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THE PROLETARIAT. 
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I. 

EFFECT OF MACHINERY. 
In all oonntries in whioh the oapitalist system of prodnotion prevails, espeoially 

in snoh oountries aa the United States where oapitalism has reaohed the point of 
production on a large soale, we find the population divided mainly into two 
olasaea : first, the capitalists, who possess the means of production-tools, maohinery, 
land, eto., but who take no part in production itself; and seoondly, the wage. 
workers, the proletariat, who possess nothing but their labor powea on the sale 
of which they live, and whose labor alone brings forth the whole wealth of the 
land. 

Clapitalista need a large supply of proletarians ; originally, in other owntriee 
and in ages gone by, foroible methods were resorted to, to furnish tbls requisite 
supply. To-day, however, in the United Statee especially, suah methods are no 
longer needed. The superior power of oapitalist prodnation on a large soale 
over small prodnotion is to-day suffioient, without doiag open violence to the 
Iaw or to private property, but on the oontraq, with the very assistance of these, 
vear in year out to strip of all property a sufficient number of small farmers 
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and industrialists, who are then thrown upon the streets, who merge with the 
mass of the proletariat, and who thereby satisfy the ever increasing oepitalist 
demand for more human flesh. 

That the number of the proletariat is steadily on the inorease in this oountry 
is such a palpable faot that even they no longer attempt to deny it, who would 
make us believe that sooiety to-day rests upon the same basis that it did a 
hundred years ago, and who try to paint in rosy oolors the picture of the small 
produaer. Indeed, a revolution has taken place in the make-up of sooiety, the 
same as it has in the system of prodnotion. The capitalist form of prodnotion 
has overthrown all others and beoome the dominant one in the field of industry; 
similarly wage-labor is to-day the dominant form of labor ; a hundred years ago 
the farming peasantry took the first plaoe; later, the small oity industrialists ; 
to-day it ie the wage-earner or proletariat. 

In all oivilized oountries the proletarians are today the largest olass; it is 
their oondition and modes of thought that control those of all the other sub- 
divisions of labor. This state of things implies a oomplete revolution in the 
condition and thought of the bulk of the population. The conditions of the 
proletariat differ radioally from those of all other former oategories of labor. 
The small farmer, the artisan, the small produoers generally, were, namely, the 
owners of the produot of their labor by reason of their ownership of the means 
of production; oontrariwise, the product of the labor of the proletarian does not 
belong to him, it belongs to the oapitalist, to the purohaaer of his labor-power, 
to the owaer of the requisite instruments of prodnotion. True enough the pro- 
Ietariat is paid therefor by the oapitallste, but the value of his wages is far below 
that of his produot. 

When the capitalist in industry-and let it be here said, onoe for all, that, 
at the present stage of development in prodnotion, agrioulture is as muoh an 
industry as any other-purohases the only oommodity whioh the proletarian oau 
offer for sale, to tit, his labor power, he does ao for the only purpose of ntlllzurg 
it in a profitable way. The more the workingman:produoes, the larger the value 
of his product. if the capitalist were to work his hands only long enough to 
produoe the worth of the wages he pays them, he would oleer no profits. But 
however willing the aapitalist is to pose as the benefaator of suffering humanity, 
his oapital ories for ‘profits” and finds in him a willing listener. The longer 
the time is extended during whioh the workmen labor in the servioe of the 
capitalists, over and above the time needed to Dover their wages, the larger is the 
value of their produot, the larger is the surplus over and above the oapitalist 
outlay in wages, and the larger is the quantity of exploitation to whioh these 
workmen are subjected. This exploitation or fleecing of labor 5nds a limit only 
in the powers of enduranoe of the working peeple and in the resistmoe whioh 
they may be able to offer to their exploiters. 

In oapitalist preduation, the oapitalist and the wage-worker are not aotive to- 
gether as the employer and the employed used to be in previous industrial 
apoohs. The oapitalist soon develops into, and remains essentially, a merohant. 
His sotivity, in so far as he may be at all aotive, limits itself, like that of the 
merohant, to the operations of the market. Eis labors oocsist in purohasing as 
aheaply as possible the raw material, labor power and other essentials, and to 
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turn around and sell the finished prodnots as dearly as possibly. Cpon‘ the field 
of production itself he does nothiug except to secure the largest quantity of labor 

from the workmen for the least possible amount of wages, and thereby to squeeze 
out of them the largest possible quantity of surplus values. With regard to his 
workmen he is not a f&m-worker, he is only a driver, an ezpploiter. The longer 
they work, the better off he is; he is not tired out if the hours of labor are 
unduly extended; he does not perish if the method of prodnotion becomes a 
murderous one. Of all former ruling olasses the capitalist is the most reokless 
of the life and safety of his operatives. Extension of the hours of work, 

abolition of holidays, introduotion of night labor, damp or overheated factories 
dlled with poisonous gases, such ar+ the “improvements” which the oapitalist 
mode of production has introducted for tbe benefit of the working olass. 

The introduction of machinery increases still further the danger to life and 
limb for the workingman. The machine system fetters him to a monster that 
moves perpetually with a gigantio power and with insane speed. Only the closest, 
never flagging attention can protect the workingman, attached to such a maobine, 

from being seized and broken by it. Protective measures oost money ; the 
oapitalist does not introduoe them unless he is forced thereto. Economy being 
the mnoh vaunted virtue of the capitalist, he is oonstrained by it to save room 
and to squeeze as much machinery as possible into the workshop. What cares 
he that the limbs of his workiogmen are thereby endangered? Workingmen are 
cheap, but large airy workshops are dear. 

There is still another respeot in whioh the capitalist application of machinery 
lowers the condition of the working class. It is this : The tool of the former 
mechanic was cheap ; it was subject to few ohanges.that would render it useless; 
otherwise with the maohine ; in the first place it costs money, much money ; in 
the second plaoe, if, through improvements in the system it becomes useless, or 
if it is not used to its full capacity, it will bring loss instead of profit to the 

capitalist ; again, the machine is worn out not only through use but also through 
idleness; furthermore, the introduction of science into production, the result of 
which is the machine itself, oauses constant new discoveries and inventions to 
take the plaoe of older ones, and renders oonstantly, now this, then that sort of 
machine, and often whole factories at once, unable to oompete with the improved 
ones before they have been used up to their full extent ; owing to these oonstant 
ohanges, every machine is in constant danger of being made useless before it is 
used up; this is suffioient ground for the capitalist to utilize his machine as 
quickly as possible from the moment he puts it in operation ; in other words, 
the capitalist application of the system of maohinery is a partioular spur that 

drives the capitalist to extend the hours of labor as much as possible, to oarry 
on production without interruption, to introduoe the system of night and day 
shifts, and, aooordingly, to rear the unwholeeome system of night work into a 
permanent system. 

At the time the system of machinery began to develop, some ideologists 
declared the golden age was at hand : the machine was to release the working- 
man and render him a free man. In the hands of the capitalist however, the 
mschine has become the most powerful lever towards making heavier the load of 



labor, borne by the proletariat, and to aggravate his servitude into an 
unbearable condition. 

But it is not only with regard to the hours of worlc that the oondition of 
the wage-worker and proletariat has suffered with the introduction of maohinery. 
It suiIered also with regrard to his wuges. The proletarian, the workman of to- 
day, does not eat at the table of the oapitalist ; he does not live in the same 
house. However wretched his home may be; however miserable his food, 
nay, even though he may famish, the well-being of the ospitalist is not disturbed 
by the sickening sight. The words Wage8 and Stcmath used to be opposites; 
the free workingman oonld formerly starve only when he had no work ; whoever 
worked earned Wages, he had enough to eat, Star&ion was not his lot. The 
unenviable distinotion was reserved for the oapitallst system of prodnotion to 
reoonoile these two opposites-Wages and Stmvatim-, and to raise Sturvaticm- 
IVkges into a permanent institution, yes, into a prop of the present so&l system. 

II. 

Wages. 
Wages oan never rise so high as to make it impossible for the capitalist to 

carry on his business and live; under suoh cironmstanoes, it would be more 
profitable for the oapitalist to give up his business. Consequently, the wages of 
the workingman can never rise high enough to equal the value of his produot. 
They must always be below that, SD as to leave a surplus ; it is only the 
prospeot of a surplus that moves the capitalist to purohase labor-power. It is 
therefore evident that in the oapitalist social system the wages of the workmen 
oan never rise high enough to put an end to the exploitation of labor. 

This surplus, whioh the capitalist olass appropriates, is larger than is usually 
imagined. It oovers not only the “pro5ts” of the manufaoturer but many other 
items that are usually credited to the oosts of produotion and exohange. It oovers, 
for instanoe, rent, interest on loans, salaries, merohant’s profits, taxes, eto. All 
thwe have to be covered with tke surplus, or the exoess of the value of the 
produot over the wages of the workingmfsn. It is evident that this aurplus must 
be a oonsiderable one if a oonaern is to ‘pay”; the exploitation of the workingman 
muat be great, even where the wages are high. It is clear that the wages of the 
workingman cannot rise high enough to be even approximately equal to the value 
of his produet. The capitalist wages system means, under all oircumstanoes, the 
thorough exploitation of the working dass. It is impossible to abolish thii 
exploitation without abolishing the system itself. 

But wages rarely reaoh the highest point whioh they might even under these 
oircumstanoes ; more often they are found to be nearer to the lowest possible 
point. This point is reached when the wages do not even supply the worxman 
with his barest necessities ; when the workingman not only starves but starves 
rapidly, all work is at end. 

The wages swing between these two extremes ; they are found to be lower 
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the lower the neoessities of the workman, the larger the supply of labor in the 
labor market, and the slighter the capaoity of the workingmen for reaiatanw. 

In generrl, wages must be high enough to keep the workingman in a oon- 

dition to work, or, to speak more soour8tely, they must be high enough to Beoure 
to the oapitaliet the measure of labor-power whioh he needs. In other words. 
wages must be high enough, not only to keep the workingman in a ooaditlon 
to work, but also in a oondition to produoe ohildren who may be able to replaoe 

. them. It follows that the industrial development has a tandenoy that is most 
pleaeing to the oapitalist, to wit, to lower tf~ ncoeeaities 0j the workingman in 
ordtu that his wages may be lozmr in prOpOrtion. 

There was a time when skill and strength were requisitea for a WOrkiugm8u. 
The period of 8pprenticaship was then long, the oost of his training oonsidereble. 
Now, however, the progress made in the division of lsbor and the system of 
maohinery render skill and strength in prodnotion more end more superfluous ; they 
make it poesible to substitute unskilled and oheap workman for skilled ones ; end 
oonsequently, to substitute weak women and even ohildren in the pleoe of men. 
Already in the early &ages of manafaotory this tendenoy is peroeptible ; but not 
until machinery is lntroduaed into prodnotion does the wholesale exploitation 
aommenoe of women and ohildren of tender age - an exploitation 
of the moat helpless 8mong the helpless, who 8ry) m8de 8 prey of shocking msl- 
tre8tment and ebnse. Thus maahlnery develops 8 new and wonderful quality 
in the hande of the aapitaliii. 

Originally, the wege-worker, who was not 8 member of the fsmily of his 
employer, bed to e8rn wagea high enough to defray not only his own expenses 
but thoee of hia family in order to eneble kim te prapegate himself snd to 
beque8th his k8bor powa to others. Without thii prooess on his part, the 
heirs of the oapit8lists would find no proleteriens rdy mede for exploitetion. 

When, however, the wife, and, from early infanoy, the ohildren of the worklng- 
man are 8ble to take care of themselves, then the wages of the m8le working- 
man 08n be eafely reduoed to the level of his own personal needs without the 
risk of stoppiug the eupply of frash labor power. 

Over end ebove this, the lebor of women and ohlhlren aifords the additional 
advsntage that these offer lena resifhnae than men; and their introduotion into 
the rmka of the workers inoreassa wonderfully the quantity of labor that is offered for 
6ale in the msrket. 

Acoordingly, the laber of women and ohildren doea not only lower the 
neoeasities of the workingman but it also dlminishee his oapaolty for reeistanoe 
in that it overstooks the labor market: owing to both these oiroumstanoes it 
lowers the wages of the workingman. 

Dissolution of the Proletarian Familv. 
The labor of women in produotive pnrsulta ,betokens the total destruo;on of 

Obe family life of the workingman, without substiluting for it 8 higher form of 
family relationship. The capitalist system of prodnotion does not yet generally 

deetroy the eingle household of the wdrklngmen, but robs it -of all iiu bright, 
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ana leaves only its dark sides. The nativity of woman to-day in industrial 
pursuits does not mean to her freedom from household duties ; it means to her an 
inorease of her former burdens by a new one. But we oannot serve two masters, 
The household of the workingman sn&rs whenever his wife must help to earn 
the daily bread. What present sooiety puts in the plaoe of the individual 
household and family whioh it destroys, are miserable substitutes: soup-houses and 

day nurseries, where the offals of the physiaal and mental snstenanoe of the rioh 
are oast to the lower classes. . 

Sooialists are charged with an intent to abolish the family. We do know 
that every system of prodnotion has had a speoial form of household, to whioh 
corresponds a special system of family relationship. We do not oonsider the 
exiating form of the family the highest possible nor the last utterance upon the 
subjeot ; and we do expect that a new and improved sooial aystem may yet 
develop a new and higher form of family relationship. But to hold this view 
is a very different thing from striving to dissolve all family bonds. They who 
DO destroy the family bonds-who not only mean to but who in faot DO destroy 
them right under our own eyes-they are, not the Sooialists, but the capitalists 
themselves. Many a slave-holder has before this torn husband from wife, and 
parents from grown-up ohildren ; but the oapitalists have improved upon the 
abominations of slavery: they tear the suckling from the breast of its mother, 
and oompel her to intrust it to strangers’ hands. And yet a sooiety in whioh 
hundreds of thousands of suoh instanoes are of daily ooounenoe, a sooiety whose 
luminaries promote “benevolent” institutions for the purpose of making easy the 
separation of the mothers from their babes, suoh a sooiety has the effrontery to 
aoonse the Sooialists of oontemplating the abolition of the family simply beoause 
they. basing their opinion upon the faot that the 6‘family” has ever been one 
of the refl-xes of the syetem of prodnotion, foresee that further changes in that 
system must also result in more a perleo: system of family relationship. 

IV. 
IProstitution. 

Hand in hand with the aoousation on the subjeot of the family bonds goes 
the aoousation that Sooialists aim at a oommunity of wives. This oharge is as 
false as the other. Sooialists, on the oontrary, maintain that just the reverse 
of a oommunity in wives, and of all sexual oppression and lioense, to wit, ideal 
love, will be the foundation of matrimonial oonneotions in a Socialist Common- 
wealth, and that pure love oan only prevail in snob a sooial system. What, on the 
other hand, do we see to-day 1 

The irrational system of modern prodnotion tears the sexes apart. It builds 
up she-towns in New England and hs-town8 in the mining distriots of Pennsyl- 
vania, Illinois, Ohio and the further West, thereby dlreotly promoting and in- 
citing prostitution as a natural and inevitable result Furthermore, helpless women, 
foroed to earn their living in the faotories, shops and mines, fall a prey to oapitalist 
aupidity; the capitalist takes advantage of their inexperienoe, offers them wegee 
lroo slight for their support, and hints et, or even brazenly refers them to, 
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prostitution as a means of supplementing their income. Everywhere, the inaraasa 
of female labor in industry is aooompauied by an inorease of prostitution. In 
the modem State,. where ohrietianity is preaohed and pioasnese is at a pxemium, 
many a “thriving” branoh of industry is found whose working women are paid 
so poorly that they would be oompelled to starve unless they prostituted them- 
selves; and wonderful to say, in suoh in&noes the oapitalist will ever be heard 
to protest that these small wages are indiepensable to enable him to oompete 
suooesefully in the market, and to maintain his establiihment in a 9hriving” 
condition. 

Prostitution is as old as the oontrast between rioh and poor. At one tima, 
however, prostitutes oonstituted a middle olaes between beggars and thieves; they 
were then an artiole of luxury, whioh sooiety indulged in, but the loss of whioh 
would in no way have endangered its existenoe. To-day, however, it is no 
longer the females of the slnme alone, but working women who are oompelled 
to sell their bodies for money. This latter sale is no longer simply a matter 
of luxury, it has become one of the foundations upon whioh prodnotion is 
carried on. Under the oapitalistio system of prodnotion, prostitution becomes a 
pU&r of so&y. What the defenders of this so&l ‘system falsely oharge Sooialista 
with, is the very thing they are guilty of themselves: Oommunity of wives is 8 
feature of aapitalism. Indeed suoh deep roots has this system of oommunity of I 
wivas 0ast in modem soaiety that its representatives agree in dealariig prostitution 
to be a neeeasay thing. They aannot understand that the abolition of the proletariat 
implies the abolition of prostitution. So deep are they sunk in intellectual 
stagnation that they oannot oonoeive a so&l system without oommunity of wives. 

But be it noted, oommunity of wives has ever been an invention of the 
upper layers of soolety, never of the proletariat, The community of wives is 
one of the modes of exploiting the proletariat; it is not Sooialism; it is the exaot 
opposite of Sooialiem. 

v. 
The Industrial Reserve Army. 

We have seen that the introduotion of female and ohild-labor in industry is 
one of the most powerful means whereby the onpitalists reduce the wages of 
workingmen. There is however another means, whloh, periodioally, is just as 
powerful, to wit, the introduotion of workingmen from neighborhoods that are 
baakwud, and whose population has alight wants, but whose labor-power has not 
yet been unnerved by the faotory system. The development of prodnotion upon 
a large soale, of maohinery, namely, makes possible not only the employment of 
suoh untrained workmen in the pleoe of trained ones, but also their oheap and 
prompt transportation to the plaoe where they are wanted. Hand in hand with 
the development of produotion goes the system of transportation ; oolossal pro- 
duotion oorresponds with c~laesal transportation not of merahandise only, but 
of persons also. Steamships and railroads, these muoh-vauutad pillars of 
Oivllisation, not only oarry guns, lieuor and syphilis to barbarians, but they 
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also bring tbe barbarians to us, and with them their barbarism. The flow of 
agrioultnral 18borera into the oitiea is beooming ever stronger; and from ever 
further regions are the swarms of those drawing nearer who hnve lees wants, 
are more patient, and offer leas reaietanee. Slov~c~, Sweden and Italians emigrate 
to Qermany ; Germane, Belgians, Italians emigrate to Franoe ; Slovaae, 
Germane, Itallane, Irishmen, Swedea, emigrate to England ; SIovac(~, Rnesians, 
Armenians, Swedea, Italians, Irish, English and Qhinese emigrate to the United 
States-all of them bearing down upon wages in eaoh plaoe, All these foreign 
workingmen are partly expropriated people, small farmers and prodnoers, whom the 
eapitaliat system of prodnotion haa ruined, driven on the street, and deprived, not 
only of a home, but also of a oonntry. Sooialiem is often oharged by the Philll- 
tines with laok of patriotism ; look at these swarms of emigrants ; what ia it but 
oapitalism that hss expatriated these wrotahee, and inflioted upon them the bane 
of exile ? 

Through the expropriation of the small farmera and produeera, through the 
importation from distant lands of large masses of labor, through the development of 
woman and ohild-labor, through the shortening of the time neoeaearp to aoquire a 
trade, through all these means the oapitalist system of prodnotion is enabled to in- 
orease stupendously the quantity of labor-forOeE that are at ite dlspoeal. And side by 
side with this goes a steady inorease in the produotivltp of human labor aa the result 
of the nnintermpted progreaa in teohnioal srte. 

Simultaneously with these tendenoiee, the maohlne steadily tenda to dieplaoe 
workingmen and render them euperflaons: Every maohine aavea labor-power : 
unless it did that it would be nseleae. In every branch of industry-and be it well 
remembered, egrloultnre ie to-day an industry and is identioally affeoted-the tranei- 
tion from hand to maohlle labor is aooompanied with the greet& amount of 
eu5erlng to the workingmen who are affeoted by it, who, whether they be mechanica 
or handioraftsmsn, or whether they be farm hands, engaged in ploughing, reaping 
or pioking ootton, are made superfluous by the maohine and are thrown out upon 
tba streete and roadsides. It WBB this effeot of maohlnery that the workingmen 
fel4 5ret. Numerous riots during the first yeara of this eentuq, and not infrequent 
ooourrenoea to-day, attest the quantity of suffering whioh the traneitlon from hand 
to maohine labor, or the introduotion of improved maohinery, indiots upon the 
working olase, and the despair to whioh they are thereby driven. The introdnotion 
of maohinery, a8 well 8s ita subsequent improvement, ie every time baneful to the 
workingmen whom ita affeots ; true enough under certain oondltione, other workmen 
may gein thereby, enoh workingmen, for inetanoe, 88 may be employed in the 
manufaoture of the maohine iteelf ; but, in the 5rst plaoe, these happy onea are to- 
day slwsye much fewer tha3 those who stier; and in the seoond plaoe, it m8y well 
be doubted whether a oonsoioaeness of this faot oould go far to aonsole the ad$rvlng 
ones. 

Every new maohine oaueea either 88 muoh to be produoed aa before with fewer 
workmen, or, to produoe a larger quantity of artioles with no inorewe ln the 
number of workmen. It follows therefrom that, if in 8 oonntry the 
number of workmen employed does not dearesse with the development of the eyetim 
of meohinery, then the market must be extended in proportion to the lnor&ed 
productivity of these workmen. Seeing, however, that the eoonomio development 
inoreases the prodnativity Oc labor at the anme time that it lnoreeees in 8 greater 
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degree th? qurntity of diepoeeble labor, it follow6 that, in order to prevent enforaed 
idlenees among the workmen, the market mast be extended et a mnoh more rapid 
pace than the paw at whioh the produotivity of labor is inoreased by the maahine. 
Saoh a rapid extension of the market haa however, rarely ooonrred under the rule 
of oapitaliet produotion. It follow6 that enforoed idlene8e is a permanent phenom- 
e.non under the oapitaliet eyetem of produotion, and ia ineeparable from it. Even 
in the best of time& when the market suddenly undergoes o oonaiderable extension 
and bnsineee is brisk-t, prodnotion ie not able to furnish work to all the unemployed ; 
during bad timee, however, when bnaineee is at a &and&ii itheir number riaee to 
fabulous 5gure& In f& the unemployed oonatitute quite an army-the in&at&l 
reserve army, aa Merx aalled it; it ie an army of labor foraee that etandn ever ready, at 
the dieporal of the oapitalist; an army out of whioh he oan draw his reserve6 whenever 
the indu&rial oamprrign grows hot, 

To the oapitsliet, this reserve army ie inval&le. It plsoea in hi hande a powerful 
weapon with whioh to ourb and eubjeot the army of the employed. After exoeGve 
work on the part of Borne haa produaed laok of work for othera, then the idleness of 
three ie need aa a mean6 to keep up and even inoreeee the exmnaive wor& of the former; 
And yet there are people who will deny that matter8 are to-day arranged st their 

bent 1 
Although ‘the size of the indu&rial reserve army riaeo and fah with the ups and 

downs of business, nevertheless, on the whole, it showa a steady tendenoy to inoreaae. 
Thin in inevitable. The teohnical development movee on at an evor inoreaaing pace, an& 
eteadily inorenaea ita 5elda of operations, while on the other hand the extension of the 
merkete ia hemmed in by natural bounda. 

What then, ia the full elgni5oenoo of laok of work? It sign&a not only want 
and misery to the unemployed, not only intenai5ed veesalage and exploit&ion to 
the employed; it signifies, furthermore, unoertainty of livelihood to the whole working 

elsea. 
Whatever ha&hips former modes of exploitation in5ioted upon the exploited, one 

boon they left them: the oertainty of a livelihood. The eu&nanoe of tho serf and the 
aleve wa8 assured at lead 60 long aa the life of the maatar himnelf was assured, Only 
when the meeter pezished watt the exietenoe of hie dependenta in peril. Whatever 
amount of misery and dearth broke out over the people under former eysteme of 
prodnotion, suoh visitationa were never the result of prodnotion itself, they were the 
reeult of n diiturbanoe of produotion, brought on by failures of orop, drouthe, 5oode, 
irruption8 of hostile armies, eta. eto. 

Today, the e&ten& of the ?xploitsr and the exploited 8re not bound up in eaoh 
other. At any moment the workman oan be thrown upon the etreet 7~1th wife and 
ohildren, and be given over to starvation, without the exploiter, whom he haa made 
dab, being the worse for it. 

To&y, the mlnery of enforaed idlenear ie only in very exoeptional instanoee the 
result of n diatwbanoe in prodaotion through in5uenoea from without; enforaed 
i&ne~ among the workingmen ia but a necessary result of the development of 
the present eyetern of produotion. To-day, just the reverse happen6 of what happened 
mder former system8 of produotion. To-day, enoh diatwbanoea in prodnotion rather 
improve the opportunities for work than otherwise; war, with all ita deveetating 
infl.amoBB, hag for ita renult an immediate inoreaae in the demand for labor, 
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Under our former syetem of prodnotion on a emall eoale, the inoome of the worker 
was in proportion to his indnetry. Laziness ruined him, and finally threw him out or 
work. To-day, on the oontrary, laok of work is greater the more and the longer the 
workman toile: he brings enforaed idlenese upon himself by hie own toil. Among the 
many homely adages, whioh originated during the system of small prodnotion, and 
whioh oapitalist large prodnotion haa reversed, the following ia one: Y%e industry 
of the laborer bnilda up hie house;” likewise has the maxim, so often upon 
the lips of the Philietinee, that “whoever will work will find bread” been turned 
into a lie. 

To-day the possession of strength to labor ie, to the workingman, as unreliable 
a shield against want and misery aa property itmlf ia to the small produoer: 
aa the epeotre of bankruptcy oseta ite ehadow aoroaa the path of the small farmer 
and small indnstrialist, ao does the epeotre of %ut qf twk” darken that of th8 
wage-worker. Of all the illa that attend the preeent system of prodnotion, the 
most trying, the most aggravating, that whioh harrows men’s souls deepest, and 
-whioh pull8 by the roots every in&not of oonaervatiem, iu the permanent 
unoertainty of a livelihood. This eternal uncertainty of one% own oondition 
underminee one’s hope in the aertainty of life, and ti his intereat in ita preeer- 
vation. 

Exoessive work, laok of work, the dfS@OlUtiOn of the family-these m the 
gifts whioh the oapitaliet system of prodnotion oarriaa t0 the proletariat at the 
same time that it oau~~ that olaas to ewell from day to day, and ite oondition 

to spread perceptibly, more and mole, over the whole population. 
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VI. 

The Steady Increase of the Proletariat - 
Mercantile and Educated Proletariat* 
It is not only through the extension of large production that the capitalist 

system oauses the condition of the proletariat to become more and more that of 
the whole population. It brings this about also through the circumstance that the 
condition of the wage-worker, engaged in large prodnotion, strikes the keynote for the 
condition of wagsworkers in all other branohes. The conditions under whioh the 
latter work and live are revolutionized ; the advantages, which they may have had 
over those employed in capitalist industry; are turned into so many disadvantages 
under the influence of the latter. To illustrate, in those localities where mechanics 
still work for, and board and lodge with, the master mechanic, the poor board and 
lodging whioh the wage-worker, employed in a capitalist industry, can tiord become 
a pretext for the master mechanic to reduce .both the board and the oomforts of 
lodging which his workmen enjoyed. Again, formerly the long period requisite for 
apprenticeship was a means to prevent the overstocking of a trade ; to day, the 
system of apprenticeship, oonduoted under the guise of benevolence in many of our 
large oities, and oalled Trades Sohools, notably in New York and Pittsburgh, is one 
of the most effeotive means to overrun many a trade with cheap labor, and to knook 
the bread from the months of the adult laborers. In this respect also, as in so 
many others, those institutions, whioh, under the system of small production, were 
sensible and beneficent, have, under the influence of the oapitalist system, become 
either nonsensical or hurtfub 

There is another, and very extensive, domain on whioh the oapitaliet system of 
large production exeroisee its influence of turning the population into proletariaus- 
the domain of commeroe. The large etores have begun to bear, and are now bearing 
heavily upoa the small ones. The number of small stores does not, therefore, 
necessarily diminish. On the contrary, it increases, The small store is the last 
refuge of the bankrupt small producer. Were the small stores aotually orowded out, 
the ground would be wholly taken from under the feet of the small traders ; they 
would then be forthwith thmst below the alas6 of the proletariat- into the slums ; 
they would be turned into beggars, vagabonds and oandidates for the penitentiary 1 
Such in faot ie, to a great exten& the evolution of the small trader. 

But it is not in the reduction of the number of small stores, it is in the debase- 
ment of their oharaoter that the influenoe of large production manifests iteelf in 
commerce. The small trader deals in ever worse and oheaper goods ; the tribe of 
the habberdasher grows; and the streets and roads are overrun with peddlers, 
itinerant venders and hucksters of all manner of worthless artioles : of spoiled fruit, 
decayed vegetables, etc., etc., sold under false pretences with all sorts of fraudulent 
devieer, sueh us deceptive measures and weights. Thus the livelihood of the inds 
pendent small trader becomes ever more preoarioas, mere proletarian-like, while, 
steadily and at the same time, in the large stores, the number of employee goes up- 
genuine proletarians, without prospeot of ever becoming independent. Woman and 
ohild labor, with their accompaniment of prostitution; excessive work; lack of work; 
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st8rv8tioll-wages;-all the symptoms of large prodnotion 8ppe8r 81S0 in ina+3ing 
quantity in the domain of aommeroe. Steadily the oondition of the employes in 
this dep8rtment approaohes that of the proleterians in the department of prodao- 
tion. The only di&renoe peroeptible between the two is that the former pre- 
serve the appearances of a bettor living, which require saorhloes unknown to the 
industrial proletarians. 

There is still a third oategory of proletarianiam that has gone far on the 
road of its oomplete development : the educated pwletu~ns. Eduoation has become 
a special trade under our present system. The measure of knowledge has inowseed 
greatly, 8nd grows daily. Oapit8list sooiety ana the o8pitallst Stat.3 are ever more 
in need of men of knowledge and ability to conduot their business, in order to 
bring the forces of nature under their power, be it for purposes of produotion 
(or of de&motion, or to enable them to expend in lnxnrloas living their inoreaslng 
-profits. Now then, it is not only the hardworking small farmer, meahanio, or 
the proletarians in general, who have no time to devote themselves to eoienoe 
and art ; the merohant, the mannfaotnrer, the banker, the &o&jobber, the land- 
lord olaes-all of these are in the same fix. Their whole time is taken up either 
with their work, or with their ~‘busineas” and pleseares, as the ease may be. 
In modern sooiety, it is not, as it used to be under previous eooiel ordew the 
exploiters themselves, or at least a olase of them, who nurse the arts end solenoes. 
The present exploiters, our ruling 018ss, leave these parsuits to a speoial olass, 
whom they keep in hire. under this system, da&ion beoomes 8 merohandiae. 

A hundred years ago or so, this oommodity was rare. There were few eohools; 
study WBB aooompenied with oonsiderable expense. So long as sm8ll produotlon 
oould support the worker, he stuck to it ; only speoial glfta ef nature or favor8ble 
airoumstanoes would oaGse the sons of these to dedioate themselves to the arta 
and soienaee. Inoredible, or unlikely, as it may look at first blush, even in 80 

new a oountry as the l3ritad States, the demand for physioians. teaohers, artists, 
eto., eta, wae, for quite a long number of years, supplied almcst.entlrely by 

this limited 018ss and its desoendants. 

So long as this oondition of things lasted,’ the merohandise eduoation oom- 
manded a high price. Its possession prooured, 8t least to those who applied it 
to praotioal ends, lawyers, for instsnce, physioians, professors, eta, quite eom- 
fortable livings ; not infrequently it also br0ugb.t fame and honor. The artist, 
the poet, the philosopher, were, in monarohioal oountrles, the companions of 
royalty ; in OUP republic they were persons ot unquestioned distinction. The 
aristocracy of intelleot Eel% itself superior to the arlstooraoy of birth or of money. 
The only oare of such ~8s the development of their intellect Hence it happened 
that people of oulture could be, and often were, idealists. This oiroumetance 

explains the appearance, in the forties, of that galaxy of men and women, who 
took up in this oountry the idealist philosophy of Fourier, resulting in the oom- 
munistio tidal wave that swept over the lend 8t that season. These aristocrats 
of eduoation and culture stood above the other olasses and their material aspir- C 
ations and antagonisms.. Education meant power, happiness and worthiness. The 
conclusion seemed inevitable, that, in order to make all men happy and worthy, 
ig order to banish all class antegonisms, all poverty, all wiokedness and meen- 
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mss out of the world,: nothiig else W8 needed than to spread eduoation and 
oultnra. 

Sinoe those days the development of higher ednoetion has made immense 
progress. The number of institutions of learning inoreased wonderfully, and, in 
a still larger degree, the number of pupils. In the meantime, the bottom was 
knooked out of small production. The small property-holder knows to-day ‘no 
other way of keeping his sons from sinking into the proletariat but by sending 
them to oollege ; and he doea this if hi means will at all allow. But, further- 
more, he must oonsider the future, not of his sons only, but of his daughter8 
also. The rapid development in the division of labor is steadily enaroa&ing 
upon the household ; it is oonverting one household duty after another into 8 
speoial industry, and steadily diminishiig household work. Weaving, sewing to s 
great extent, knitting, baking and many other oaoupations, that at one time 
Clled up the round of household duties, have been either wholly or substantially 
withdrawn from the sphere of house-keeping. More then tity years ago, the 
Y9tore olose” of whioh Artemus Wnrd loved to make frequent mention, began, in 
this oountry, to oompete with and supplant the homespun; and simil~ly, many 
another home-made staple was extinguished, and ita prodnotion &sorbed by 
speoinlized indastxies. As s result of all this, matrimony, where the wife is to 
be housekeeper only, is beooming more a& more a matter of luxury. But it 
so happens that the small property-holder end produoer is, st the same time 
sinking steadily, and steadily beooming poorer; ever more and more he loses the 
menus to indulge in luxuries. In oonsequenoe of’ this, the number of spinsters 
grows apsoe, and ever larger is the number of those families in which mother 

I and daughter mart work for a living. Accordingly, woman labor does not only 
tnorease in the domains of both large and small produotion and oommeme, it 
also spreads in other diieotions n government offices, on the telegrap4 tels 

phone, railroads, banks, in opoe olerkships-book-keeping, typewriting, stenography 
- and in the sphere of the arts and soienoes. However loudly prejudiaes and 
personal interests may rebel against it, woman labor presses itself forward more 
and more upon the verious professional pursuits. it is not vanity, nor impor- 
tunity, nor pride, but the foroe of the eoonomio development ‘that drives woman 
to labor in these as well as in other departmenti of human aativity. In those 
aountries and those loo&ties of the United States where the men have suoceeded 
in exoluding the competition of women from those branohes of inMleotual pur- 
auita whioh are still organized upon the old guild prinoiple, the latter press with 
all the grester foroe upon those pursuita that are not so organize& Eke writing, 
painting,, music, etc. 

The result of this whole development is that the number of eduoated people 
has inoreased enormously. Nevertheless, the beneficent results, whiah the ideslista 
expeoted from an inorease of eduoation, have not followed. So long as education 
is a merohandise, its extension is tantamount to an inorease in the quantity of 
that merohandise, consequently, to the falling df its prioe, and the deoline of the 
oondition of those who possess it. The number of eduoated people has grown to 
such an extent that it more than suffices for the wanta of the capitalists and of 
the oapitalist State. The labor market of eduosted labor is to-day as overstooked 
as that of manual labor.. To-day, it is ao longei the manual workers alone who 
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have their reeerve army of the unemployed, and are afflioted with lack of work; 
the eduoated workers also have their reserve army of idleness, and among them 
also laok of work has taken up its permanent quarters. Those who strain for a 
pnblio office experience the diffiioulty of obtaining it by reason of the crowd ; 
those others who seek employment elsewhere experienoe the extremes of idleness 
and exoessive work the same as the manual workers, and just the same as these 
they are the viotims of wage-slavery. 

The aondition of the ednoated workem deteriorates visibly ; formerly, people 
spoke oE the %ristooraop of the intelleot,” to-day we apeak of the %Aelleotnal” 
or “eduoated” proletariat ; the time is near when the bulk of these proletarians 
will be distinguishable from the others only by their CONCNIT. Most of these still 
imagine they are something better than the manual proletarians ; they fancy 
themselves members of the ruling olses ; but this attitude distinguishes itself in 
nothing from that of the laokeys, who, behind the baoke of their masters, put 
on aire of lordship. These “ecluoated proletarians” have oeaaed to be the intel- 
leotual leaders of the capitalist 01~s; they are to-day, to the oapitalist and to 
oapitalist institutions, what 61bruisers” and *‘gougers” are to low taverns. Scheming 
and plotting are their leading pumuite ; their flat thought is not the develop- 
ment of their intelleotual goods but the sale of these ; their prinoipal method 
of getting along is the prostitution of their own individuality. The same as with 
the small prodaoers, they are dazzled by a few brilliant prizes in the lottery of 
life, they shut their eyes to the numberleas blanks in the wheel, and barter away 
body and soul for the merest chance of drawing suoh P prize. The barter ad 
sale of one’s convictions and a marr@e for money, these are, in the eyes of the 
majority of our eduoated proletarians two means, as natural as they are neoeseary, 
9o make one’s fortune.” Into snoh oreatnrea has the oapitalist system of pro- 
duotion turned our idealiete, inventors, thinkers, and .dreamers ! 

Still, the supply of thie olass grows 80 rapidly that there is little to be 
made out of ednoation, even though one throw hie own individuality into the 
bargain. The dealine of the bulk of eduaated people into the olass of the pro- 
Ietariat can no longer be oheoked. 

Whether this development will result in a movement of the eduoated people 
to join the battling proletariat in mass, and not, aa hitherto, singly, is still un- 
eertfdn. This, however, is adain : the faot that the eduoated people are being 
tumed into proletarian8 has olosed to the olaes of the proletariat the only gate 
that was still open, and through whioh ita members might, by dint of their 
own unaided efforts, have been able to esoape into the olase above. 

It is out of all question that the wage worker oan beoome a oapitalist, at 
least not in the ordinary run of events. Sensible people do not oonsider the 
ehanoes of earning a prize in the Louieiana lottery, or of one’s falling heir to 
the wealth of some unknown relative, when they deel with the oondition of the 
workiig class. Under oertain partioularly favorable oiroumstanoes it did formerly 
happen, here and there, that a workman euooeeded by dint of great privgtions , 
to save ap enough wherewith to start a little industry of hia own, or set up a 
little retail shop, or give his son a ohanoe to study and beoome something 
@‘better” than his father. It was alwaye ridioulone to hold out eueh poeeibilities 
to the workmen aa the meane of improving their condition, In the ordinary 
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OOUTBB of eventa the workingman may thank his stare if he je’ at all able, d&g 
good times, to lay by enough not to remain empty handed when work becomea 
slack. To-day however, to hold out snoh possibilities to the workman is more 
ridioulous than ever. The eoonomio development dces net only make saving, on 
the part of the workingman, more and more difficult, if at all possible, but it 
also renders it utterly impossible, even though he mq be able to Bave up home. 
thing, to therewith pull himself or his ohildren out of the class of the proletariat. 
To invest his httle saving6 in Borne small independent industry, were for him to 
f ly from the frying pan into the fire; ten to one, he will be flung bsok to hi8 
previous condition, with the bitter experience that the small prodnoer oan no 
longer keep his head above water-an experienoe which he will have purcha& 
wjth the less of his hard earned savings. 

Still more diffionlt than the transition into the olaas of the small produmr, 
indeed, utterly hopeless is the attempt on the part of the proletarian to give his 
Bon a ohenoe to study. But let it be aaoepted, for the sake of argument, that’ 
suoh an attempt haa been suooessful ; of what ase will a college education be to 
the Bon of the proletariat, who, being without funds and without influence, 0811~ 
not wait for a good ohanoe to sell hie knowledge, in these days when thousands 
of lawyers, doatom, engineers and all manner of professional men are going about 
hungry P . 

To-day, whiohever way the proletarian may turn, he finds awaiting him the 
same proletarian oonditione of life and of toil ; those aonditions pervaue socie@ 
*ore and more ; in all oountrles the bulk of the population hss sunk to the 
level of the proletariat ; to the individual proletarian all prospeot haa vanished of 
ever beidg able, by hi6 own efforts, to pull himself out of the quagmire into whj& 
the present system of prodnotion haa pushed him. The foreosst of James Madison, 
made sixty-five yeare sgo, that, owing to our oompetitive sooial system, the bulk of 
our people would ere long have lost, not only all property, but ewna the hope 0~ 
the prospect oj acquirim~ any, haa been verified to the letter. 

The individual proletarian aan aaaomplish his own redemption only with the 
redemption of his whole olaaa That oonsummation cannot, however, be remh& 
without the oollective ownerehip by the people of their instruments of prodnotion, 
i. e. by the Oo-operatiTe CommOUWe&h. 

At every previona sooial revolution, or be it evolution, olass eupereeded clwa. 
~hn~ the theooratio olase supemeded the patriarohio ; the feudal eupereeded the then. 
oratio; and, in our own days the oapitaliet superseded the feudal. In eaoh jnstenm 
a olaas helow upeet the olaas above, emanoipatfd itself by subjugating others, ana 
jntroduoed a new form of human exploitation. 

To rear, on the contrary, the Co-operative Commonwealth ; to abolish all 01~ 
anmoniame by abolishing the la& of the syetems of human exploitation ; to redeem 
itself, and, alo& of all classes in the sooial evolntion of the human ape&q fo 
ammplish its own redemption together with that of the whole, not at the expenee 
of any portion, of mankind-that is the hietorio mission of the Proletariat ; that b 
the noble aim that swell6 with pride the breast, and sweetens the present bittern- 
of the lot, of every Proletaiian, who is OOPS~~OUS of hie &VB distinotion, and m 
obligation it impoBes upon him. \ 





.‘ 

DOYN WITH THE SOCIALISTS! 
I----:0:-- 

‘IlOwn with the Sooi~ts Y’ Thill ory has been often roirred ; not improbably you 
have haard it before now, dear reader; poseibly you have joined in it yourself, or at 
lea& it may have hung upon your lip+80 general ie the belief 4hst Sooialiem and 
wiokednesa are identioal. I oan well imagine your traueport of indignation at the deed 
of tbe fiend Nororoeq who, in the insane pursuit of hi own sel5eh ends, WBB ready to 
qaGi5oe the lives of aaorea of human beings ; I oan imagine your readiness to te8r him 
to pieoea, to impale him SB a horrible example, to bury him alive, to consign him to the 
flames, or to wre& any other sot of vengeance upon him. No punishment in5ioted 
upon 80 wrecklee a oriminal would Eeem exoeesive. NOW, then, are not the Sooialista 
oriminala of the same stripe with Normom? Are we not told they propose to do away 
with everything that ie aaored-property, wedlook, the family? Have they not been 
oharged with arson and murder? Are they not, et bottom, more damnable even than a 
Norerose? Ia it not their purpose to infliot their peatlferoua ideaa upon the whole of 
humanity, while Nororoee’s deed oould at wolst deetroy the livea of one or two hu&red 
people only ? 

These and euah like thoughta have probably some time crossed your mind, dear 
reader ; and if you yourself did not think 80, some neighbor of yours, aomeone or other 
whom you have met, has aertainly felt this way and given vent to hi# feelinga 

If, indeed, you have ever indulged in enoh thoughta and have put to yourself the 
hone& qneetion, ‘whet, after all, do I aotaally know about the Sooialista 1” you mu& 
haye admitted to yourself that your knowledge on the subjeot was next to nothing ; that 
you have been in5ueneed. not so muoh by a olw knowledge of the wiokednese of the 
aim8 of Sociali&, 88 by an ilLde5ned prejadioe against them. But an intelligent menmuet 
brow what he doen ; he must be able to aocouot to himself for hia aota; when he hatee 
and peraeoutea others he must be oertaln that hia oondnot in j net. No good and intelU 
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gent man will be willing to hate and pemeonte people whoee aims aresensible and whoao 
motive ie jaetioe. 

Let us, then, dear reader, look into these Sooialiets, and ascertain what it 18 they 
want. At the olose of our investigation you may then with a olear doneoience and 
deliberately, either set your face against all Sooialiet aspirations with redoabld force 
ehould you have beoome convinoed of their wiokedness ; or, ehould you have disoovered 
that their aims are good and just, add your efforts to theire. Whosoever you may be, 
dear reader, I wish to believe that you are not inolined to hug wrong and reject right. 

* * 
“The Soolallsta want to divide,” so we &e told with positivenese. People will have 

it that the Sooiallsts want to plunder every one who owns property; that they will then 
divide up thie plunder equally among all ; and that, aa soon aa inequality in property 
shall have agein asserted itself, a new division will be undertaken, and so on. Above all, 
we are told, are money and land to be the snbjeot of division. 

Now, pray tell me, dear reader, have you ever met any one who actually propoees 
enoh a plan 3 Never ! Suoh a person you can not have met ; there is none euoh. 
Suoh a plan of a general dlvibion would be the oraziest the human brain ever oon- 
ceived. To whom would a railroad, for inetanoe be allotted ? Who is to receive the 
rails, who is to receive the looomotive, who ie to reoeive a ooaoh or oar? be everyone 
would be entitled to aa muoh aa any one else there would be no method of equal dietrl- 
bation other than to smash up every thing, and let one man oarry off the epokea of a 
wheel, mother the splinter of a door, a third a ooupling:pln, a fourth a section of the 
boiler, and 80 forth. Such things, amuredly, are not thought of even in a lunatio 
asylum. 

bs to a division of the mony and eoil of the oonntry, the thing does not, at iirat 
blueh, seem so ridiouloua ; no physical impossibility etanda in its way ; and, accord- 
ingly, the oharge may have a oolor of truth. But let us see. 

In the first place, the money and soil of a country, oonetltuta only a part of the total 
wealth, while the money alone is a very small fraction thereof. Even lf Sooialista did 
oontemplate the division of these, the ohsrge that they want to divide AIL property 
would fall, and would have to be limited to the smaller portion of the nation’s wealth. 
But even this amended charge will prove upon oloeer lnepeotion, a8 essentially silly aa 
the other. 

In the eecond place, with regard to the soil, there would have to be aa many bame 
and home&&e, or factories and other improvements aa there are allotments of land ; 
eaoh proprietor would have to be equipped with all the means requisite to oultivate the 
eoil or prodaoe upon it ; without these the land itself would be of no use whatever to 
him, To understand thla, while keeping in mind the neceseity of produotion upon a 
large scale, ia to understand the utter futility of a divlaion of the land. Eli~tory haa 
taught that such a procedure oan brlug no help. During the great French Revolution 
of 1789-a revolution initiated and carried through by the olam that has now become 
dominant, namely the oapitaliet claw+it was believed that the Prenoh agrloulturalif& 
oould be made happy by dividing among them the large landed estates. And what w~ul 
the result ? The French farmers are 80 poor to-day that millions of them live in hovels 
that hardly deserve the name of houses. And are our own Amerioan small farmere, who 
constitute the bulk of our farming population, much better off? Only the large bonanza 
farm or plantation proprietors thrive ; BB to the small farmer, despite the advantages of 
a young country, his labora are often more arduous then those of any one elee ; he is 
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driven to work himself to a bona to keep hi property free from debt, and even then be 
does not usually snooeed. His distrese aomes from the oironmstanca that, under existing 
eoonomio oonditione, agrioulture oan not be osrrisd on profitably unless large traots of 
land are worked with the most improved agrioultural maohiiery. What agrioultnral 
land is now esperlenoing, urban, or land used for industrial purposea, has long ago ex- 
perienaed. Oapitalism has invaded the 5elds as it has the oities. The day of.small pro- 
duotion is gone by never to return, only produotion upon a large soale, oerried on oo- 
operatively and impelled by powerful maahinery, aan besnooessful. This is a faot of whioh 
none more than the Sooialiits are penetrated, and whioh they preaoh at all times. The 
division of the land would, aoaordingly imply the division of foroes. Sooialists etand for 
just the reverse. 

Again, with regard to the division of money, an aneodota, invented years ago for the 
purpose of ridiouling the aspirations of the people, may be here quoted with oontrary 
effeot. The yarn is that a rioh New York banker was onoe aowsted by two workingmen 
with these words : %ir, you are a riah man ; we want to divide with you ! ’ The banker 
was no wise disooaoerted, but oalmly pulling out his purse said : “With all my heart ; 
the thing oan be done on the spot ; it needs no oomplioated arithmetio ; I am worth 
5fty millions”-great glee on the oountenanoee of the would-be dividers--“there are to- 
day f i f ty million inhabitants in the United States ; eaoh one is, aoaordingly entitled to 
$1 from me; here is, your share,” saying whioh he handed the two workiagmen $1 a 
pieae, and walked off smiling in his, sleeves, while the two fellows stood looking at eaoh 
other wrth long faces. 

This aneodote is a boomerang. The oharge that the Sooialists would divide the land, 
investigation shows to be a lie of the whole 010th ; the oharge that they would divide 
even so divisible a thing as money is self-evidently ridioulous. The whole oharge about 
“division” is a fabrioation to deoeive the people; it is an insult to the intelligenae of our 
masses. But this insult will be resented. People oan not long be fooled with nursery 
tales and bugaboo stories. They oan not fail to realize that the inoreasing numbers of 
Soaialists oan not be animated by insane objects. There are orazy people enough in the 
world, bat the 18,000 oitizens who oazt last November their ballot for the oar&dates of 
the Sooialist, Labor Party, in the State of New York, and the 23,000 who voted for the 
Sooialist Presidential tioket last year in the States of New York, Massaohusette, Con- 
neotiout, New Jersey and Pennsylvania oannot possibly be all orazy ! Behind and at 
the bottom of suoh a movement there must ba something else than insanity. 

. I f  you attend the pnblio meetings held by the Seotions of the Socialist Labor Party, 
if you look into their papers, their literature, all their publioations you will arrive at the 
aonviotion that Sooialista, so far from proposing the introdnotion, aim at the abolition 
of ?livision ” . This may sound strange to you ; yet it is the faot. 

The Sooialists hold that it is now, under the present syetem, that lldivision” is in 
full bloom ; and they furthermore hold that “division” is now oarried on in the most 
unjust mauner imaginable, Think only of ail the savings and other banks, and the life 
insuranoe oompanies that have “‘failed,” as the term gxs, during the last ten years down 
to date, almost every one of whose offioers are not only well-to-do to-day, hut laading 
men in the oommonwealth, enjoying the highest reputation ; thii of the tens of 
thousands of bankrupt&s that ara registered every year, a large peraantage, if not a 
majority, oE whioh are fraudulent, and by means of whioh a high-way robbery sort of 
9iivision” is prdotised upon other peoples’ property. But it is by no means the 

SOcialids who 5rst discovered the searet that l%livision”is praotised today and in most 



-4- 

anjnet manner at that. The faot is at&s&d even by people who rank among the adver- 
saries of Sooialism. You have surely heard of an Englishman named John Stuart BIdill : 
he is considered one of the greatest intelhrots among the foes of Sooiahsm, and his olaee 
has heralded his fame everywhere. Now, then, this great politioel eaonomist of the 
oapitalist olaee has this to cay upon the snbjeot : 

‘Be we now witness, the proceeds of labor are being distributed in almost inverse 
proportion to labor so that the large& shares thereof~fdl to the lot of those who never 
work at all, the next largest is harvested by those whose labor is nominal only, and 80 
downwards, the reward of labor shrinking in the same proportion as labcr beoomee 
harder and more disagreable, until the most exhausting and repulsive kind of labor oan- 
not oount with certainty on earning the moat indispensable support of life.” 

This sounds ehooking; nevertheless if you look around, if you draw upon your 
own experianoe, do you not, dear reader, find the statement ooa5rmedP Those into 
whose laps new riohes flow day by day, those who can tumble from one enjoyment into 
another have not, probably, done during their whole lives a single etroke of useful work ; 
WITHOUT THEMSEhVES WORKING, TBBX SPONGE UP TEE FBUITS OF TEE LABOBB OF OTHBBS. On 

the other hand, look at those who eat their daily bread in the sweat of their brows ; look 
at the workingman-at him who is constrained to work for ‘wages. If  he is skilled, 
diligent and strong and withal is not left in the larch by bad luok, he may poBBibly BUO- 
oeed in laying by a few savmgs ; the large majority of the wage workers, do not, how- 
ever, despite all their ekill, industry and strength, suoaeed in doing even that little ; 
when they breath the lsst.braath they are as poor as they were on the firet day 
they started in to work ; and how many are not those who, despite all their industry are 
unable to shield themselves and their families from hunger ! Just go, dear reader, 
among the weavere of New England ; the aoel and iron miners of Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Miohigan, Washington ; the oigarmakers and all other manufaotu~ing hands in all our 
Jarge oities ; look, in fast, into every aorner of our oountry; what will you see?-in- 
dustrious human beings, men, women and ohildren, working, if they at all have a 
ohanoe to work, at starvation wages during inhumanly long hours. Do they ever get the 
full prooeeds of their labor?-No, never !-Do they ever get one half thereof?-Hardly 
ever !-Do they get enough for their almost oeaseless, hard work, to live as m&n should 
live?-In very exoeptional oases only ! Look at the derks, edesmen and saleswomen in 
our grooeries, dry goods and other shops, who must be deoently and even neatly olad 
and can rarely sit down, and enjoy a regular meal, at wages that can soaroely keep body 
and aoul together! Look at our oar-drivers and oondnotors who sre engaged for 10 
hours a dsy in all sorts of weather and in very responsible oooupations at soanty wegee. 
Look at our agricultural laborers whose wages, aooordiog to the United States Oensus, 
amount to little more than $200 6 year witout boarding and lodging, but to muoh less 
with full board-and to about half as muoh all over the South ! Look at our tenement 
house oigarmakers, tailors and shoemakers who in oompany with their WiVSB end one or 
more ohildren are huddled togetner in miserable dens, at work for 14, 16, 18 hours a 
day at wages that are a disgraoe to oivilisation. 

Such is the aase with the wage workers ; how is it with the small independent pro- 
duoer-the self-employing meohanic, small trader, manufaoturer and farmer? AS to the 
self-employing meohanio, you will not l$d him, dear reader, except in off corners in the c 
oountry, he is not even a vanishing element of our population, as the other small self- 
produoerd are, he may be said to have vanished already. What is it that struck him? 
The same cyolone in which our small traders, mannfaoturers and farmers are now 
etruggling desparately for existenoe, the inevitable oonoentration ot the maohinery of 



-5- 

production with its aaaompaniment of large prodnotion. The trisle and hardship of t&, 
aelf-employming meohanio of twenty geara ago, are to-day the trials and he&hips of 
all our %mall people”-tradem, manufaotnrera and farmera ; and the fate in store for 
these is “e 6ame that overtook the emall self-employing meohanio-they are all about to 
be stripped of their property, and to be hurled into the proletariat or w-working &as. 
Here and there one of them may by reason of extraordinary good Iuok, or by dint of ex- 
traordinary raeoality, awing himself up into the alaas of the large producers and emape 
wage-alavery, i e., become himself a great driver and exploiter of wageelavee. To-day 
none oan euccessfully wage the oompetitive battle who has not at hi diapoaal large 
means, large capital, large maohinery of produotion. The emall trader ia driven more 
and more to the wall by the large emporiums ; the emall farmer we& himself out in hie 
endeavors to oompeta with the large farmer who oan plaoe farm produots upon the 
market muohmore cheaply than the small fellow beoauae he produaes more amply, thanks 
to thelargeneae of the traota he operates and the gigantio meohinery that he works with; 
both the small trader and the small farmer fall thereupon into the hands of *he usurer 
who finishes then up, and the end of the song, or rather tragedy, ia that they forfeit 
their property to the bigger fellow under whom they then apply for joba aa wage 
workers. 

This, dear reader, ie the aituatlon all around. The iudu&rioua portion of our popu- 
lation, aooumulatea no property, and ia even a prey to want and worry. All the wealth 
they produoe falls to those who never work, or whohoee work is too trivial to be taken 
into ooneideration. For the industrious, etarvation; for the idlers, wealth! Tbii is the 
eort ef Ylivi8ion” that goes on to-day ! Would you cay that thii ia PB it should be, dear 
reader? aertainly not! 

Sometime ago the:British Qovernment ordered an inquiry into the share of the 
whole produot of the Britieh people that fell to those who DD. WOBK end the share that 
fell t0 those who DID wcm WOKK. What do you imagine, dear reader, was the reealt? 
The inveetigation showed that thoee few who perform no manner of work took more 
then one half of the whole prodnot, while the British working people did not reoeive aa 
muoh as 6ne halE of the whole prodnot, i. a, of the fruita of their own labor ! 

But do you imagine that mattera lie differently here with IUJ in the United States ? 
If you do, dismiss the thought. The iiguree of our lest two oenausea, together with 
those of all subseqnent statiatioal publioatione bearing upon the matter, ehow that three- 
fourtha of the prooeede of the nation’s labor stick to the fingera of the oapitaliet olees, 
the olase that doea not labor, or that, if it at all exerta itself, does ao in gambling speoul- 
&ions, in oriminal oonspiraoiee, whereby one eet of its members tries to defraud the 
other and the w&ole publio, or to debauoh the publio offiaers ; the workers, those who 
really and aatually prodnoe the nation’6 wealth, get barely one-fourth of their own toil 
baL in the shape of wages 1 

Osn you, dear reader, sanotion suoh a state of things ? No, never ! No one, whose 
heart is not wrongly plaaed, could sanotion that. However one may curme the Sooialiete, 
he muat be admitted to be right upon this point. This unequal distribution of the 
nation’s wealth oau not oontiuue, nor oan the system last that lays a premium upon 
idleness and punishes industry. Suoh a system must go. It is wrongful, henoe it 
must be ohsnged ! No Socialist opposes private property for labor perEormed, as they 
are frequently oharged with doing ; on the oontrary, Sooialiete‘demand that euoh prop- 
erty be kept from the olutohee of those people only who do nothing and yet take the 
lion’s share of the property produoed by others away from ita rightful owners. SOCIALISTS 
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WAB AQAlNSk EVEBY FORM OF PRIVATE OWNEXSHIP THAT IS BASED UPON IDLENESS, AND AT THE 

SAME TIME THEY STBIVE TO SECURE TO THOSE WXO DO PEBFOBX USEFUL SE&VICES, TO  THOSE 

WHO DO WOSR, THE FULL RETURN OB TEEIB TOIL. 

“But,” you might ask, ‘5s not the suspicion justlded that Soelallsta carry their idepe 
too far?” You might think that, to be enre, it were a 5ne thing, if it:oould be possible, 
to free those who do toil from hunger and want, and to oompel those, who hitherto 
have not worked to do their share ; you might say suoh a state of thinge were, indeed, 
desirable, but you might add : ‘does it not look ss though the Sooialists are theenemies 
of all PSOPE~Y ; is not everyone who has aoquired property, inolnding those who have 
done EIO painfully, threatened in their possession by the Scoialists? Are not Soelalists 
Oommuniste ?” 

Snob apprehensions are very serious ; they require oareful consideration. 
Before we now go any further, dear reader, we must be perfeotly olear upon two 

terms : first, ~ordman~x~w and seoond, PBOPEBTY. 

It is remarkable how people love to quarrel over terms upon whose meaning they are 
not agreed. People seem to like to get excited, not over the real meaning of a subjeot of 
oontention, but over matters that have nothing to do with the ease; at times this elroums- 
tauoe has wonderful results. Only think of the perseoutions oerrled on against the 
early Clhristiaus, or, in this oonntry, against the Abolitionists, not by renson of what 
these people aotnally represented, but by reason of the slanders uttered agsinet them. 
The idle ohm of property-grabbers have set a5oat saeh a mass of lies about Comer 
that moat people oannot thiik of the word without oonneeting it with an aroh-infamous 
eooundrel. Aeoordingly, it is diffioult for one to deolare himself a Communist without 
being prejudged on the spot. There are people, who, when they but hear the word, oan 
hear no more, can see no more, oan reason no more-they are wholly bereft of all sencea 
and ory out anathema I It not infrequently happens to-day that the words : ‘You are 
a Sooialist P” or “You are a Oommuniet !” are fired at a man with the expectation of an- 
nihilating him ; these words are in euoh oases erpeoted to oonjure up all possible social 
prejudices, and these prejudioes being the strongest there are, far stronger than even the 
religions ones, it beoomee a very diffioult thing to arrive at a’ olear understanding upon 
questions suoh BE these. 

But you, dear reader, who have followed me so far, will not now dismiss me with an 
anathema, but will be minded to seek oalmly and sensibly for an answer to the question, 
WEAT IS COMTdUNlSht ? 

If we open our eyes and look around in the world, we will find many useful institu- 
tions whioh redound to the benefit of many, or of all people, In one plaoe we will see 
people assooiating for the purpose of saving shipwrecked eallore, yonder the community 
is seen building n eehool-house, or the State is found rearing a poet-offioe. In everyday 
life people think only of themselves, but in euoh instances as I have just oitad people 
are found to oombine to promote a oommon end. Experience has ahown that they fare 
excellently thereby. Whoever will but atop to think, must admit that hle own wellbeing 
ls greatly promoted by snoh institutions.Where wouldmankind be without theroads and 
the eohool-houses (however defeetives these are)-all of which were built in common ? 
How painfully would we not feel the absence of insurauee oompauies, whioh, the’ ham- 
pered by their private oharaeter, still oarry their publio features stiently marked, and 
whose e5eot is to remove from the shoulders of the individual the burden that tight 
ruin him, and to cause it to be distributed over many EO as to make it light and insigni- 
iloant? There are scores upon soores of other inetanoes in point that oould be men- 



tioned, but the inetencee oited will euftIoe. All theee institutions 8re bits of Communism. 
~OMMUNI8P1SBUTT~EPBINCIPLEOFCOMhfONINTF5ESTS. 

In everyday life, each one seeks his own benefit, even though it be at the expense of 
others: naked, cold, ugly egotism is there uppermost. The large epinning and weaving 
fsotories have reduoed thoueende upon thousanda of small spinners and weavers to beg- 
gary, Does anyone atop at the thought that hundreds of induatrlous, happy and honest 
people are made wreiohed by that one faotory ? Does any one to-day stop at the thought 
that the huge shoe factories destroy the living of many shoemakers 7 Does the usurer 
stop to oonsider the f8te of the victim8 of his greed? No !  No suoh thoughts ever deter 
tlle individual ; and I am very much of the opinion that he, who, in hia bueiness, would 
seriously have 8 regard for hia fellow men, would not to-day esoape popular Isughtcr. 
Egotism rule8 Eaoh looks out for himself, 8nd carca nothing whether he thereby in- 

j urea others. The modem motto ia : “what need 1 conoern myself about OthtM 80 long 
as I fare well !“, 

But notwithstanding the rule of egotiem, the common inter&a of men assert them- 
eelves with irresistible force. In ever increasing inetanow do they draw together for 8 
oommon purpose ; ever huger is the number of associations ; eve? wider and deeper be- 
oomes the activity of the State and the &inlcip8hty. Who, in yc8m gone by would have 
euspectcd the exietcnoe of the numberlees associations that exist to-day for the promo; 
lion of all maMer of oommon interests? Who would have thought of such 8n institu- 
tion 88 our modern Post Office with ite wonderful nmohinery ; who would have con- 
oeived of our public wharves, markete, etreet lamps, sewers, aqueducts, fire engines, pub- 
lio parks and baths, institutions for the poor, the blind, the deaf end dumb, the ineene !  
All these institutions have their roots in Communism. In eaoh of these in&noes 

‘the common interest6 asserted themselves, often they had to fight their way throngh,end 
won only after a hard etruggle with rampant egotism. 

The protection of common intereata for the benefit of all bcoomea more and more a 
leading purpose. However people may ourBe communism, still they march in ita path. 
In one domsin after another do common intcrcsla prevsil; the muoh despised and jeered 
thought of tYommuniem movw proudly on ita triumphant march, perveding an ever in- 
oressing portlon of humsnkld. 

Whoever deOl8MI himself 8n enemy of Oommuniem, thereby pronounces hhueelf an 
enemy of common inter&a, 8n enemy of hnmenity. Whoever would destroy Oommun- 
iem, let him begin by destroying the publio roede and the publio sohools, let him first 
destroy the pnblio parka 8nd promenades, the water-worke, the city h8lle, end other 
government bulldlge, the oou+houoea, asylums, hoepitale--only in that way could he 
destroy OommMism. 

Oomm~l~m cannot be deetroyed, it rwte, llle egoiiem, in the very nature of mea 
Everyone c8n realize this. We 8re now in the very midst of OOmmMhJm, and every sail 
ie set to push ua further and further upon that path. Indeed, better time8 wrll dawn 
upon menkind when the common intare& of 8ll will be the etandard to guide 8ll our 
relations, when egotism will be checked ; and when the well-being of all will be the aim 
of all. To-day it ia ‘perfeotly in order” to have 8 rich epcculator in corn hire whole 

railroad trsine so as to prevent oom from reaching the plaoes where it ia wented ; then 
people will be compelled to pay him the high prices he demands or etarvc, then will he 
be able to tske advantege of the misfortune of others and thereby swell hia richca ; to- 
day it is “perfectly in order” to see the proprietor of goods-clothing or food-delibcr- 
sbely destroy a portion thereof 68s to raise prices immeasurably and mske large profits i 
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to-&es it ia “perfeotly in Orde?’ to do 8ll the8e thinpe, neoerthelese everyone will 8dmit 
that snob egotism ia hurtful to all, and a time ia bound to oome when man wiil put the 
interwte of 8li above 9uah manifeetstione of egotim& All will be b&&r for it, with the 
possible exoeption of only thoee who have been living in luxuq 8t the expense of hu- 
mnity. 

But furthermore, here of all other ooantries, we heve seen the proof that oommun- 
iem is j net the reverse of the vilbmione thing it ia ol8imed.to be. A number of oommanistio 
eeota and settlements hwe eprung up here. We have hsd and have yet, the Oommun- 
ietio Ooloniee of the Shskere, of the EoonomiMa or B8ppites, of the Fourieri&, of the 
Perfeotionietg of the Osbetieta or Iosri8ns, and 8everaE others. Now, whatever ohergee 
may have been preferred ageinet them and proven, one oherge oould never be proven, or 
even uttered with the elighteet low of re8oon, the 8h8rge that they robbed other people 
that they were thieves, or pilferers, or persona bent upon profliigeoy end crimes, or 
tyrants end enemies of liberty. Their members all earned their d8i.l~ breed by the ewest 
of their brow. They never molested their neighbore, but kept peeve with them ; they 
were made up of good oitismne snd of oreatom of wealth by their own efforts. No orimea 
were ever oh8rged agsinet them, nor were disordera and orimes tilersted in their midst. 
They did not interfere with the property, liberty or progrwa of the aommunity of men. 
This ie the testimony of history. Mu& it, then, not be oonaeded that there ie eomethiig 
in the very prinoiple of Oommunism whioh ie ennobling, which prevent8 ite follower8 
from beooming a burden to eooiety, whioh tend8 to are&e peeoe and good will among 
m8nkZna? 

We do not deny that moat or, perhepe, all of these oommunietio eoaietiee hod or 
have 8n inherent wtekneae which rendera them ehortlived 8nd in some rwpeota unmm- 
ces8fuL Nobody 8811 be better aware of the ehortoominga of them inetitutiona then 
modem Oommunieta or Sooi8Ma themselves. The ohief wpBon why em8ll aommanietio 
eooietiea cannot prosper, ia to be found in the very faot that they 8re snmll from the out- 
eet, devoid of euflioient mePn8 of expeneion, undertaken by men of narrow ideae in the 
mid& of 8 08pitalistio world that ridioulea and shun8 them. Modem CJommuui8te or 
Socialista have oeesed to hope for 8 realization of their prinoiplea on euoh 8 smell scale, 
eepe&lly now+&ya, when 8ll production ia profiteble only when onnied out on the 
llvgeet pomible eosle. If  they cannot preveil upon mankind to ohenge their present 
mode of life into a univer88l oommunniem, they will not ettempt the realization of their 
ideaa. They 8re no fool& 

At this point, I imegine I heeryou, deer re8der, brerrkin eaying: YCh8t ia all 
right; I hove nothiig sgeinet 8ll th8t; in the n8me of 8ll that ia deer to me, I pm 8 Oom- 
mu&t, in the sense you have desoribed the word ; but I 8m not talking of that eort of 
Oommnnism; I 8m thinking of 8 very d&rent one; the Oommunimm that Sooi8li8ta 
would introduo i8 the Oommunism of property; I don’t me8n to nay that So&bli& 
went to “divide up”; you have shown me that thst ie pure nonsense; but they went to 
ABOIJSH property; that ie whst I objeot to. ” 

We& dew re8derJet M look into this eleo, 8s to whether the Sooisliete wont to 
abolish property ; you will find thi8 oherge 8a f&e and ridiouloua 88 the other8 we hsve < 
&e&y diqmed of in the ooume of this talk. 

h 
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What iri PBOPEBTY ? That which is owned. Very welL But where on e&h have 
Sooialllta ever warred agalnet that which is owned by John Doe or Richard Bee? I 
there a single S&alist public&on-pamphlet, journal or work-in which the right of 
ownership by individuals is ettaoked? There is none euch. 

Early writers, ideologiete, social reformers of olden days, usually styled Utopians, 
men who imagined eociety could be transformed by “preaorlption,” may have prated 
about the abolition of private property. But the upholders of Modern Socialism never. 
Their etudy of history and politioal scienceu haa proved to them the great truth that 
mankind develops according to ite own innate laws, and that it must be reformed by 
the self-created miserlee of society which will work out their own relief by becoming in- 
tolerable. The form of society together with the ideas of what is to beprivate property, 
have changed from age to sge, eocordlng a~ they ceased to be tenable, when the progress 
of inventione and discoveries suggested new and better proceeeee of production. The 
latt+u has of late turned out so enormously productive that nuder an equal distribution 
of 8ll ite products everybody would be able to satisfy all his reasonable wants with four 
or six hours work 8 day-alwaye provided that all able-bodied persona were really 
working. Now they must work ten, twelve or more hours a day, partly beoauee 80 mrmy 
do not work at all, others weete a:great deal of what is produoed, and still others do not 
allow those willing tc work usefully to do 80. Thus it coplee to pose that a majority are 
poor while the world ebounde with a ewplus of goods of most bin&, 8nd that the much- 
vaunted national we&h oonatltutm on the contmry a national poverty almost every- 
where. This kind of economy is just now creating each evils 88 to work ite own speedy 
abolition. 

It is, a fact that in all revolutions of the present centwy the workingmen wrote on 
the ‘doors of the rloh the worde : “Sacred is property;” and that they exeouted with 
summary popular justice every thief caught in the cot; and it ls a aignillcant fact that 
when, in the Frenoh Bevolution of 1848, these word8 : 938cred ls Property” were 
written over the doors of Rothschild in Paris he fled immediately. It L 8 fact that never 
was &me against property so mre 8s daring the ehort perlode when the revolutionary 
classes were in the ascendancy and had it all their own way. There can be no better 
proof than this that the working claaa la revolutlonery, not as against individuals and 
heir property, but aa agsiust institutions and superannuated laws enly. A correct 
instinct tells them that individuals are powerleas to benefit or to harm society, except in 
EO far as they uphold pernicious laws, which must be abolished before juat\ce oan be ex- 
peoted to prevail. The Soclalieta eapeclally are, by the writings of their party, thoroughly 
imbued with thle idea They demend that the laws be changed whioh permit riches in 
private hands to bear new rlchee without labor. The chtuacter of capital, to procreate 
new riches by taxing the unpaid labor of others, la the real point against which the 
attacks of Sooialiete are directed. The fruita of paat, dead labor rob present labor, which 
doea not own the meana of prdduction, of its best share of procee&+$hia ia what Social- 
ieta war against. 

The only right to private property which can be jueti5ed with any eemblance of 
reason end consistency, is founded on individual labor. What my own labor produces, 
or ita equivalent, that, and that alone am I justly entitled to call my own. On the con- 
trary, whatever I have not produced or acquired as an equivalent of the product of my 
labor ought not to be my property. How has the present private property in part of the 
proceeds of the labor of other people come into existence? It origlnatad by brutal force, 
first in the ehape of slave labor en‘forced by conquerors upon the vanquished, later in 
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the shape of feudal labor, upheld by the foras of arm8 of the great landowners, and still 
later till now in the shape of wages labor, upheld by wicked laws. With the same eter- 
nal right whioh abolished slave and feudal labor, when it beoame a hindranoe to develop- 
ment and progress, wages labor will be abolished, All three kinds of foroible appropria- 
tion of the fruit of foreign labor are robbery ; none of them can be justified. And as 
eaah of these systems of robbery is based on the private ownerhip of all the means of 
prodnotion, it ie evident, that all the means of produotion ought to be the aommon 
property of all forluse and not for private profit. 

Everyone who is not sisk or a oripple aan and should work. He who will not work 
assuredly ha3 no right to appropriate and enjoy the pro&rot of the inducltrious masses. 

Some attemp to justify this apprOpriatiOn of the We&h of others, this graubiig 
whioh they 091 *%OFITS,” with the olaim that quite often the oapitalist loses his aapital 
in an undertaking, that, in other words. he runs a great g%rsx.” This plea dues not 
uouaern Labor. The plea arises eolely from the oiroumstanoe that the oapitalists are 
oonstantly at war with one another--they aompete with ene another. Eaoh puahas pro- 
duo&m upon his own hook regardless of the demand there may be for his goods, But 
further more,the oapitalist olass,the oapitalist as a olass,runs no rink whatevar their wealth 
only grows it never lesseae. But above all it must be olaarly and 5rmly stated that the 
working olass is THE one that runs its BISK, and very great ones at that, When times 
are bad, wages go down, and many workers are thrown oat of work, and the oondition 
of the whole working olass beoomes a pitiful one. Nor is this all; there are more men, 
women and ohildren killed and injured for life every year in our railroad servioe, in our 
faotoxies, mines and shops:than there were killed and hurt during all the 4 years of our 
iate bloody aivil war. And is all this exposure to want, all this injury to life and limb 
no nmx? 

The question now oomes, How is all thie to be changed? 
This point ehould be made olear above and before all: There is not here any 

question of a sudden ahauge to be asaomplished on one-day, but of a gradual develop- 
ment, that is foraed along imperatively by natural oauuea. In sight of this development 
Sooialists take the following position : 

Until reaently the middle or small self-employing class oon@tutad the basis of the 
State and of Soaiety. With the introdaotion of maahinery, large prodnotion stepped up 
both in industry and agrioulture. The e&at thereof was to push the middle alaes down 
from the status of self.employers into that of the wage-workers, and at the same time to 
draw the wage-workers together in large numbers, The middle or small &f-employing 
alass began to be stripped of its property, and with the loss of its property it lost the 
certainty of itz livelihood, this proaess of expropriating the middle alass proseeds with 
inareased rapidity ; the independenoe of the meohanio is already gone, while the inde- 
pendenas of the small trader oi farmer beaomes daily more and more a thiug of the peat, 
Through this process of weeding ont the m!ddle olass and inoreaaing the size of the 
working &se or proletariut, our people are divided ever more eharply into two oampe- 
the oamp of the rioh and the camp of the poor, while simultaneously thereby the number 
of the riah diminishes and the amount of the wealth held by eaah of thsse aguumw mora 
aoloseal proportions, This prosess ia bound to reaoh a tarminua At a cartain point of id 

the prooess the masses of the working olass are bound to realize the direness of the& 
position, and are bound to searoh for a remedy. At that point-unless our aountry 
nhould experienoe the fate of the &man empire, and go down with a orash after having 
beaome the toy and football of a suooession of tyrants Sooialism is bound to assert it- 
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self and save oivilimtion. Then will labor beoome oommon and will be orgenisea in e 
plenfnl manner. And seeing that, to this end, the existing machinery of produotion of 
the nation-the 18nd 8nd the oapital, i. e., meohinery, tools, faotories, eta.-8re requisite, 
they will be used by the peeple. It ie not only the Common Law of the lsnd, it is B 
besio prlnoiple of 811 oivllized lands that, to use tke worda of our own venersted Benje- 
min Franklin, “privste property i&the oreature of sooiety, and is subjeot to the o&s of 
that sooiety, whenever its necessities shell require it, even to the lset ferthing.” On that 
d8y the present holders of that requisite machinery of prodnotion may reoognize the 
superior value of Socialism, willingly submit to tke people’s wish, 8nd quietly surrender 
to the nation the property they had sponged up among themselves ; or It may happen 
that, they willrebel, 8s the Southern sleve.holders rebelled, and, turning to use the in- 
struments of repression now in their hands, will resort to violenoe. On that day, how- 
ever, the Sooieliat Labor Party will be in power, and the rebels, who would stand up 
egsinst the will of the people and oppose the new so&l order, would simply be orushed 
8s s glint would orush a nu&shell. 

In the new sooial order-the Sooialist or Co-operative Commonwealth-labor would 
be organized throughout upon a plenful eystem 8s it already is in the large featorles, on 

. the bonanza farm, or in the oivll branohes of the Government. All wa@eful, useless 
labor would thereby drop out, end the useful labor of 8ll be immensely more prodnotive. 
Everyone would then feel oonetrained by his physioal neoessity to work, but then every- 
one would also 5nd leisure for reorestion and for oulture. Then will there be neither 
oivll strife, nor war between nation sndnation. All of us would then oo-operate oom- 
munlstiually in the promotion of our oommon wellbeing; all would 5nd in co-operative 
labor their highest individual interest. 

The oorner-stone of the ides1 sooial system is COMMUNISM IN THE MACHINEBY OF 

PBODUCTION, i. e., Oommuniam in all the things requieite for the production and dis- 
tribution of we&h, together with 811 suoh institutions that should he pnblio, 8s for 
instanoe sohools, theaters, gardens, museums, eta On the other hand, everything that 
is the subjeot of personal UEB and oonsumption will be left anoned to the individual. 

Suoh 8 plen in detail is but a foreoset of the fhture. No one oould state with oer- 
tainty whether mstters will or will not t8ke just euoh a development. But this con- 
sideration is of little moment. The only thing of iznportanoe @ that the oentral thought 
of the Sooiallst Labor Party be the oorreot one, When the English engineer Stevenson, 
some 70 yeus ago, undertook to build the 5rst railroad, it is quite oertain he did not 
have in his mind 8 pioture of the looomotives, the mils, the signels, eta, aoourately 8s 
we know them to-day. Nevertheless, his oentral thought w8s oorreot, and, being so, 
it has oonquered the world. So with the Sooialiit Labor P8rty. Its oentral thought, 
(lomm~~~snr, as herein defined, is sound, and it also is bound to oonquer the world. 
This oentrel thought is naught else but the oommon interest of menklnd. It is 8n in- 
justioe that the mssses should toil on the verge of etarvation to the end that 8 few, who 
do no manner of useful work, should lesd 8 life 5lled with all msnner of enjoyment. No 
thinking msn will dare deny thet with a planful orgsnizstion of labor, snd a general 
obligation to work, the oondition of mankind would be improved so immessurebly that 
the m8sse.a will at lest enter upon a period of existenoe when they will be lesdiog a life 
worthy of human beings’. , 

Just look end see what advantages 8re offered by the planful orgenizstion of labor 
in any branch of industry. How, for lnstanoe, were it posslble to send 8 letter from 
New York to San Franoisoo for 2 oenta, and within the whole Post81 Union for 5 oente, 
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if in eaab State or aountry the Post Offioe were a private undertaking like our faotarlez, 
mines, railroads, eta., are to-day? Bat for the Communistlo institation of the Post 
Offioe, an institution that is planfully arranged and ogndnoted for the benefit of all, 
aaoh a thing were impossible 1 There are, to be sure, many defeota still oonneoted with 
oar Post Offioe ; but all of these arise from the present so&l system, they are not in- 
herent in the Coanaauxua~~c idea, The higher offioiala draw large salaries with little work, 
while the lower employes raaaive low wages with mnah more labor. Bat this feature of 
oar present postal eystem oould be easily avoided ; it is not a featare of Sooiallam ; it ie 
a remnant of the existing eyetem of iojoetioe. 

Similar advantages ooald be derived by similar methods in all other domains of 
human a&iv&y. Just think of the speotaale offered by ao many of our railroad lines. 
Owing to their private oharaoter, the planlaze system upon whioh thay are run, and the 
waatefulneee that oharaoterizae them, not a few of them are bankrapt aud must be put 
in the handa of a reoeiver, to be oondaoted under pablia ewveillanoe I I f  all the rail- 
roads of the land belonged to ow people, and were operated oolleatively by them, the 
advantagee offered by the Poet O&e would be offered by a Transportation or Railroad 
ome also, 

I need not maltlply examplez. There must be a good deal more in the Sooiallet 
Labor Party than many people imagine, The people, in their oolleotive oapaaity, are 
aseaming right and left funotiona that onae were 9eatad” in private individuals. 

It ie this programme of the So&l% Labor Party, to plaoe in the oolleotive hande of 
the whole people, not the railroada only, bat AU means of prodaotion, oommanioation 
and trmmportation, that has drawn upon it the slander of ite being the foe of all private 
property, and of ita being arrayed again& the property of the emall holders. The con- 
trary ia the bath. It ia not the Sooialitrt Labor Party that would plunder the emall 
holder ; this is done by the large oapitaliat ; it ia the inevitable resalt of exae@ve 
property by the few. With irreeietible forae doea large aapital draw to ibelf all smaller 
holding8 And yet it ia these very oapitaliste, th6ea people, who have their nets 
etretehed out for the pwpoae of aatohing and drawing to themselves the smaller sharee 
of property held by their leas wealthy fellow beinga, it in these people who have the 
effrontery to preaah to t,he small holder that the Soaialieta threaten hia property ! What 
a lie ! Sooiahsta simply point to the method whereby, sooner or later, after the small 
holdem shall have been wholly stripped of their property by the large ones, the maesea 
will instate juster oonditions. The method, then to be adopted ie nothing but tha 
planfnl organization of labor ; it ia ,the expropriation of those who until then had 8x0 
propriated the mame~ ; it ie the COMXUNISTIO method of ownemhrp and operation of 
all inetrumente of prodaotion. 

Indeed, the eipropriation of the small holders were a aseleaa thiig on the part of the 
Saaialiitz. Saoh ie only a bugaboo with whioh the large thieven try to frighten the 
emall holdera The Socialif& are the real friends of the small holder because the& ia 
the only politioal party of the working olaaa. Oa the other hand it is the large pro- 
prietom who are truly the foea of the small holder, and they remain so until they have 
swallowed aphis little havinga. i 

Nothing is further removed from the thonghta of the Sooitalist Labor Party than to 
abolish property. What it dose announoe is that-not suddenly, or over night, bat 
gradually-the time ie approaohing when the working olaae will assert ita right to the 
fruits of its own labor against thope who live upon the labor of other@. The aepifalist 
oonoeption of proparty will then merge into the oonoeption of property entertained by 
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he working 01~s. There is, aaoordingly, nowhere any thought of abolishing property, 
end none but the idle olaas will find fault with such a transition, The development of 
mnnkind towards ever greater perfeotion will not pause before euoh a system of pro- 
pert>holding au may be in vogue et any given period If those who profit 
by a speaial system of property-holding that may be in vogue at 
a given time, should demand that human development 
they 

stand hill, 
would simply hold the language of insanity. The system of 

owner&p ie ever ohanging. It adapts itself eteadily to tbe higher degree of human 
development. He who would oompare our present system of property-holding with 
those that prevailed in antiquity or the Middle Agea (ohattel slavery, serfdom, robber 
barons, eta) mast admit that the change ia an improveme& 
Nevertheleee, with all the improvement, injuatioe &ill- prevrbile to- 
day ; and it ie the removal of this hitherto perennial injuntioethst the impendingohange 
contemplatea, and it expeota thereby to be able to lead mankind onward to higher 
degreea of perfeotion. Together with the wage ayncem and the rule of Oapitaliam, the last 
remnnnta of old time &very are hound to go down. Men will then face one another as 
free and equal beings, they wiil then aotnally reapeot one another and promote their 
mutual intereats. No longer will the working people be deprived of the enjoyment of 

TEEIB property, and then everyone who worb will have at hie command a larger quan- 
tity of the thin@ neceaaary for feeding. olothing, housing, renting and oultivating 
himself. 

Who, knowing this* would dare to say the Sooialiata are wrong ! The small farmers 
and traders, whom it ie attempted to frighten moat, should, and with the time will be, 
the last onee to olaim the Soaialista are wrong. The Amerioan farmer haa a deep seated 
twnae of Jnetioe ; and it ia on the farms that one oan see olearest the beneficent effeot of 
the traneformatione in the system of property-holding, Would not our farmers find 
thamselvea in e worse oondition than to-day if the olden days eystem of serfdom etill 
prevailed, and they were not free men oultivatiig their own land? The former bee pro- 
greaeed through the egee aa the syetem of property-holding progreased, and hie own 
tial emanoipstion is now dependent upon the further ohange that ie now impending. 

Again I hear you say, “that la all true, but Soaialiate want to introduoe the oom- 
munity of wives ; I have heard this from many ~ouroee ; the very thought ia horrible l” 

Upon this head I mast repeat what I said upon othere : “You have drawn your in- 
formation, not from Socialist literature, bat from the elandera retailed by the oapital& 
orgem.” You have been made to believe that Sooialiete desire to eetablieh asooiel 
eyetem whereby every man #hall have a FWET over every woman. A horrible thought, 
indeed ! But will you atop to put this question to yourself : “Ie it poesible that a 
movement that has eet ita faoe againet the &very of the wage eyetern, oould earnestly 
favor BO diegraoeful a eyetern of slavery hi that?” The thing ie at least improbable. 
But if you look oloeer you will ilnd this to be 88 contemptible a slander an the one about 
~~divleion. ” 

What Sooiali~ta hold upon the subjeat is that the interoourae between man and 
woman ie purified and ennotified by mutual love. But how is it to-day? How often are 
man and woman, to-day, aatually brought together by love 7 How often ia not 9fonep ‘1 
or some suoh ccooneideration” the oonneoting link? To realize the frightful extent to 
which this has gone one need but glanoe over our eoaiety funny papers, or read the 
verses of John Godfrey Base-the late Brooklyn poet-whose poem on gsMatrimonp’ 
bee for ite refrain the pun g‘Matter of Money !” How often the relations between mau 
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and wife, founded upon such impure principles, go to wreck after the wedding, the thick 
and smutty records of our present divorce proceedings give some inkling. In face of all 
thll Socialists hold that morals would be higher if money or similar considerations ceased 
to be the basis of wedlock. Is this thought immoral? While it ls sought to paint the 
Socialists as beasts, it is they who seek to dethrone Mumo~ and Lust and place Low 
upon the throne it alone is entitled to. Wherever Love draws two beings together their 
union ls holy; where no Love is there can be none but an immoral union. The posl- 
tion of the Socialists on this subject is identical with that of the greatest thinkers and 
seers the world has produced. 

Hence it happens that there are no greater foes to PBOSTITuTION than the SOOielistfh 

Prostitution ls one of the blackest blotches of modern society. It is a direct product of 
the capita&t system, and it has become one of its pillars. But the time, whose advent 
Sooiallsts promote, is bound to come when neither will want any longer be there to 
drive girls into prostitution, nor wlll Gold wield its present power of blasting the bloom 
of youth. 

Look about ! Is not the family life of the working class an unhappy one? And 
ihence does that come? If the father and the mother must be out all day at work and 
return late home, exhausted with the day’s toil, it is hard for the pleasure of being to- 
gether to find expression. And what about the poor little ones? The whole day they 
rare left to themselves, and in the evening can they expect kindness from parents whose 
nerves are unstrung by a day’s hard toil? There can be no question of a proper traln- 
lng under such conditions ; they nip in the bud the love between parents and children; 
and they breed a class of criminals at which society rdeots horror-horror at the product 
of its own malfeasance. 

Nevertheless, it is among this working olasa and Sooiallsts thatithe family relations 
are preserved in greatest purity. And yet there will be found people who dare to charge 
them with an intent to destroy the family ! I f  the family life of the working class is 
destroyed, as we have seen, who is to blame? Surely not the Socialists ! I f  the rich 
man-at the cost of his own family life-procures a mistress, if his gold enriches the 
keepers of houses of prostitution, no sane man will lay the blame upon the Socialists. 
To-day, immorality rakes its brazen front, coddled by the lewdness of the idle rich. It 
is the mission of the working proletariat to pull humanity out of this ditch. 

And in this respect also will the Socialist programme bring help so soon as the 
working class ehall be protected in its property ; 80 boon as none who could and would 
work need suffer want, just so soon will mutual affection only draw man and woman to- 
gether ; LOVE will no longer be for sale ; mistresses and prostitutes will vanish. The 
real fault found with Socialists is that they war against concubinage, against prostitution, 
against the community of wives that prevails to-day. 

You eee, accordingly, that in the matter of wedlock and property, Socialism ie just 
the reverse of what its enemies pretend, and that these are the very ones who uphold the 
crimes they would roll upon our shoulders. Upon these two questions of PROPERTY and 

WEDLOCK our position is clear. But before you decide, dear reader, to throw your lot 
and your labor with them let me first clear up one more point. 

I f  the Socialists had nothing to offer the toiling, su5erlng masses but the consolation c 
that at some later period. when the present conditions shall hsve become wholly unbear- 
able, the Socialist principle will bring help, they would have little to offer. The peopl”e 
have been long enough consoled with promises of a ‘hereafter” when all eflerlng will 
be at end, and they have become justly suspicious of all such promise& ‘J’hc people 
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{emend deeds not words ; they want to enjoy their redemption now and on earth. Now, 
then, the Sooialiet Labor Party alone points the way to praotioal resulta. It pointu to 
the ballot box ; it ehowe how along that path immediate help can oome, beaauae the 
rnllng olass will pull in ite horne in proportion aa it reads from the eleotion return6 that 
the working people are leaving the old p&lea, and are treading upon the path that 1ead11 
&sight to ultimate emanolpation. It ehowe to the working olaee thattheir emanoipe 
tion awtite upon their own a&on, and urgea upon them the use of their ballot to free 
themeelves from oapitallst exploitation. 
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BAD TIMES, THEIR CAUSE AND CURE. 
Fellow Workers, Read, Think and Act! 

Machinery sleeps or rests where it works. It needs no boarding house, 
no beer or cigars; it doesn’t ride a bicycle or read a newspaper. It goes to 
no church, theatre or other place of amusement. It buys neither books, 
shoes, clothes, hats, furniture nor carpets, but it makes all of these. It has 
no use for the butcher, baker, grocer, barber, shoeblack or florist. It eats 
neither candy nor ice.cream, Yet it throws millions of people out of em- 
ployment, reduces the wages of those working, and thus deprives all wage- 
workers of the ability to obtain what they need and drives hundreds to 

commit suicide. Thousands are annually killed by it. It keeps the toiling 
millions in a state of chronic starvation and will continue to do so just so 

long as it is owned and used for private gain. The only remedy is the 
public ownership and use, for the benefit of all, of laud, mines, forests and 
all available forces of nature, railroads, canals, telegraphs, telephones and 
all means of production, transportation and distribution, as advocated by 
the Socialist Labor Party. For this party every workingman should vote 
at the coming election and at once and for all time put an end to this present 
system of injustice and starvation. 

Think of it! Men shooting themselves and exclaiming as they die, 
(‘No work !  No work !” Men begging for work and their wives and chil- 
dren starving in this land of plenty. People starving because there is too 
much food !  Naked. because there is too much clothing! Homeless, be- 
cause there are too many houses !  All this in a land where men have the 
power in their own hands to change this present system of plunder, in- 
justice and starvation to one of peace, justice, plenty and happiness by 
establishing the CO-OPERATIVE COMMONWEALTH, not by gun, bayonet or 

bomb; but by the peaceful, powerful BALLOT. 
To oppose SOCIALISM is lo oppose justice, peace, prosperity and 

happiness, for SOCIALISM means all that is good, honorable and just. 

What Socialists Want. 
Every human being to be well housed, 

clothed, fed and educated. 
The adoption of a social and industrial 

system that will put an end to profit, in- 
terest, rent and all forms of usury. 

Land, water, machinery, all the means 
of production and distribution, and all the 
available forces of nature to be owned by 
and operated for the benefit of the whole 
people. 

The gradual elimination, and finally the 
abolition, of all useless and unproductive 
toil. 

The work day to be as short as the needs 
of the people will permit-about four 
hours a day, if possible. 

Every person of suitable age, and phy- 
sical and mental ability, must work or 
starve. “He that will not work shall not 
eat ” 

No Child Labor. 
Every one to receive the full value of 

his or her labor. 

A higher standard of living, and a higher 
plane of morals as a result, thus securing 
enjoyment for all. 

These reforms to be achieved by agita- 
tion, education, organization and the in- 
telligent exercise of the BALLOT !  

The above is a brief summary of the 
measures to be accomplished to secure 
the establishment of the CO-OPERATIVE 
COMMONWEALTH. 

The most important thing is to vote for 
the ticket of the Socialist Labor Party. If 
you do not, then cease to prate about hard 
times. They are the natural result of the 
iniquitous, miserable, social and industrial 
system under which you live. Do not 
whine, beg or threaten. POTE !  Vote It 
out of existence. 
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