liberty. For fifteen years the tribune was silent,
the upper classes humiliated, the Revolution blocked.
At last, thanks to you, the Charter of 18147, extorted,
not conceded, whatever they may say, launched it again
upon the world; fifteen years had not passed when
the old regime met its Waterloo in those July days.

In 1848, the people, supported, as in ’93, by your
bayonets, drove an old knave8 from the Tuileries, and
proclaimed the Republic. In so doing, it only made
itself the interpreter of your sentiments, drawing the
legitimate conclusion from your long opposition. But
the people had not yet been initiated in political life:
for the second time they failed in controlling the
revolution. And, as in '93, their presumption again
aroused your wrath.

Nevertheless what evil had the inoffensive people
done during their three months interregnum, that you
should show yourselves such ardent reactionaries when
you had scarcely been restored to power? The Provi?
sory Government had done nothing but try to soothe
your vanity, to calm your disquiet. Its first thought
was to recall you to the family council: its only desire
to make you the guardian of the lower classes. The
people looked on and applauded. Was it then in reprisal
for this traditional goodfellowship, or on account of
their usurpation of your place, that, when you had been
reestablished in your political preponderance, you
treated these simple revolutionaries like a pack of
rascals and criminals, that you shot, transported and sent
to the hulks poor workmen who had been driven to
revolt by starvation, and whose sacrifice served as a
stepping stone to three or four intrigues in the Bea>
tive Commission and the Assembly? Gentlemen, you
were cruel and ungrateful. Moreover the repression
which you enforced after the events of June cried for
vengeance. You became accomplices of reaction; you
ought to be ashamed of yourselves.

7 At the first Restoration under Louis XVIII.
8 Louis Philippe.
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And now, corrupt political schemers of every stripe,
the objects of your eternal hatred have reappeared.
The clericals have clapped their extinguisher on you:
friends of the foreigner have made you finance their
antiznational policy: the hangersson of all the tyran-
nies which you had overthrown make you their as-
sociates daily, in their liberty-destroying vengeance. In
three years your pretended saviors have covered you
with ignominy, exceeding the wretchedness which half
a century of failures has left to the workers. And these
men,. whom your blind passion has permitted to grasp
unlimited power, scorn you and deride you; they call
you enemies of order, incapable of discipline, intected
with liberalism and socialism: they look upon you as
revolutionaries.

Gentlemen, accept this name as the title of your
glory and the pledge of your reconciliation with the
workingmen. Reconciliation is revolution, I assure you.
The enemy has established himself in your domain, let
his insults be your rallyingzcry. You, the elder sons of
the Revolution, who have seen so many despotisms
borm and dead, from the Caesars to the last of the
Bourbons, you cannot escape your destiny. My heart tells
me that you will yet accomplish something. The people
are waiting for you, as they did in '89, '93, 1830, 1848.
The Revolution stretches out her arms to you; save the
people, save yourselves, as did your fathers, through
the Revolution.

Poor Revolution! everybody throws a stone at it.
They who do not slander it distrust it, and strive to
divert it. One talks of extending the powers of the
President: another discourses upon the fusion of the
two branches, and of the necessity of putting an end to
the choice between monarchy and democracy. One
pleads for the Constitution of 1848; another demands
direct legislation. You might call it a conspiracy of
empirics against the idea of February.

If this policy could serve any purpose; if it were ens
dowed with the smallest power tor restraint and peace,
1 should remain silent: I should not care, gentlemen, to
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disturb your peace. But, admit it or deny it as you like,
the Revolution is rushing upon you with a speed of a
million leagues a second. It is not a question for dis-
cussion: it requires preparation to receive it, and above
all, to understand it.

During the leisure given by a long imprisonment,
when Power, breaking my journalist’s pen, held me
aloof from the polemics of the day, my revolutionary
soul betook itself to travels in the realm of Ideas.

From my wanderings I have brought back from
beyond the prejudices of our worn:out world, a few
seeds which cannot fail to grow, if planted in the soil
that we have prepared for them. You, gentlemen, may
have the honor of first planting them: the first fruit
will be to remind you of the only thing with which it
is worth while at this time to concern yourselves — the
Revolution.

And may bolder explorers than myself, encouraged
by my example, at last complete the discovery, of which

men have dreamed so long, of the Democratic and
Social Republic!

Greeting and fraternity.
P.-:J. PROUDHON.

Conciergerie, 10 July, 1851.






GENERAL IDEA
OF

THE REVOLUTION

IN
THE NINETEENTH CENTURYy.

N every revolutionary history three things are to be

observed:

The preceding state of affairs, which the revolution
aims at overthrowing, and which becomes counter*
revolution through its desire to maintain its existence.

The various parties which take different views of the
revolution, according to their prejudices and interests,
yet are compelled to embrace it and to use it for their
advantage.

The revolution itself, which constitutes the solution.

The parliamentary, philosophical, and dramatic
history of the Revolution of 1848 can already furnish
material for volumes. | shall confine myself to dis*
cussing disinterestedly certain questions which may
illuminate our present knowledge. What | shall say
will suffice, | hope, to explain the progress of the Revolu*
tion of the Nineteenth Century, and to enable us to
conjecture its future.

FIRST STUDY, Reaction causes Revolution.

SECOND STUDY, Is there sufficient reason for a
revolution in the Nineteenth
Century?

THIRD STUDY, The Principle of Association.

FOURTH STUDY, The Principle of Authority.
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FIFTH STUDY, Social Liquidation.
VSIXTH STUDY, The Organization of Economic
Forces.
SEVENTH STUDY,Dissolution of Government in the
Economic Organism.

This is not a statement of facts: it is a speculative plan
an intellectual picture of the Revolution.

Fill it in with data of space and time, with dates,
names, manifestoes, episodes, harangues, panics, battles,
proclamations, manipulations, parliamentary man*
oeuvres, assassinations, duels, &c. &c., and you will have
a flesh and blood Revolution, as described in the pages
of Buchez and Michelet.

For the first time the public will be able to judge of
the spirit and form of a revolution before it is
accomplished: who knows whether our fathers might
not have avoided disaster, if they had been able to read
in advance their destiny, in a general abstract account
of the dangers, the parties and the men.

In this account | shall endeavor as far as possible to
adduce facts as proofs. And among facts | shall always
choose the simplest and best known: this is the only
method by which the Revolution, hitherto a prophetic
vision, can become at last a reality.



FIRST STUDY.

Reaction Causes Revolution.

1 The Revolutionary Force.

T is an opinion generally held nowadays, among men
f advanced views as well as among conservatives,
hat a revolution, boldly attacked at its incipiency, can
e stopped, repressed, diverted or perverted; that only

two things are needed for this, sagacity and power.
One of the most thoughtful writers of today, M. Droz,
of the Academie Francaise, hgs written a special account
of the years of the reign of Louis XVI, during which,
according to him, the Revolution might have been
anticipated and prevented.

And among the revolutionaries of the present, one
of the most intelligent, Blanqui, is equally dominated
by the idea that, given sufficient strength and skill,
Power is able to lead the people whither it chooses,
to crush the right, to bring to nought the spirit of
revolution. The whole policy of the Tribune of Belle*
Isle— 1 beg his friends to take this characterization of
him in good part— as well as that of the Academician,
springs from the fear that he has of seeing the Reaction
triumph, a fear that | am not afraid to call, in my
opinion, ridiculous. Thus the Reaction, the germ of
despotism, is in the heart of everybody; it shows itself
at the same moment at the two extremes of the political
horizon. It is not least among the causes of our
troubles.

Stop a revolution! Does not that seem a threat
against Providence, a challenge hurled at unbending
Destiny, in a word, the greatest absurdity imaginable?
Stop matter from falling, flame from burning, the sun
from shiningl
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I shall endeavor to show, by what is passing before
our eyes, that just as the instinct for conservatism is
inherent in every social institution, the need for
revolution is equally irresistible; that every political
party may become by turns revolutionary and reaction*
ary; that these two terms, reaction and revolution,
correlatives of each other and mutually implying each
other, are both essential to Humanity, notwithstanding
the conflicts between them: so that, in order to avoid
the rocks which menace society on the right and on
the left, the only course is for reaction to continually
change places with revolution; just the reverse of what
the present Legislature boasts of having done. To add

Xto grievances, and, if | may use the comparison, to
bottle up revolutionary force by repression, is to
condemn oneself to clearing in one bound the distance
that prudence counsels us to pass over gradually, and
to substitute progress by leaps and jerks for a
continuous advance.

Who does not know that the most powerful
sovereigns have made themselves illustrious by
becoming revolutionaries within the limits of the
circumstances wherein they lived? Alexander of
Macedon, who reunited Greece, Julius Caesar, who
founded the Ronj&n Empire on the ruins of the
hypocriiical and ’venal Republic, Clovis, whose con*
version was the signal for the definite establishment
of Christianity in Gaul, and to a certain extent, the
cause of the fusion of the Frankish hordes in the Gallic
ocean, Charlemagne, who began the centralization of
freeholds, and marked the beginning of feudalism, Louis
the Fat, dear to the third estate on account of the
favor he extended to the towns, Saint Louis, who
organized the corporations of arts and crafts, Louis XI
and Richelieu, who completed the defeat of the barons,
all performed, in different degrees, acts of revolution.
Even the execrable Bartholomew massacre was directed
against the lords, rather than against the reformers, in
the opinion of the people, agreeing in that respect with
Catherine de Medicis. Not until 1614, at the last
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meeting of the States General, did the French monarchy
seem to abjure its function of leadership and betray its
tradition; the 21st of January, 17939 was the penalty
for its crime.

It would be easy to multiply examples; anybody with
the slightest knowledge of history can supply them.

A revolution is a force against which no power.
divTncTorTiuman® can prevail: whose nature it is to De
strengthened anoto | fowby the very resistance which
it encounters. A revolution may be directed, moderated,
delayed: | have just said that the wisest policy lay in
yielding to it, foot by foot, that the perpetual evolution
of Humanity may be accomplished insensibly and
silently, instead of by mighty strides. A revolution
cannot be crushed, cannot be deceived, cannot be per*
verted, all the more, cannot be conquered. The more
you repress it, the more you increase its rebound and
render its action irresistible. So much so that it is
precisely the same for the triumph of an idea, whether
it is persecuted, harassed, beaten down during its be*
ginning, or whether it grows and develops unobstructed.
Like the Nemesis of the ancients, whom neither prayers
nor threats could move, the revolution advances, with
sombre and fatal step, over the flowers cast by its
friends, through the blood of its defenders, across the
bodies of its enemies.

When the conspiracies came to an end in 182210, some
thought that the Restoration had overcome the Re*
volution. It was at this time, under the Viltele
administration, and during his expedition to Spain, that
insults were hurled at him. Poor fools! The Revolution
had passed away: it was waiting for you in 1830.

When the secret societies were broken up in 1839,
after the attacks of Blanqui and Barbas, again the new
dynasty was believed to be immortal: it seemed that
progress was at its command. The years that followed
were the most flourishing of the reign. Nevertheless
it was in 1839 that the serious disaffection began,

9 The date of the execution of Louis XVI.
10 After the second Restoration of Louis XVlIn.
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among the business men by the coalition, among the
people by the uprising of the 12th of May, which ended
in the events of February. Perhaps with more prudence,
or with more boldness, the existence of the monarchy,
which had become flagrantly reactionary, might have
been prolonged a few years: the catastrophe, although
delayed, would have been only the more violent.

Following February, we saw the Jacobins, the Gis
rondists, the Bonapartists, the Orleanists, the Legitimists,
the Jesuits, all the old parties, I had almost said factions,
that had successively opposed the revolution in the past,
undertake, by turns, to put down a revolution which they
did not even understand. At one time the coalition was
complete: I dare not say that the Republican party came
out of it well. Let the opposition continue, let it persist:
its defeat will be universal. The more the inevitable
‘overthrow is put off, the more must be paid for the
i delay: that is as elementary in the working:out of
Irevolutions as an axiom in geometry. The Revolution

! never lets go, for the simple reason that it is never
lin the wrong.

Every revolution first declares itself as a complaint
of the people, an accusation against a vicious state of
affairs, which the poorest always feel the first. It is
against the nature of the masses to revolt, except against
what hurts them, physically or morally. Is this a matter
for repression, for vengeance, for persecution? What
folly! A government whose policy consists in evading
the desires of the masses and in repressing their com:-
plaints, condemns itself: it is like a criminal who
struggles against his remorse by committing new crimes.
With each criminal act the conscience of the culprit
upbraids him the more bitterly; until at last his reason
gives way, and turns him over to the hangman.

There is but one way, which I have already told, to
ward off the perils of a revolution; it is to recognize it.
The people are suffering and are discontented with
their lot. They are like a sick man groaning, a child
crying in the cradle. Go to them, listen to their troubles,
study the causes and consequences of them, magnify
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rather than minimize them; then busy yourself without
relaxation in relieving the sufferer, Then the revolution
will take place without disturbance, as the natural and
casy development of the former order of things. No
one will notice it; hardly even suspect it. The grateful
people will call you their benefactor, their representative,
their leader. Thus, in 1789, the National Assembly and
the people saluted Louis XVI as the “Restorer of Pubilc
Liberty.,” At that glorious moment, Louis XVI, more
powerful than his grandfather, Louis XV, might have
consolidated his dynasty for centuries: the revolution
offered itself to him as an instrument of rule. The idiot
could see only an encroachment upon his rights! This
inconceivable blindness he carried with him to the
scaffold.

Alas, it must be that a peaceful revolution is too
ideal for our bellicose nature. Rarely do events follow
the natural and least destructive course: pretexts for
violence are plentiful. As the revolution has its
principle in the violence of needs, the reaction finds its
own principle in the authority of custom.

Always the stafus quo tries to prescribe for poverty;
that is why the reaction has the same majority at first
that the revolution has at the end. In this march in
opposite directions, in which the advantage of the one
continually turns into a disadvantage for the other,
how much it is to be feared that clashes will occur! . ..

Two causes are against the peaceful accomplishment
of revolutions: established interests and the pride of
government.

By a fatality which will be explained hereafter, these
two causes always act together; so that riches and
power, together with tradition, being on one side,
poverty, disorganization and the unknown on the other,
the satisfied party being unwilling to make any con-
cession, the dissatisfied being unable to submit ¥onger,
the conflict, little by little, becomes inevitable.

Then it is curious to observe the fluctuations of the
struggle, in which all the unfavorable chances at first
seem to be for the progressive movement, all the ele-

2
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ments of success for the resistance. They who see only
the surface of things, incapable of understanding an
outcome which no perspicacity, it seems to them, could
have anticipated, do not hesitate to accuse as the cause
of their disappointment, bad luck, the crime of this one,
the clumsiness of that, all the caprices of fortune, all
the passions of humanity. Revolutions, which for in*
telligent contemporaries are monsters, seem to the
historians who afterwards recount them the judgments
of God. What has not been said about the Revolution
of '89? We are still in doubt about that revolution, which
asserted itself in eight successive constitutions, which
remodelled French society from bottom to top, and
destroyed even the memory of ancient feudalism. We
have not compassed the idea of its historic necessity:
we have no comprehension of its marvellous victories.
The present reaction was organized in part through
hatred of the principles and tendencies of the Re*
volution. And among those who defend what was ac=
complished in ’89, many denounce them who would
repeat it: having escaped, they fancy, by a miracle from
the first revolution, they do not want to run the risk
of a second! All are agreed then upon reaction, as
sure of victory as they are that they are in the right,
and multiplying perils around them by the very measures
which they take to escape them.

What explanation, what demonstration can turn them
from their error if their experience does not convince
them?

I shall prove in the different parts of this work, and
I am now about to establish in the most triumphant
manner, that for three years past the revolution has
been carried on only by the red, tricolor, and white
conservatives who welcomed it: and when | say, carried
on, | use the expression in the sense of the determination
of the idea, as well as the propagation of the deeds.
Make no mistake, if the revolution did not exist, the
[reaction wouldlhave invented it- The Idea, vaguely
Iconceived under the spur of necessity, then shaped and
formulated by contradiction, is soon asserted as a right.
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And, as rights are so bound together that one cannot
be denied without at the same time sacrificing all the
rest, the result is that a reactionary government is drawn
on, by the phantom which it pursues, to endless arbitrary
acts, and that, in endeavoring to save society from
revolution, it interests all the members of society in
revolution. In this way the ancient monarchy, dismissing
first Necker, then Turgot, opposing every reform, dissat*
isfying the ThirdlEstate, the parliaments, the clergy,
the nobility, created the Revolution, | mean to say,
caused it to enter into the world of facts — the
Revolution, which since then has not ceased to grow in
extent and in perfection, and to extend its conquests.

2. Parallel Progress of the Reaction and of the Revolution
since February.

In 1848 the lower class, suddenly taking part in the
quarrel between the middle class and the Crown, made
its cry of distress heard. What was the cause of its
distress? Lack of work, it said. The people demanded
work, their protest went no further. They embraced
the republican cause with ardor, those who had just
proclaimed the Republic in their name having promised
to give them work. Lacking better security, the people
accepted a draft on the Republic. That was sufficient
to make it take them under its protection. Who would
have believed that the next day those who had signed
the agreement thought only of burning it? Work, and
through work, bread, this was the petition of the
working classes in 1848; this was the unshakeable basis
given by them to the Republic; this is the Revolution.

Another thing was the proclamation of the Republic
on the 25th of February, 1848, the action of a more or
less intelligent, more or leas usurping, minority; and yet
another, the revolutionary question of work, which gave
to this republic an interest, and alone gave it real value,
in the eyes of the masses. No, the Republic of February
was not the revolution; it was the pledge of revolution.

2%
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It is not the duty of those who govern this Republic,
from the highest to the lowest, to see that the pledge
is not broken: it is for the people, at the next election,
to determine on what further conditions they will
accept it.

At first this demand for work did not seem exorbitant
to the new officials, of whom not one up to this time
had cared anything for political economy. On the con*
trary, it was the subject for mutual congratulations—
What a people was that which, on the day of its triumph,
asked for neither bread nor amusements, as formerly
the Roman mob had demanded, — panem et circenses —
but asked only for work! What a guaranty among the
laboring classes of morality, of discipline, of docility!
What a pledge of security for a government! With the
greatest confidence, and, it must be admitted, with the
most praiseworthy intentions, the Provisory Government
proclaimed the right to labor! Its promises, no doubt,
bore witness to its ignorance, but the good intention was
there. And what cannot be done with the French people
by the manifestation of good intentions? There was
not at this time an employer so surly that he was not
ready to give work to everybody, if the power were
granted to him. The Right to Labor! The Provisional
Government will claim from posterity the glory of this
fateful promise, which confirmed the fall of the
monarchy, sanctioned the Republic, and made the Revo*
lution certain.

But making promises is not all: they must be kept.

Looking more closely, it is easy to see that the right
to labor was a more ticklish business than had been
suspected. After much debate, the Government, which
spent 300 million dollars annually to preserve order, was
forced to admit that it had not a cent left wherewith
to assist the workers; that in order to employ them, and
consequently to pay them, it would be necessary to
impose additional taxes, making a vicious circle, because
these taxes would have to be paid by those whom they
were intended to assist. Moreover, it was not the
business of the State to compete with private industry.
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for which already consumption was lacking and an outlet
was demanded; and, still further, for the State to take
part in production could only end in aggravating the
condition of the workers. In consequence, for these
reasons, and for others not less peremptory, the
Government made it understood that nothing could be
done, that it was necessary to be resigned, to keep order,
to have patience and confidence!

It must be admitted that the Government was right
to a certain extent. Jn order to assure work” and in
consequence, exchange, to all, it becomes necessary, as
we shall show, to change the course and to modify the
economy of society; a serious matter, quite beyond the
power of the Provisory Government, and upon which it
became its duty to consult the Country as a preliminary.
As for the plans which were thereupon proposed, and
the semi-official conferences with which the lack of work
of the laborers was beguiled, they merit the honor
neither of record nor of criticism. They were so many
pretexts of conservatism, which soon showed itself, even
in the bosom of the Republican party.

But the mistake of the men in power, which exasper*
ated the working class, and which turned a simple labor
question in less than ten years into definite revolution,
was when the Government, instead of inviting the
researches of publicists, as did Louis XVI, instead of
appealing to the citizens, and asking them their wishes
upon the great questions of labpr and poverty, shut itself
up for four months in a hostile silence; when it was
observed to hesitate about granting the natural rights
of men and citizens, to distrust liberty, even liberty of
the press and of assembly, to refuse the petitions of
patriots relating to bail bonds and the stamp tax, to spy
upon the clubs instead of organizing and directing them,
to create for emergency from the volunteer guard a body
of praetorians, to intrigue with the clergy, to recall the
troops to Paris, that they might fraternise with the
people, to arouse hatred against Socialism, the new name
for the Revolution; then, whether from recklessness, or
incapacity, or misfortune, or plotting and treachery, or
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all these together, to force penniless crowds at Paris and
at Rouen into a desperate struggle; finally, after victory,
to have but one thought, one idea, to smother the cry
of the workers, the protest of February, by any means,
lawful or unlawful.

It is enough to glance over the series of decrees of
the Provisory Government and of the Executive Com*
mittee to convince oneself that during this period of four
months repression was planned, prepared, organized, and
revolt was provoked, directly or indirectly, by Power.

This reactionary policy, let it never be forgotten, was
conceived in the bosom of the Republican party, by men
who were scared at the memory of Hebert, of Jacques
Roux, of Marat, and who believed themselves in good
faith to be aiding the Revolution by combatting all
manifestations to the limit. It was governmental zeal
which divided the members of the Provisory Government
into two opposing factions, leading some to desire open
conflict against the Revolution, in order that they might
rule through the prestige given by victory; others to
prefer the display of superior force and the distractions
of politics and of war, in order to restore quiet by
rendering agitation wearisome and futile. Could it have
been otherwise? No, because each shade of opinion
regarded its emblem as that of the true Republic, and
devoted itself patriotically to the destruction of its
rivals, whom it regarded as too moderate or too extreme-
The Revolution could not fail to be caught between these
rollers: it was too small then and too low down to be
perceived by its formidable guardians.

I recall these occurrences, not for the empty pleasure
of stigmatizing men who were more ill*advised than
culpable, and) whom the course of things, it seems to me,
restored to power: but rather to remind them that, as
the Revolution defeated them once, it will overcome
them a second time, if they persist in the course of
distrust and of secret defamation which they have
hitherto adopted towards it-

Thus, through governmental prejudice and proprietary
tradition, whereof the intimate union constitutes the
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whole political and economic theory of the old liberal*
ism, the Government—I make no allusion to individuals,
I understand by this word the sum of powers, before
June and after — the Government, | repeat, through its
hatred of certain Utopians, more noisy than dangerous,
believed it had the right to withhold the most vital
question of modern societies, although justice and
prudence required an appeal to the country upon the
demands of the working classes. That was its mistake;
let that be to it also a lesson.

From that moment it was recognized that theRepublic,
whether yesterday’s or that of '93, could never be, in
the nineteenth century, the same thing as the Revolu*
tion. And if Socialism, so calumniated at that time by
the very persons who, since then, recognizing their
mistake, have come in turn to ask its alliance, if Social*
ism, | say, had aroused this quarrel, if, in the name of
the deceived workers, of the betrayed Revolution, it had
pronounced against the Republic, Jacobin or Girondin,
it is all the same, this Republic would have been
overwhelmed in the election of the 10th of December,1l
the Constitution of 1848 would have been only a
transition to empire. Socialism had higher views; with
unanimous consent it sacrificed its own grievances, and
I"ave its voice for republican rule. By this it increased
its danger, for the moment, rather than strengthened
itself. What follows will show whether its tactics were
wise.

Thus was battle joined between albpowerful interests,
skilful and inexorable, which took advantage of the
traditions of '89 and 93, and a revolution still in the
cradle, divided against itself, honored by no historic
antecedent, rallying about no ancient formula, moved
by no definite idea.

In fact, what crowned the peril of Socialism, was that
it could not say what it was, could not phrase a single
proposition, could; not explain its grievances nor support
its conclusions. What is Socialism? was asked. And

1 10th of December, 134S, when Louis Napoleon was elected President.
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twenty different definitions at once vied in showing
the emptiness of the cause. Fact, right, tradition, com*
mon sense, everything, united against it. Besides there
was this argument, irresistible with a people brought
up in the worship of the old revolutionaries, — a
worship that is still murmured among them — that
Socialism now is not that of 89 nor of ’93, that it does
not date from the great period, that Mirabeau and
Danton would have disdained it, that Robespierre would
have guillotined it, after having branded it, that it is
the revolutionary spirit depraved, the politics of our
ancestors gone astray!... If at that moment Power
had found one man who could understand the Revo*
lution, he might have moderated its impetus at his
pleasure, profiting by the small favor which it encoun*
tered. The Revolution, if it had been welcomed by the
ruling classes, would have slowly developed during a
centléry, instead of precipitating itself with racehorse
speed.

Matters could not happen thus. Ideas are made
efinite by their contraries: the Revolution will be made
efinite by the reaction. We lack formulas: the Provisory
overnment, the Executive Committee, the dictatorship
of Cavaignac, the Presidency of Louis Bonaparte, have
undertaken to provide them for us. The folly of
governments makes the wisdom of revolutionaries:
without this legion of reactionaries which has passed
over our bodies, we could not say, my Socialist friends,
who we are nor whither we are bound.

Again | declare that | make no charge against the
tentions of anybody. | profess to believe still in the
oodness of human intentions: without it, what becomes
of the innocence of statesmen, and why have we
abolished the death penalty in political cases? Soon the
reaction will fall; it would be without moral justification
as well as without reason, it would do nothing toward
our revolutionary education, if its representatives,
holding all sorts of opinions, did not form a continuous
chain, extending from the peak of the Mountain, and
ending among the extreme Legitimists.
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It is the character of the Revolution of the Nineteenth
Century to separate itself, day by day, from the excesses
of its adversaries and from the mistakes of its defenders;
so that no one can boast of having been perfectly
orthodox at every moment of the struggle. We all,
whatever we might have been, failed in 1848; and that
is precisely why we have made so much progress
since 1848.

Scarcely had the blood shed in the affair of June been
dried, when the Revolution, overcome in the streets,
began again to thunder through the newspapers and
through popular meetings, more explicitly and more
accusingly than ever. Three months hadlnot passed
when the Government, surprised at this indomitable
persistence, demanded new weapons from the Con>
stituent Assembly. The riot of June had not been put
down, it asserted: without a law against the freedom of
the press and against public meetings, it could not be
responsible for keeping order and preserving society.

It is of the essence of reaction to show its evil ten*
dencies under the pressure of revolution. The ministers
of Cavaignac said aloud, what a certain member of the
Provisory Government, now reinstated in favor with
the people, had thought in his secret confidences.

But it is also natural to beaten parties to join the
opposition; therefore Socialism might count on at least
some of its former adversaries making common cause
with it. This was indeed what happened.

The mechanics, together with a good many trades*
people, continued to demand work. Business was
not good; the peasants complained of high rents and
the low price of farm produce; they who had combat*
ted the insurrection and pronounced against Socialism,
demanded as a recompense subsidies for the immedi*
ate present, and guaranties for the future. The
Government could see in all this nothing but a passing
epidemic, the result of unfortunate circumstances, a
sort of intellectual and moral cholera*morbus, which
must be treated with bleeding and sedatives.
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In this, the Government found itself hampered by
limitations! The law no longer sufficed for its pro*
tection; it must have martial rule. Socialism, on the
contrary, declared itself republican, and stood upon the
law, in the most disquieting manner, as within a fortress.
So it was that at every effort at reaction, the law was
always with the revolutionaries, and against the conser*
vatives. Never was such bad luck. The saying of a
minister of the old monarchy, “Legality is our ruin!”
became true again under the republican government.
Either law must be done away with, or the revolution
must advance!

Repressive laws were granted, and several times
made more rigorous. As | write, freedom of assem*
blage has been abolished; the revolutionary press no
longer exists. What fruit has the Government gathered
from this antiphlogistic medication?

In the first place, the demand for liberty of the press
has united with the assertion of the right to labor. The
revolution has added to its ranks all the old friends of
public liberty, who refuse to believe that gagging the
press was a remedy for the contagion of ideas. Then,
as propaganda through the press had been suspended,
propaganda by word of mouth began; that is to say,
the strongest revolutionary method was opposed to the
violence of reaction. In two years the Revolution made
more way through this intimate talk of a whole people
than it could have made in a century by daily dis*
sertations. While the reaction wreaks its vengeance
upon type, the revolution wins by the spoken word: the
sick man who was to have been cured of fever, is tom
by convulsions!

Are not these the facts? Are we not all daily
witnesses of them? In attacking, one after the other,
all forms of liberty, has not the reaction as often
reaffirmed the revolution? And' is iF'Tiot contem*
poraneous History, this romance that | seem to be
writing, whereof the absurdity far surpasses those of
Perrault’s stories? The Revolution never prospered so
much as since the most eminent statesmen conspired
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against it, and its organs disappeared from the stage.
Moreover all that shall be undertaken against the
Revolution will strengthen it: let us cite only the
principal facts.

In a few months the revolutionary malady had
einfected twothirds of Europe. Its chief centres were
Rome and Venice in Italy, and Hungary beyond the
Rhine. The Government of the French Republic, in
order to repress the Revolution at home with more
certainty, did not hesitate to make a foreign conquest.
The Restoration had made the Spanish war against the
liberals: the Reaction of 1849 made the expedition to
Rome against the SociaUDemocracy— | employ these
two words as indicating the progress which the Revo*
lution had made in one year. Certain descendants of
Voltaire, heirs of the Jacobins, — could anything else
be expected from Robespierre’s acolytes?— had
conceived the idea of bringing aid to the Pope, and
thus uniting the Republic and Catholicism: the Jesuits
carried it out. Beaten at Rome, the SociahDemocracy
tried to protest at Paris: it was dispersed without a
struggle.

What did the Reaction gain? To the hatred of kings
in the heart of the people was added hatred of priests;
and the war against governmental authority throughout-
Europe was complicated by war against religious
authority. In 1848 the only question, the doctors said,
was of political excitement: very soon, through the
futility of the remedies, it became an economic
qguestion; now it is called religious. Is not medicine
useless? What further physic can we use?

Evidently it was a case when politicians of the smal*
lest common sense would have retreated: it was just
this moment that they selected to push reaction to its
utmost. No, they said, a nation has no right to poison
itself, to assassinate itself. The Government has charge
of its soul: its duties are those of the guardian and the
father. The safety of the people is the highest law.
Do what you ought, come What may!
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It was resolved that the Country should be purged,
bled, cauterized to the limit. A vast sanitary system
was organized and followed with a devotion which
would have done honor to the apostles. Hippocrates,
saving Athens from the plague, did not seem more
magnanimous. The Constitution, the electorate, the
National Guard, the municipal councils, the University,
the army, the police, the courts, all were passed through
the flames. The business world, that everlasting friend
of order, was accused of liberal inclinations, and ins
volved in the same suspicions as the working classes.
The Government went so far as to say, by the mouth
of M.Rouher, that it did not regard itself as sound, that
its origin was a stain, that it carried in itself the revo*
lutionary poison: Ecce, in iniquitaiibus conceptus
sumP1. . . Then it got to work.

Instruction, based upon reason only, by secular
teachers selected by examination, could not be depen=
ded upon. The Government thought it essential to
place teaching under the authority of the Faith. It was
announced to the world that instruction, like the press,
w&s no longer free, by the subjection of primary
teachers to the priests and to the lay brothers, by hand*
ing the City Colleges over to the Congregationists, by
placing .public teaching in charge of the clergy, by
astonishing dismissals of professors after their denuncU
ation by bishops. What did the Government gain by
this treatment? By its Jesuitical annoyance it threw
them all into the Revolution, men devoted as they were
to the education of youth, with nothing timid about
them.

Then it was the army’s turn.

Coming from the people, recruited every year from
among them, in perpetual contact with them, nothing
would have been less certain than its obedience, in
the face of an aroused populace and a violated constic
tution. An intellectual diet, together with complete
isolation, and the prohibition of thought, of conversa*

Il LOi I -was coBcel»ed in iniquity.
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tion and of reading on political and social topics was
prescribed. No sooner did the slightest sign of cons
tagion appear in a regiment, than it was at once purified,
removed from the capital and from populous centres,
and sent as discipline to Africa. It is hard to discover
what the soldier thought: it is at least certain that the
treatment to which he was subjected for more than
two years proved to him, in the most unequivocal way,
that the Government wanted neither the Republic, nor
the Constitution, nor liberty, nor the right to labor, nor
universal suffrage; that the plan of the ministers was
to reestablish the old order in France, as they had
reestablished the rule of priests at Rome, and that they
counted on him!... Will the suspicious soldier swallow
this dose? The Government hopes so; that is the
question!...

It was to the National Guard that the party of order
owed its first successes, in April, May, and June of
1848. But the National Guard, while it put down the
riot, had no idea of aiding the counterrevolution. More
than once it said so. It was said to be sick. Of all the
cares of the Government, that which most occupies its
attention is the disbandment, or at least, the disarms
ament, of the National Guard, gradually, not all at
once, that would not do. Against a National Guard
armed, organized, ready for battle, reactionary wisdom
knows no protection. The Government cannot believe
itself safe as long as a single citizen soldier remains in
France. National Guards! You cannot be turned from
liberty and progress, advance toward the Revolution!

Like all monomaniacs, the Government is perfectly
logical in its idea. It follows it with wonderful
punctuality and perseverance. It quite understood
that the cure of the nation, and of Europe, of which it
had constituted itself the physician, might not have
reached the point where popular elections could be
done away with, and that the unfortunate patient,
driven crazy by his medicines, might break his bonds,
overpower his guards, and in one hour of madness
might destroy the fruit of three years of treatment.
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Already an imposing majority, in voting upon the
electoral question, in March and April of 1850, hacf
voted for revolution — monarchy or republic — that is
to say, revolution or status quo. How ward off such a
danger and save the people from its own frenzy?

It is necessary now, say the wiseacres, to proceed
indirectly. Let us separate the people into two
categories, the one comprising all the citizens who, from
their position, are presumed to be the most revolution?
ary; they are to be excluded from universal suffrage;
the other, all those who, from their standing, are more
inclined to keep things as they are: these will form the
electoral body. What of it, that by this suppression
we shall have eliminated three million individuals from
the voting lists, if the seven remaining million accept
their privilege? With seven million voters and the
army, we are sure to overcome the revolution; and
religion, and authority, and the family, and property,
are saved|

Twentysseven notabilities in political and moral
science, they say, were present at this consultation of
men of consummate skill in checkmating revolutions and
revolutionaries. The ordinance was presented to the
Legislative Assembly, and was confirmed on the 31st
of May.

Unfortunately it was impossible to make a law of
privilege which should also be a list of suspects. The
law of the 31st of May, cutting right and left almost
equally among Socialists and Conservatives, only
served to stir up revolution the more, by rendering the
reaction odious. Among the seven million voters who
were retained, four million perhaps belonged to the
democracy. Add to these the three millions of the
discontented who were shut out, and you will have the
relative strength of the revolution and the counter*
revolution, at least as regards the electoral privilege.
Moreover, see the folly of it! It was just the very
voters of the party of order, in whose favor the law of
the 31st of May had been drawn, who were the first to
denounce it: they blame it for all their present evils,
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and for the greater ills which they anticipate in the
future; they are loudly demanding its repeal in their
newspapers. And the best reason for believing that
this law will never be put into execution, is that it is
perfectly useless, the interest of the Government being
rather to withdraw from its support than to defend it.
Is that enough of blundering and scandal?

The reaction has made the revolution grow as in a
hotbed during the last three years. By its policy, at
first equivocal, then veering, finally openly absolutist
and terrorist, it has created an innumerable revolutions
ary party, where before not one man could be reckoned.
And, good heavens! what was the use of all this
arbitrariness? To what end all this violence? Against
whom lay the complaint? What monster, inimical to
civilisation and society, did they seek to combat? Did
anybody know whether the Revolution of 1848 was right
or wrong? This revolution that had never defined
itself? Who had studied it? Who, with his hand upon
his heart, could accuse it? Deplorable hallucination!
Under the Provisional Government and the Executive
Committee the revolutionary party did not exist, except
in the air: the idea of it, with its mystical formulas, had
yet to be discovered. By its declaration against this
spectre, the reaction has converted the spectre into a
living body, a giant, which with a single gesture may
crush it. That which | myself could scarcely conceive
before the day of June; which since then | have come
to understand only gradually, and under the fire of the
reactionary artillery, | dare now assert with certainty:
the Revolution has taken shape, it understands itself, it
is completed.

3. Weakness of the Reaction: Triumph of the Revolution.

And now, reactionaries, you are reduced to heroic
measures. You have carried violence to a point where
you are hated, despotism to where you are distrusted,
the abuse of your legislative power up to disloyalty.
You have lavished scorn and outrage: you have sought
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blood and civil war. All this has produced as much
effect on the Revolution as an arrow upon a rhinoceros.
They who do not hate you, despise you. They are
wrong: you are honest people, full of tolerance and
philanthropy, moved by the best intentions, but your
mind and conscience are upside down. | disregard
whatever you may resolve, whether you continue to
attack the revolution, or determine to treat with it, as
I expect you will do. But if you select the former
course, | will tell you what you must do; you your*
selves may judge what you have to expect.

The people, according to you, are affected by mental
alienation. It is your mission to cure them: public
security is your only law, your highest duty. As you
are accountable to posterity, you would dishonor your*
selves by deserting the post at which Providence has
placed you. You are in the right; you have the force;
your resolution is clear.

All the regular methods of government having
failed, your further policy is comprised in one word:
FORCE.

Force, in order to prevent society from committing
suicide; that means that you must put a stop to
every revolutionary manifestation, every revolutionary
thought, that you must put the nation in an iron strait
jacket, hold the twenty»six departments in a state of
siege, suspend the laws generally everywhere, attack
the evil at its source by deporting from the country
and from Europe the authors and fomenters of
anarchical and antisocial ideas, prepare for the
restoration of the old institutions by conferring upon
the Government discretionary power over property,
industry and commerce, &c., until a perfect cure is
effected.

Do not bargain about the absolute rulership: do not
dispute over the choice of a dictator. Legitimate
monarchy, half legitimate, a combination of parties,
imperialism, total or partial revision of the Constitution,
all that, believe me, is of no importance. The promptest
action is the surest. Remember that it is not the form



FIRST STUDY 33

of government that is in question: it is society. Your
only care should be to take your measures prudently;
because if at the last moment the Revolution gets away
from you, you are lost.

If the prince who is now in power were president
for life, if at the same time the Assembly, uncertain
of the voters, could prorogue itself as the Convention
used to do, until the convalescence of the invalid, the
solution would perhaps seem to be discovered. The
Government would only have to keep still and have
masses celebrated in all the churches of France, for
the restoration to health of the People. There would
be little need of doing anything against insurrection.
Legality, in this land of journalists, is so powerful, that
there is no oppression, no outrage, that we are not
ready to endure, as soon as they speak to us In the
Name of the Law.

But by the terms of the fundamental agreement,
Louis Bonaparte leaves office at the end of April, 1852;
as for the Assembly, its powers expire on the 29th of
May following, at the very height of revolutionary
ardor. All is lost if things go as the Constitution
prescribes. Lose not a moment: Caveant consulest

Then as the Constitution now is the cause of all the
danger, as there is no legal solution possible, as the
Government cannot count on the support of any part
of the nation, as the gangrene has involved everything,
you must take counsel only of yourselves and of the
immensity of your duties, on pain of forfeiture and
cowardice.

In the first place the Constitution must be revised by
you, by AUTHORITY; at the same time Louis Bona*
parte must be prorogued in his powers, by
AUTHORITY.

This prorogation will not suffice, as the elections of
1852 may give a demagogic Assembly, of which the
first act will be the impeachment of the reelected
President and his ministers. Therefore the President,
at the same time that he is prorogued by the Assembly,

3
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will prorogue the Assembly in his turn, and by
AUTHORITY.

After these first acts of dictatorship, the General
and Municipal Councils, duly renewed, will be asked to
send in their adhesion, on pain of immediate dissolution
and of the dispatch of commissioners.

It is likely that this double prorogation of the
president and of the Assembly will be followed by some
disturbance; it is a risk to be run, a battle to be joined,
a victory to win.

“To conquer without danger is to triumph without
glory.”

Decide.

Then you must abolish universal suffrage, as well as
the law of the 31st of May, and return to the system of
M. Villele and to the double vote; better still, suppress
the whole representative system, while waiting for the
reclassification of the nation in orders, and the
restoration of feudalism on a more solid basis.

Suppose then that the Revolution, so violently
provoked, does not stumble, or that if it does stumble,
it is crushed; suppose that the two hundred republican
representatives do not answer the usurping acts of the
majority by a declaration that they are unlawful,
prepared, signed and published in advance; that,
following this declaration, the authors of the coup
d’Etat are not struck down in the street, in their homes,
anywhere that the avenging hand of patriotic bands
can reach them; suppose that the populace does not rise
in mass, at Paris and in the provinces; that a part of
the troops, upon whom the reaction places its hopes,
does not join the insurgents; suppose that two or three
hundred thousand soldiers are enough to hold down
the revolutionaries of thirty"seven thousand towns, to
which the coup d’Etat will serve as a signal; suppose
that, lacking relief, the refusal to pay taxes, the
stoppage of work, the interruption of transportation,
devastation, conflagrations, all the fury foreseen by the
author of The Red Spectre, do not block the counter*
revolution in its turn; suppose that it is enough for the
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head of the executive power, elected by four hundred
conspirators, for the eighty=six prefects, the four
hundred and fifty*nine subprefects, the procurers*
general, the presidents, the councillors, substitutes,
captains of police, commissioners of police, and some
thousands of notabilities their accomplices, to present
themselves to the masses in order to make them return
to their duty.

Suppose, | say, that any one of these conjectures, so
likely, so probable, is not realized, it will be necessary,
if you expect your work to stand:

1.To declare the state of siege general, absolute, and for
an unlimited time;

2. To decree the deportation beyond the seas of a
hundred thousand individuals;

3. To double the effective strength of the army, and to
keep it constantly on a war footing;

4-To increase the garrisons and the police, to arm all the
fortresses, to build in each district a strong castle, to
interest the military in the reaction, by making the
army an endowed and ennobled caste, which can
partly recruit itself;

5. To rearrange the people in corporations of arts and
crafts, no one accessible to any other; to suppress free
competition; to create in commerce, industry, agri*
culture, property, finance, a privileged trading class,
which will join hands with the aristocracy of the army
and the Church;

6. To expurgate or burn nineteenths of the books in the
libraries, books of science, philosophy and history; to
do away with every vestige of the intellectual
movement for four centuries; to commit the direction
of studies and the archives of civilization to the
Jesuits exclusively;

7. To increase the taxes two hundred million dollars, and
issue new loans, in order to cover these expenses, and
to erect a special and inalienable privilege for the
support of the new nobility, as well as of the churches,
seminaries and convents-
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That is an outline of the policy and of the measures
for organization and repression which the reaction must
adopt in order to carry out what it has undertaken, if it
wants to be logical and to follow its fortune to the end.
It constitutes a social regeneration which carries
civilization back to the fourteenth century, and restores
feudalism, with the aid of the new elements furnished
by the modern spirit and by experience of revolutions.
To hesitate or to stop halfway would be to lose
disgracefully the fruit of three years of effort, and to
rush to certain, irreparable disaster!

Have you thought of this, reactionaries? have you
reckoned the power that has been acquired by the
Revolution through three years of pressure? Have you
realized that the monster has grown his claws and teeth,
and that if you cannot strangle him he will devour you?

If the reaction counts on the prudence of the country,
and waits for the elections of 1852, it is lost. Upon
this point almost everybody is agreed, both in the
Government and among the people, whether republicans
or conservatives.

If it limits itself to proroguing the powers of the
President, it is lost.

If, after having prorogued the powers of the Assembly
by the same decree, it allows the law of the 31st of May
to stand, it is lost.

If it permits the hundred thousand most active
republican socialists to remain in the country, it is lost.

If it allows the present numerical weakness of the
army, and its present mode of recruiting to stand, it is
lost.

If, after having restored the military caste, it fails
to reconstruct industry and commerce on feudal
principles, it is lost.

If it does not reestablish large properties and the
right of primogeniture, it is lost.

If it does not completely reform the system of
instruction and of public education, if it does not
efface the very memory of past insurrections from the
minds of the people, it is lost.
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If it does not double the taxes, and succeed in
collecting them, to cover the expenses of such great
undertakings, it is lost.

Are you able to attempt even the first of these
indispensable measures, from which a single omission
will plunge you into the abyss? Do you dare to
proclaim to the people this unconstitutional resolution:
The powers of Louis Bonaparte have been prorogued?

No, you can do nothing, you can dare nothing,
royalists, imperialists, bancocrats, Malthusians, Jesuits,
who have used and abused force against ideas. You
have wasted time and lost your reputation, without
advantage for your safety.

Prorogue or not; revise everything or revise nothing;
summon Chambord and Joinville, or come over to the
Republic; all that signifies nothing. You will hold a
National Convention, if not in 1852, then in 1856. The
revolutionary idea is triumphing; in order to combat it
you have no recourse but to republican law, which you
have not ceased for three years to violate. Your only
refuge is in that make-believe republic, which in 1848
was forced to be honest and moderate, as if honesty
and moderation could exist where principle was
lacking — that republic whose ignominious nakedness
you are now exhibiting to the world. Do you not see
her, calling to you and stretching out her hands to you,
sometimes under the appearance of the most pacific
sentiments, sometimes under the mask of the mostins
flated orations. Go then, to this republic — this constitu*
tional, parliamentary, governmental republic, steeped in
Jacobinism and in religion, which is none the less ruled by
the formula of counter-revolution, whether it invokes
the name of Sieyes, or appeals to that of Robespierre.
After you have exhausted violence, trickery remains
to you: in that also we are ready to meet you.

But to the republicans of February | say, — to that
party which, without distinguishing shades of opinion,
the Revolution may reproach for some errors, but not
for crime:
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It was you who gave the signal for reaction in 1848,
by your ambitious rivalries, by your routine politics,
by your retrospective fancies, almost at the same
moment that you proposed the revolutionary question,
unknown to yourselves.

You see what the reaction has done.

Before the battle of June, the Revolution was hardly
aware of itself; it was but a vague aspiration among
the working classes toward a less unhappy condition.
Such complaints have been heard at every period; if
it was a mistake to despise them, it was unnecessary
to fear them.

Thanks to the persecution which it has suffered, the
Revolution of today is fully conscious of itself. It can
tell its purpose: it is in the way to define itself, to
explain itself. It knows its principles, its means, its
aim; it possesses its method and its criterion. In order
to understand itself, it has needed only to follow the
connection of ideas of its different adversaries. At
this moment it is discarding the erroneous doctrines
which obscured it, the parties and traditions which
encumbered it: free and brilliant, you are about to see
it take possession of the masses, and drive them toward
the future with irresistible inspiration.

The Revolution, at the point at which we have arrived,
is completed in thought, and needs only to be put into
execution. It is too late to give vent to the mine: if
the power which has come back into your hands should
change its policy toward the Revolution, it would obtain
no result, unless it changed its principles at the same
time. The Revolution, | have just told you, has grown
its teeth: the Reaction has been only a fit of teething
sickness for it. It must have solid food: a few frags
ments of liberty, a few concessions to the interests
which it represents, will only serve to increase its
hunger. The Revolution means to exist, and to exist,
for it, is to reign.

Are you willing then to serve this great cause; to
devote yourselves, heart and soul, to the Revolution?
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You may, for there is still time, again become the
chiefs and regulators of the movement, save your
country from a serious crisis, emancipate the lower
classes without turmoil, make yourselves the arbiters
of Europe, decide the destiny of civilization and of
humanity.

I know well that such is your fervent desire; but |
do not speak of desire, | want acts —pledges.

Pledges for the Revolution, not harangues; plans for
economic reconstruction, not governmental theories:
that is what the lower classes want and expect from
you. Government! Ah! we shall still have enough of it,
and to spare. Know well that there is nothing more
counterrevolutionary than the Government. Whatever
liberalism it pretends, whatever name it assumes, the
Revolution repudiates it: its fate is to be absorbed in
the industrial organization.

Speak then, for once, straightforwardly, Jacobins,
Girondists, Mountainists, Terrorists, Indulgents, who
have all deserved equal blame, and all need equal
pardon. Fortune again favoring you, which course will
you follow? The question is not what you would have
done in a former exigency: the question is what you
are going to do now, when the conditions are no longer
the same.

Will you support the Revolution — yes or no?
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Is there Sufficient Reason for Revolution in the
Nineteenth Century?

1 Law of Tendency in Society. — The Revolution of 1789
has done only half its work.

revolution is an act of sovereign justice, in the
A order of moral facts, springing out of the neces=
sity of things, and in consequence carrying with it its
own justification; and which it is a crime for the
statesman to oppose it. That is the proposition which
we have established in our first study.

Now the question is to discover whether the idea
which stands out as the formula of the revolution is not
chimerical; whether its object is real; whether a fancy
or popular exaggeration is not mistaken for a serious
and just protest. The second proposition therefore
which we have to examine is the following:

Is there today sufficient reason in society for
revolution?

For if this reason does not exist, if we are fighting
for an imaginary cause, if the people are complaining
because, as they say, they are too well off, the duty of
the magistrate would be simply to undeceive the
multitude, whom we have often seen aroused without
cause, as the echo responds to one who calls.

In a word, is the occasion for revolution presented
at the moment, by the nature of things, by the con*
nection of facts, by the working of institutions, by the
advance in needs, by the order of Providence?

It should be possible to determine this at a glance.
If a long philosophical dissertation were necessary,
a cause might exist, but it would be only in the germ,
only potentially. To weigh arguments in such a cause
would be prophecy, not practical history.
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To solve this question | will take a rule, as simple as
it is decisive, with which the occurrences in past
revolutions furnish me. It is that the motive behind
revolutions is not so much the distress felt by the
people at a given moment, as the prolongation of this
distress, which tends to neutralize and extinguish the
good.

Thus the trial which is instituted by a revolution, and
the judgment which later it puts into execution, are
related to tendencies rather than to the mere facts:
society, as it were, paying little attention to principles,
and directing its course solely toward ends . . .

Usually good and evil, pleasure and pain, are inextric*
ably entangled in human dealing. Nevertheless, despite
continual oscillations, the good seems to prevail over
the evil, and, taking it altogether, there is marked
progress toward the better, as far as we can see.

The reasoning of the masses is built upon this idea.
The people is neither optimistic nor pessimistic; it
admits the absolute not at all. Let is stay as it believes.

Always at each reform, each abuse to be destroyed,
each vice to be combatted, it confines itself to seeking
for something better, something less evil, and works for
its own sanctification by labor, by study, by good
behavior. Its rule of conduct is therefore: A tendency
toward comfort and virtue; it does not revolt until it
can see nothing for it but A tendency toward poverty
and corruption.

Thus there was no revolution in the seventeenth
century, although the retrograde feeling which was
manifested in 1614 was already the principle of the
royal policy, and although the poverty was frightful,
according to the witness of La Bruyere, Racine,
Fén6lon, Vauban and Boisguilbert. Among other
reasons for resignation was that it had not been proved
that the poverty was anything more than the acci*
dental effect of some temporary cause: the people
remembered having been much more wretched not very
long ago. The absolute monarchy under Louis XIV
could not have appeared to them worse than feudalism.
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Nor was there any revolution under Louis XV,
except in the intellectual realm. The corruption of
principles, visible to philosophers, remained hidden
from the masses, whose logic never distinguishes an
idea from a fact. Popular experience, under Louis XV,
was far from being at the level of philosophical critic
cism. The nation still supposed that with a well*
behaved and honest prince, its ills might have an end.
Louis XVI too, was welcomed with fervor; while
Turgot, the unbending reformer, was received without
sympathy. The support of public opinion was lacking
to this great man. In 1776, one might have said that a
worthy man, who wanted to bring about reforms
peacefully, had been betrayed by the people. It was
not within his power to accomplish the Revolution by
action from above without disturbance, | had almost
said, without revolutionaries.

Fifteen years more of chaos were needed, under a
monarch personally irreproachable, to prove to the
most thoughtless that the trouble was not accidental
but constitutional, that the disorganization was system*
atic, not fortuitous, and that the situation, instead of
improving, was according to the usual fate of institu*
tions, daily growing worse and worse. The publication
of the Red Book in 1790, demonsrated this truth by
figures. Then it was that the Revolution became
popularized and inevitable.

The question which we have taken for the text of
this study: — Is there sufficient reason for a revolution
in the nineteenth century?— resolves itself into the
following: — What is the tendency of society in our
day?

Hence, but a few pages will suffice to support the

~ajiswer which | do not hesitate to point out now.

Society, as far as it has been able to develop freely
for half a century, under the distractions of '89—'93
the paternalism of the Empire and the guaranties of
1814, 1830, and 1848, is on a road radically and in*
creasingly wrong.
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Let us take our point of view at the very beginning
of present society, in 1789.

In 1798 the task of the Revolution was to destroy and
rebuild at the same time. It had the old rule to abolish
but only by producing a new organization, of which
the plan and character should be exactly the opposite
of the former, according to the revolutionary rule:
Every negation implies a subsequent contradictory
affirmation.

Of these, the Revolution, with great difficulty, acs
complished only the first; the other was entirely
forgotten. Hence this impossibility of living, which
has oppressed French society for 60 years.

The feudal order having been abolished on the night
of the 4th of August, and the principles of liberty and
civil equality proclaimed, the consequence was that in
future society must be organized, not for politics and
war, but for work. What in fact was the feudal
organization? It was one entirely military. What is
work? The negation of fighting. To abolish feudalism,
then, meant to commit ourselves to a perpetual peace,
not only foreign but domestic. By this single act, all
the old politics between State and State, all the systems
of European equilibrium, were abrogated: the same
equality, the same independence which the Revolution
promised to bring about among individuals, must
exist between nation and nation, province and province,
city and city ...

What was to be organized after the 4th of August
was not the Government, inasmuch as in restoring
government nothing but the ancient landmarks would
be restored; it was the national economy and the bah
ance of interests. It was evident that the problem of
the Revolution lay in erecting everywhere the reign
of equality and industry, in place of the feudal order
which had been abolished; inasmuch as, by the new
principles, birth no longer counted in determining the
condition of the citizen, work was all, even property
itself was subordinate: inasmuch as, in foreign affairs,
the relations of nations among themselves had to be
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reformed upon the same principles, since civil law,
public law and the law of nations are one in principle
and sufficient. The progress in agriculture which was
exhibited after the division of the national treasure, the
industrial impulse which the nation experienced after
the fall of the Empire, the growing interest in all
countries since 1830 in economic questions, all these
go to prove that it was really in the field of political
economy that the efforts of the Revolution should be
exerted.

This so manifest, so inevitable conclusion from the
act of the 4th of August, 1789, was not understood by
those who made themselves its interpreters, even up
to 1814.

All their ideas were of politics only. The counter*
revolutionary forces aiding, the revolutionary party
forced for the moment to place itself on the defensive
and to organize itself for war, the nation was again
delivered into the hands of the warriors and lawyers.
One might say that nobility, clergy and monarchy had
disappeared, only to make way for another governing
set of Anglomaniac constitutionaries, classic republics
ans, militaristic democrats, all infatuated with the
Romans and Spartans, and above all, very much so with
themselves; on the other hand, caring but very little
for the real needs of the country; which, understanding
nothing of what was going on, permitted itself to be
half destroyed at their leisure, and finally attached
itself to the fortune of a soldier.

To put my thought in one word, however little
edifying it may seem, the revolutionaries failed in their
mission after the fall of the Bastille, as they have
failed since the abdication of Louis Philippe, and for
the same reasons: the total lack of economic ideas,
their prejudice in favor of government, and the dis*
trust of the lower classes which they harbored. In ’93,
the necessity of resistance to invasion demanding an
enormous concentration of forces, the error was con*
summated. The principle of centralization, widely ap*
plied by the Committee of Public Safety, passed into a
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dogma with the Jacobins, who transmitted it to the
Empire, and to the governments that followed it. This
is the unfortunate tradition which, in 1848, determined
the retrograde movement of the Provisory Government,
and which still constitutes the whole of the science
which nourishes the politics of the republican party.

Thus the economic organization called for as a
necessary consequence of the complete abolition of
feudalism, left without guidance from the first day,
politics taking the place of industry in the minds of
everybody, Quesnay and Adam Smith giving way to
Rousseau and Montesquieu; it necessarily followed that
the new society, scarcely conceived, should remain in
embryo; that, instead of developing according to econ*
omic laws, it should languish in constitutionalism, that
its life should be a perpetual contradiction, that, in
place of the orderly condition which is characteristic
of it, it should exhibit everywhere systematic corruption
and legal inefficiency; finally, that the power which
is the expression of this society, reproducing with the
most scrupulous fidelity the antinomy of its principles,
should find itself continually in the position of fighting
with the people and the people in continual need of
attacking power.

To sum up: the society which the Revolution of 89
should have created, does not yet exist. That which
for sixty years we have had, is but a superficial,
factitious order, hardly concealing the most frightful
chaos and demoralization.

We are not in the habit of looking so long beforehand
for the causes of social disturbances and revolutions.
Above all, economic questions are repugnant to us. The
people, after the great struggle of '93, has been so
distracted from its real interests, men of brains so
thrown off by the discussions of the legislative
chamber, of public meetings and of the press, that one
may be almost sure, in leaving politics for economics,
to be in turn immediately abandoned by readers, and
to have only the paper for a confidant. Nevertheless
we must understand that outside the sphere of
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parliamentarism, as sterile as it is absorbing, there is
another field incomparably vaster, in which our destiny
is worked out; that beyond these political phantoms,
whose forms capture our imagination, there are the
phenomena of social economy, which, by their harmony
or discord, produce all the good and ill of society. Will
the reader deign to follow me for a quarter of an hour
among the broad considerations into which 1 am
obliged to enter? That done, | promise to come back
to politics.

2. Chaos of economic forces. Tendency of society toward
poverty.

I call certain principles of action economic forces,
such as the Division of Labor, Competition, Collective
Force, Exchange, Credit, Property, &c., which are to
Labor and to Wealth what the distinction of classes,
the representative system, monarchical heredity, ad*
ministrative centralization, the judical hierarchy, &c.,
are to the State.

If these forces are held in equilibrium, subject to the
laws which are proper to them, and which do not de*
pend in any way upon the arbitraryjwill of-man, Labor
can be organized, and comfort for all. guaranteed. If,
on the other hand, they are left wifhout direction and
without counterpoise, Labor is in a condition of chaos;
the useful effects of the economic forces is mingled
with an equal quantity of injurious effects; the deficit
balances the profit; Society, in so far as it is the theatre,
the agent, or the subject of production, circulation and
consumption, is in a condition of increasing suffering.

Up to now, it does not appear that order in a society
can be conceived except under one of these two forms,
the political and the industrial; between which, more*
over, there is fundamental contradiction.

The chaos of industrial forces, the struggle which they
maintain with the governmental system, which is the
only obstacle to their organization, and which they
cannot reconcile themselves with nor merge themselves
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in, is the real, profound cause of the unrest which
disturbs French society, and which was aggravated
during the second half of the reign of Louis Philippe.

Seven years ago, | filled two octavo volumesi8 with
the story of these disturbances, and of the terrible con*
flicts which spring from them. This work, which
remained unanswered by the economists, was received
no more favorably by the Social*Democracy. | permit
myself to make this remark, merely to show by my own
experience how little favor researches in political econ*
omy obtain, how little revolutionary therefore is our
epoch.

I shall limit myself to recalling very briefly some of
the most general facts, in order to give the reader a
glimpse of this order of forces and phenomena, which
has been hidden from all eyes until now, and which
alone can put an end to the governmental drama.

Everybody has heard of the division of labor.

It consists of the distribution of the hand work of a
given industry in such a manner that each person
performs always the same operation, or a small number
of operations, so that the product, instead of being the
integral product of one workman, is the joint product
of a large number.

According to Adam Smith, who first demonstrated
this law scientifically, and all the other economists, the
division of labor is the most powerful lever of modern
industry. To it principally must be attributed the
superiority of civilized peoples to savage peoples.
Without division of labor, the use of machines would
not have gone beyond the most ancient and most com*
mon utensils: the miracles of machinery and of steam
would never have been revealed to us; progress would
have been closed to society; the French Revolution itself,
lacking an outlet, would have been but a sterile revolt;
it could have accomplished nothing. But, on the other
hand, by division of labor, the product of labor mounts
to tenfold, a hundredfold, political economy rises to

1B The reference is to Ecdnomical Contradictions.
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the height of a philosophy, the intellectual level of
nations is continually raised. The first thing that
should attract the attention of the legislator is the
separation of industrial functions —the division of
labor — in a society founded upon hatred of the feudal
and warlike order, and destined in consequence to
organize itself for work and peace.

It was not done thus. This economic force was left
to all the overturns caused by chance and by interest.
The division of labor, becoming always more minute,
and remaining without counterpoise, the workman has
been given other to a more and more degrading subjec*
tion to machinery. That is the effect of the division
of labor when it is applied as practised in our
days, not only to make industry incomparably more
productive, but at the same time to deprive the worker,
in mind and body, of all the wealth which it creates
for the capitalist and the speculator. Here is how an
observer, who is not suspected of sympathy with labor,
M. de Tocqueville, sums up on this grave subject:

“In proportion to the more complete application
“of the principle of the division of labor, the works
“ror|1an becomes weaker, more limited and more depen*
“dent."

J. B. Say had already said:

“A man who all his life has performed but one
“operation certainly learns to execute it more
“quickly and more skilfully than another; but at the
“same time he becomes less capable of every other
“operation, whether physical or intellectual; his other
“faculties are extinguished, and degeneration results
“in him, considered as an individual. It is a sad
“account to offer of himself that he has never made
“more than the twenty=sixth part of a pin ... In result,
“it may be said that the division of labor is a skilful
“mode of employing the power of a man; that it
“adds prodigiously to the products of a society; but
“that it subtracts something from the capacity of
“each man taken individually.”
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All the economists are in accord as to this fact, one
of the most serious which the science has to announce;
and, if they do not insist upon it with the vehemence
which they habitually use in their polemics, it must be
said, to the shame of the human mind, that it is because
they cannot believe that this perversion of the greatest
of economic forces can be avoided.

So the greater the division of labor and the power of
machines, the less the intelligence and skill of hand of
the worker. But the more the value of the worker falls
and the demand for labor diminishes, the lower are
wages and the greater is poverty. And it is not a few
hundreds of men but millions, who are the victims of
this economic perturbation.

In England, through the division of labor and the
power of machinery, the number of workmen has been
observed to diminish by a third, by a half, by three*
quarters, by five*sixths; and the wages decreasing in
like proportion, fall from 60 cents a day to 10 cents and
6 cents. Throughout entire provinces the proprietors
have driven out useless mouths. Everywhere first
women, then children, have taken the place of men in
manufacture. Consumption being unable to keep pace
with production among an impoverished people, the
latter is obliged to wait; and regular out*of*work periods
are the result; of six weeks, three months and six
months out of each year. Statistics of these periods of
idleness by Parisian workmen have recently been
published by one of them, Pierre Vincard; the details
are heartrending. The smallness of the wages being
in proportion to the time of idleness, the conclusion is
reached that certain workwomen who earn 20 cents a
day, must live on 10, becausei they are idle for six
months. This is the rule to which a population of
320,000 in Paris must submit. And the situation of the
class of working women everywhere throughout the
Republic may the judged from this sample.

Philanthropic conservatives, admirers of ancient
customs, charge the industrial system with this anom*

aly. They want to go back to the feudal*farming period.
4
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| say that it is not industry that is at fault, but
economic chaos: | maintain that the principle has been
distorted, that there is disorganization of forces, and
that to this we must attribute the fatal tendency with
which society is carried away.

Another example.

Competition, next to the division of labor, is one of
the most powerful factors of industry; and at the same
time one of the most valuable guaranties. Partly for the
sake of it, the first revolution was brought about. The
workmen’s unions, established at Paris some years since,
have recently given it a new sanction by establishing
among themselves piece work, and abandoning, after
their experience of it, the absurd idea of the equality
of wages. Competition is moreover the law of the
market, the spice of trade, the salt of labor. To sup*
press competition is to suppress liberty itself; it is to
begin the restoration of the old order from below, in
replacing labor by the rule of favoritism and abuse, of
which ’89 rid us.

Yet competition, lacking legal forms and superior
regulating intelligence, has been perverted in turn, like
the division of labor. In it, as in the latter, there is
perversion of principle, chaos and a tendency toward
evil. This will appear beyond doubt if we remember
that of the thirty=six million souls who compose the
French nation, at least ten millions arc wage workers,
to whom competition is forbidden, for whom there is
nothing but to struggle among themselves for their
meagre stipend.

Thus that competition, which, as thought in ’'89r
should be a general right, is today a matter of excep*
tional privilege: only they whose capital permits them to
become heads of business concerns may exercise their
competitive rights.

The result is that competition, as Rossi, Blanqui, and
a host of others have recognized, instead of democra*
tizing industry, aiding the workman, guaranteeing the
honesty of trade, has ended in building up a mercantile
and land aristocracy, a thousand times more rapacious
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than the old aristocracy of the nobility. Through com*
petition all the profits of production go to capital; the
consumer, without suspecting the frauds of commerce,
is fleeced by the speculator, and the condition of the
workers is made more and more precarious. Speaking
of this, Eugene Buret says: “l assert that the working
“class is turned over, body and soul, to the sweet will
“of industry.” And elsewhere he says: “The most
“trifling speculation may change the price of bread one
“cent a pound, which means $124,100,000 for thirty*six
“million people.”

It was recently seen how little free competition could
do for the people, and how illusory it is as a guaranty
with us at present, when the Prefect of Police, yielding
to the general demand, authorized the sale of meat at
auction. Nothing less than all the energy the people
could muster, aided by governmental power, could
overcome the monopoly of the butchers.

Accuse human nature, say the economists, do not ac*
cuse competition. Very well, | will not accuse compe*
tition: | will only remark that human nature does not
remedy one evil by another, and ask how it has;
mistaken its path. What? Competition ought to
make us more and more equal and free; and instead it
subordinates us one to the other, and makes the
worker more and more a slavel This is a perversion of
the principle, a forgetfulness of the law. These are
not mere accidents; they are a whole system of
misfortunes.

Pity is expressed for those who work in dangerous
or unwholesome occupations: it is desired that civiliz*
ation should do without their services, out of compas*
sion for their lot. These sad occurrences, inherent in
certain occupations, are nothing in comparison with the
scourge of economic chaos.

Let us cite one more example.

Of all economic forces, the most vital, in a society
reconstructed for industry by revolution, is credit. The
proprietary, industrial, trading business world knows
this well: all its efforts since 89 have tended, at tne
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bottom, toward only these two things, peace and
credit, all through the Constituent and Legislative
Assemblies, the Convention, the Directory, the Empire,
the Restoration, the monarchy of July. What did it
not do to win over the unmanageable Louis XVI?
What did it not pardon in Louis Philippe?

The peasant also knows it: of the whole of politics,
he, like the business man, understands only these two
things, taxes and interest. As for the working class, so
marvellously fitted for progress, such is the ignorance
in which it has been kept as to the true cause of its
sufferings, that it is hardly since February that it has
begun to stammer the word, credit; and to see in this
principle the most powerful of revolutionary forces.
In the matter of credit, the workingman knows but two
things, his account with the baker and the pawn*
broker’s shop.

In a nation devoted to labor, credit is what blood is
to an animal, the means of nutrition, life itself. It can*
not be interrupted without danger to the social body.
If there is a single institution which should have ap*
pealed -before all others to our legislators, after the
abolition of feudal privileges and the levelling of clas=
ses, assuredly it is credit. Yet not one of our pompous
declarations of right, not one of our constitutions,
so long drawn out, not one of these has
mentioned it at all. Credit, like the division of labor,
the use of machineryand competition, has been left to
itself; even the FINANCIAL power, far greater than
that of the executive, legislative and judicial, has never
had the honor of mention in our various charters.
Handed over by a decree of the-Empire of the 23rd of
April, 1803, to a company of revenue farmers, it has
remained until now in the condition of a hidden power:
hardly anything can be found relating to it, except a law
of 1807, fixing the rate of interest at five per cent. After
the Revolution as before it, credit got along as best it
could; or rather, as it pleased the largest holders of
coin. It is only fair to say that the Government, while
sacrificing the Country, did not spare itself; it treated
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itself as it treated others: we have nothing against it
on this score.

What has been the result of this incredible
negligence?

In the first place, forestalling and usury being
practised upon coin by preference, coin being at the
same time the tool of industrial transactions and the
rarest of merchandise, and consequently the safest and
most profitable, dealing in money was rapidly
concentrated in the hands of a few monopolists, whose
fortress is the Bank.

Thereupon the Country and the State were made
the vassals of a coalition of capitalists.

Thanks to the tax imposed by this bankocracy upon
all industrial and agricultural industry, property has
already been mortgaged for two billion dollars, and the
State for more than one billion.

The interest paid by the nation for this double in*
debtedness, with costs, renewals, commissions and
discounts on loans included, amounts to at least 240
million dollars.

This enormous sum of 240 millions does not yet e«
press all that the producers have to pay to the financial
exploitation: we should add from 140 to 160 million for
discounts, advances, delays in payments, dividends,
obligations under private seal, court expenses, &c.

Property, fleeced by the Bank, has been obliged to
follow the same course in its relations with industry,
to become a usurer in turn toward labor; thus farm rent
and house rent have reached a prohibitive rate, which
drives the cultivator from the field and the workman
from his home.

So much so that today they whose labor has created
everything cannot buy their own products, nor obtain
furniture, nor own a habitation, nor ever say: This
house, this garden, this vine, this field, are mine.

On the contrary, it is an economic necessity, in the
present system of credit, and with the growing
disorganization of industrial forces, that the poor man,
working harder and harder, should be always poorer,
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and that the rich man, without working, always richer,
as one may easily convince himself by the following.

If we may believe the estimate of a skilled economist,
M. Cheve, out of two billions of value produced
every year, one and one*fifth billions are taken away
by parasites; that is to say, by finance, by predaceous
property, and by the budget and its satellites: the bal*
ance, perhaps four*fifths of a billion, remains for the
producers. Another able economist, M. Chevalier,
dividing the estimated product of the country by its
thirty*six million inhabitants, has found that the income
per head per day was an average of 13 cents; and, as
from this figure must be deducted enough to pay inter*
est, rent, taxes, and the expenses which they involve,
M. de Morogues, yet another learned economist, has
concluded that for a large part of the population daily
consumption was less than 5 cents. But since rents,
the same as taxes, continually increase, while through
economic disorganization work and wages diminish, it
follows that, according to the aforesaid economists, the
material comfort of the working classes follows a
decreasing progression, which may be represented by
this series of numbers: 65, 60, 55, 50, 45, 40, 35, 30, 25,
20, 15, 10, 5, 0, —5 —10, —15 &c. This law of
impoverishment is the corollary of the Malthusian law;
its fundamental fact may be found in every book of
statistics.

Some Utopians attack competition; others refuse to
accept the division of labor and the whole industrial
order; the workingmen, in their crass ignorance, blame
machinery. No one, to this day, has thought of
denying the utility and legitimacy of credit; nevertheless
it is incontestable that the perversion of credit is the
most active cause of the poverty of the masses. Were it
not for this, the deplorable effects of the division of
labor, of the employment of machinery, of competition,
would scarcely be felt at all, would not even exist. Is
it not evident that the tendency of society is towards
poverty, not through the depravity of men, but through
the disorder of its own elementary principles?
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It may be said that this is a misuse of logic, that
capital, land, houses, cannot be let for nothing, that
every service should be paid for, &c. Possibly. | will
admit that lending wealth, as much as creating it, is a
service that merits recompense. When it is a question
of the advantage of others, I would rather exceed
justice than stop short of it; but that does not alter the
facts. | maintain that credit is too dear; that it is with
money as it is with meat, which the prefect of police
supplies us with today from 3 to 5 cents cheaper than
the market stall keepers; as it is with transportation,
which would cost 80 per cent less than present rates,
if the railroads could or would permit the country to
use their immense resources. |,say that it would be
possible, yes, easy, to lower the price of credit from
75 to 90 per cent, without wronging the lenders, and
that it depends upon the nation and the State that this
should be done. Let there be no argument as to a pre*
tended legal impossibility. It is with the seignorial
rights of the capitalists as it was with those of the
nobles and monasteries, nothing easier than to abolish
them; and, | repeat, that for the safety of property itself
they must be abolished.

Can it be believed that the revolutionaries of 89, 92,
93, 'H4, who swung the axe with such ardor against
the feudal tree, would not have uprooted it to its last
fibres, if they had foreseen that, in the shadow of their
half-way governmentalism, such sprouts would grow?

Can it be believed that, instead of reestablishing the
seignorial courts and the parliaments under other names
and other forms, of rejecting absolutism after bap?
tising it with the name of Constitution, of enslaving the
provinces as before, under the pretext of unity and
centralization, of sacrificing all liberties, by giving them
for an inseparable companion a pretended public order,
which is but confusion, corruption and brute force—
can it be believed, | say, that they would not have
welcomed the new order, and completed the Revolution,
if their sight had penetrated the organism which their
instinct sought, but the state of knowledge and the
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distractions of the moment did not permit them to
conceive?.......

It is not only that our present society, through having
forsaken its principles, tends continually to impoverish
the producer, to subordinate labor to capital —a
contradiction in itself — but that it tends also to make
of workingmen a race of helots, inferior to the caste of
free men as of old; and it tends to erect into a political
and social dogma the enslavement of the working class
and’the necessity of its poverty.

A few facts, selected from among millions, will excm*
plify this fatal tendency.

From 1806 to 1811, according to Chevalier, the annual
consumption of wine in Paris was 170 quarts per head:
it is now only 95 quarts. Abolish the duties, which,
with the accessory expenses, amount to at least 6 to 7
cents a quart with the retailer, and the consumption
will increase from 95 to 200; moreover the vine
grower, who does not know what to do with his
products, will be able to sell them.

But in order to do this, it would be necessary either
to reduce the amount of the budget, or to place the
taxes upon the rich; and, as neither the one nor the
other seems practicable, and besides as it is not well that
the workingman should drink too much, seeing that the
use of wine is incompatible with the modesty which is
becoming in men of that class, the duties will not be
lowered, neither will they be raised.

According to Raudot, a writer whose conservative
opinions relieve him from any charge of exaggeration,
France is reduced to buying annually in foreign markets
nine million head of sheep and cattle for the slaughter
house, despite the high tariff. Notwithstanding this
importation, the quantity of meat offered for sale does
not exceed an average of 40 Ibs. per head per annum,
a trifle less than 2 ounces a day. But if we recall that
85 cities, towns and capitals of provinces, with a total
population of not more than 3 millions, absorb a
quarter of this, the conclusion is reached that the
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majority of Frenchmen never eat meat; which is in fact
true.

It is by virtue of this policy that wine and meat are
today excluded from the list of articles of first neces*
sity, and that so many people, in France as in Ireland,
eat only potatoes, chestnuts, buckwheat or oatmeal-

The effects of this state of affairs are such as might
be expected from theory. Everywhere in Europe the
constitution of the laborer is weakened. In France, the
Council of Revision has established that within fifty
years the average stature has diminished by a half an
inch, and this reduction bears chiefly upon suffering
humanity, the working class. Before '89, the required
minimum height for the army wag 5 feet 1 inch. After*
wards following the diminution of stature and the
weakening of health, as well as the excessive destruction
of life, this was reduced to 4 feet 10 inches. As for
exemptions from service for deficient height and
health, they were, from 1830 to 1839, 45" per cent., and
from 1839 to 1848, 50 % per cent.

The average length of life, it is true, has increased,
but at the expense of the same laboring class, as is
proved, among other proofs, by the tables of mortality
of Paris, in which the death rate for the 12th precinct is
1lin 26, while for the 1st precinct it is only 1 in 52.

Can it be doubted that there is a tendency toward ill
in existing society, at least among the working people?
Does it not seem that society has been made, as Saint
Simon says, not for the amelioration of the people,
physically, morally and intellectually, but for their
impoverishment, depravity and ignorance?

The average number of students received each year
by the Polytechnic School is, | believe, 176. According
to Chevalier, it would not be exaggeration to say that
twenty times as many might be received. But what
would our capitalist society do with the 3520 graduates
which the School would turn out at the end of each
school year? | insist upon this question: What would
it do?
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When the management ordered that only 176 scholars
should be received, in place of the 3520 who could be
received, it was because it was not possible for the
government, with its still feudakindustrial system, to
make proper provision for more than 176 of these young
people.

Science is not cultivated for the sake of science: one
does not study chemistry, integral calculus, analytical
geometry, mechanics, in order to become a mechanic or
a laborer. Superabundance of ability, far from being of
service to the country and the State, is an inconvenience
to them. In order to avoid dangerous upsetting of clas*
ses, it is necessary that instruction should be given in
proportion to fortune; that is should be slight or none
at all for the most numerous and lowest class, moderate
for the middle class, superior only for a small number
of the well»to*do, destined to represent by their talents
the aristocracy whence they sprang....... That is what
the Catholic clergy, faithful to its principles, faithful to
its feudal traditions, has always understood: the law
placing the University and the schools in their hands
was only an act of justice.

Thus, instruction cannot be universal, and, most of
all, it cannot be free, in a still feudal society: that would
be nonsense. It is necessary, in order to maintain the
subordination of the masses, to restrain the flowering*
forth of ability, to reduce the too numerous and too
unmanageable attendance at colleges, to keep in
systematic ignorance the millions of workers doomed to
repugnant and painful labor, to make use of instruction
by not making use of it, that is to say, by turning it
toward the brutalization and exploitation of the lower
classes.

And, as if evil as well as good must have its sanction,
pauperism, thus foreseen, provided for, organized, by
the economic chaos, has found its own; it is included in
the criminal statistics. Here is the progression for 25
years past, of the number of arrests and of cases
prosecuted at the request of the public prosecutor:
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Years Arrests Cases
1827 47,443 34,908
1846 101,443 80,891
1847 124,159 95,914

In the district courts the progression has increased in
the same way:

Years Arrests Cases
1829 159,740 108,390
1845 197,913 152,923
1847 239,291 184,922

When the workingman has been brutalized by the
division of labor, by attending machines, by teaching
that does not teach; when he has been discouraged by
small wages, demoralized by being out of work,
famished by monopoly; when he has neither bread nor
dough, neither cash nor credit, neither fire nor hearth;
then he lies, he thieves, he robs, he assassinates. After
having passed through the hands of the plunderers, he
pzlasses through those of the dealers in justice. Is that
clear?

Now | return to politics.

3. Anomaly of Government. Tendency toward Tyranny
and Corruption.

It is by contrast with error that truth impresses itself
upon the understanding. In place of liberty and
industrial equality, the Revolution has left us a legacy
of authority and political subordination. The State,
growing more powerful every day, and endowed with
prerogatives and privileges without end, has undertaken
to do for our happiness what we might have expected
from a very different source. How has it acquitted
itself of its task? What part has the government played
during the last fifty years, regardless of the particular
form of its organization? What has been its tendency?
That is now the question.

Up to 1848, statesmen, whether belonging to the
ministry or the opposition, whose influence directed



60 SECOND STUDY

public sentiment and governmental action, did not seem
to have been aware of the mistaken course of society
in what especially concerns the laboring classes. Most
of them indeed made it a merit and a duty to busy
themselves in the amelioration of the workers’ lot. One
would cry out for teachers; another would talk against
the premature and immoral employment of children in
manufactories. This one would demand the lowering
of duties upon salt, beverages and meat; that one called
out for the complete abolition of town and custom
house tariffs. In the lofty regions of power there was
a general impulse toward economic and social ques*
tions. Not a soul saw that, in the present state of our
institutions, such reforms were but innocent chimaeras;
that, in order to bring them about, nothing less than a
new creation